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LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MAEOH  6. 
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COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAEOH  C. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 
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mitted. 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [29th 
February], 

'*  That  the  HcBolations  of  the  House  of  tho  1st  December,  1882,  relating  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  Proceedings  of  (Standing  Committees  for  the  consideration  of  Bills 
relating  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Trade, 
Shipping,  and  Manufactures,  be  revived. 
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Business  of  the  House  (Rules  op  Procedure) — continued. 


II 


Provided  always.  That  the  Committees  shall  consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  less 
than  Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of  addition  to  the  said  Committees  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said  Resolution," — {Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  . .     384 

Amendment  proposed, 

Inline  4,  after  the  word  **  revived,"  to  insert  the  words, — **  Provided,  that  *  Trade  * 
shall  include  Agricultural  and  Fishing  interests,  and  that  those  interests  shall  bo 
entitled  to  due  consideration  in  the  constitution  of  such  Standing  Committee," — 
(Mr.  Heneage)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      387 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted:" — After 
debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Amendment  made,  by  inserting,  in  line  4,  after  the  word  '^  revived," 
by  adding  the  words  ''and  that  Trade  shall  include  Agriculture  and 
Fishing.'^ 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "revived  " 
to  the  end  of  the  Question, — ( Viscount  Lymington)         . .  . .     399 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived; 
words  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question  as  amended,  to  add  the  words—"  That  there  be  added 
another  Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  sJl  Bills  relating  to  Scotland 
only  ""{Sir  Oeorye  Campbell)  ,,  .,  ..  ••403 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  debate. 
Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  137,  Noes  214 ;  Majority  77. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .     465 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  on  the  Main  Question,  as  amended,  stood 
adjourned : — Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


Distress  for  Eent  (Dublin)  Bill— Ordered  {Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Dwyer 
Oray,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan,  Captain  M'Calinont,  Mr,  T.  Harrington) ;  presented,  and 
read  the  first  time  [Bill  159]  . .  ..  . .  . .       46S 

Steam  Boilers  BlML'-Ordered  {Mr.  Provand,   Mr.  Oetaviue   V.  Morgan,  Mr.    William 

Abraham)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  160]  . .  . .       468 

Beformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Dugdaie,  Mr. 

Whitmore,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Curzon,  Mr,  Dixon,  Mr,  Mark  Stewart) ;  presented,  and 

read  the  first  time  [Bill  161]  ..  ..  «.  ..       453 

[12.10.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  7. 
ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


Business    of   the   House    (Rules    of     Pkocbdure)  —  XIII.  Standing 
Committees — Resolution  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Fifth  Night] — 

Order  read,   for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question,    as 
amended, 

*'  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  1st  December,  1882,  relating  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  Proceedings  of  Standing  Committees  for  the  Consideration  of  Bills 
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BrsiNESS  OF  THE  HouBB  (HuLEB  OF  Frocbdube) — Continued, 

relating  to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping, 
and  Manufactures,  be  revived,  and  that  Trade  shall  include  Agriculture  and  Fishing/* 
--iMr.  IF,  If.  Smith) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .     468 

Amendment  pro{)08ed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words—'*  That  there  be  another  Qrand  Committee, 
similarly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same  rules,  the  Members  for  Wales  and 
Monmouthshire  being  Members  of  such  Committee,  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills 
relating  to  Wales  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House,  in  each  case,  be  committed  to 
it,'*^{Mr,  Sathbone)  ..  ..  ..  ..      474 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  added :  " — After  debate, 
Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  113,  Noes  135 ;  Majority  22. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  •  •       502 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words — *'  That  there  be  another  Committee, 
similarly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same  Bules,  for  the  consideration  of  all 
questions  of  a  Foreign  or  Colonial  nature,  and  the  ratification  of  Treaties  with 
Foreign  Powers," —(Ar.  CVwwer)      ..  ..  ..  ••510 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  added  :  " — After  short 
debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  44,  Noes  219;  Ma* 
jority  175.— (Div.  List,  No.  31.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motions  fob  Bills  Aim  Nomination  of  Select  Committees. 

Moved  J  *'That  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and,  if  set  down  by  the  Government,  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdays,  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  for  the  Nomination 
of  Select  Committees,  may  be  set  down  for  consideration  at  the  commencement  of 
Public  Business.  If  such  Motions  be  opposed,  Mr.  Speaker,  after  permitting,  if  he 
thinks  fit,  a  brief  explanatory  statement  from  the  Member  who  mores  and  from  the 
Member  who  opposes  any  such  Motion  respectively,  shall  put  the  Question  Uiereon 
without  further  bebate,"— (ifr.  JF,  H,  Smith)         ..  ..  •.      614 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  '*  That,"  and  insert  the  words  *'  Motions  for 
leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  for  the  nomination  of  Standing  and  Select  Committees, 
shall  be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Kesolution  of  24th  February  1888 
(Sittings  of  the  House)," — {Mr,  Buchanan)  ..  .,  ..617 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  respectivel>',"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  **  may  without  further  Debate  put  the  Question  thereon,  or  the  Ques- 
tion *  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/  "— (Jfir.  W,  H,  Smith)  . .  ..      622 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  (dOth  April,  1869),  read; 

MoBNiKG  Sittings  at  Two  o'clock. 

That,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order,  whenever  the  House  shall  meet  at  Two 
o'clock,  the  House  will  proceed  with  Private  Business,  Petitions,  Motions  for  un- 
opposed Betums,  and  leave  of  absence  to  Members,  giving  Notices  of  Motions,  Ques- 
tions to  Ministers,  and  such  Orders  of  the  Day  as  shall  have  been  appointed  for  the 
Morning  Sitting. 

Suspension  op  Sitting  at  Seven  o'clock. 

That  on  such  days,  if  the  business  be  not  sooner  disposed  of,  the  House  will  suspend 
its  sitting  at  Seven  o'clock ;  and  at  Ten  minutes  before  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the 
House  i£all  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourns  the  Debate  on  any  business  then 
under  discussion,  or  the  Chairman  shall  report  Progress,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  no 
opposed  business  shall  then  be  proceeded  with. 
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Sitting  resumed  at  Nine  o'clock. 

That  when  such  business  has  not  been  disposed  of  at  Seven  o* clock,  unless  the  IIouso 
shall  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  (or  the  Chairman,  in  case  the  House  shall  bo  in 
Committee)  do  leave  the  Chair,  and  the  House  will  resume  its  sitting  at  Nino 
o'clock,  when  the  Orders  of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  the  Morning  Sitting,  and  any 
^lotion  which  was  under  discussion  at  Ten  minutes  to  Seven  o* clock,  shall  be  set 
down  in  the  Order  Book  after  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day. 

When  Chairman  reports  Progress  at  Nine  o'clock. 

That,  whenever  the  House  shall  be  in  Committee  at  Seven  o*clock,  the  Chairman  do 
report  Progress  when  the  House  resumes  its  sitting. 

^esolvedj  That  the  said  Resolutions  be  Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 

Adjournment  at  Oae  o'clock,  a.m. 

Sefolved,  That  the  House  shall,  unless  previously  adjourned,  sit  until  Ono  o'clock,  a.m., 
when  the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House  without  Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  or 
Proceeding  exempted  from  the  operation  of  Standing  Order  ^*  Sittings  of  the  House  *' 
be  then  under  consideration.  That  the  Business  under  discussion,  and  any  Orders  of 
the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  One  o'clock,  a.m.,  do  stand  fgr  the  next  day  on  which  the 
House  shall  sit,— (ifr.  IF.  H,  Smith.) 

Besolution  of  the  3 1st  of  May,  1875,  read  ; 

Withdrawal  of  Strangers. 

That,  if  at  any  sitting  of  the  House,  or  in  Committee,  any  Member  shall  take  notice 
that  Strangers  are  present,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman  (as  the  case  may  be),  shall 
forthwith  put  the  Question,  **  That  Strangers  bo  ordered  to  withdraw,"  without  per- 
mitting any  Debate  or  Amendment :  Provided  that  the  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman, 
may,  whenever  he  thinks  fit,  order  the  withdrawal  of  Strangers  from  any  part  of  tho 
House. 

Eetolvedf  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a  Standing  Order  of  this  House. 
Besolution  of  the  12th  of  March,  1886,  read  ; 

Notices  of  Questions  by  Members  to  be  in  Writing. 

That  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by  Members  in  writing  to  the  Clerk  at  the  Table, 
without  reading  them  viva  voce  in  the  House,  unless  the  consent  of  tho  Speaker  to 
any  particular  Question  has  been  previously  obtained. 

Jtcto(v€d,  That  the  said  Resolution  bo  a  Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  XI  Va.  (Closure  of  Debate)  read,  and  amended  by  leaving  out  tho  first 
Proviso,  linos  17  to  21  inclusive. 

Standing  Order  XXI.  (Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of  Supply)  read      525 

Jloved,  as  an  Amendment  to  Standing  Order  XXXI.  (Notices  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply),  to  leave  out,  in  lioe  1,  the  word  **  first," 
and  insert  the  word  **  an,"--( Ifr.  W:  U,  Smith)  . .  . .     526 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived: — 
Word  interted. 

Standing  Order,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  XXII.  (Select  Committees)  read,  and  amended  by  leaving  out,  in  lines 
1  and  2,  tho  words  "on  Wednesdays  and  other  Morning  Sittings  of  tho  House.*' 

Amendment  proposed  to  Standing  Order  XXII.  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  except  while  the  House  is  at  prayers," — {Sir  Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle- 
worth,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  Standing  Order:"  —  After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by 
leave,  withdraum. 

Standing  Order  XXXVT.  (Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and 
amended  by  leaving  out,  in  line  6,  the  word  "  Orders,'*  and  inserting  the  words 
"  Business,  whether  Orders  or  Motions," 

Standing  Order  XXXVIII.  (Orders  of  the  Dav  and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and 
amended  by  inserting,  in  lino  3,  after  the  word  "  Orders,"  the  words  **  or  Motions." 
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Resolved,  That  tho  Resolutions  of  this  House  of  tho  24th,  28th,  and  20th  days  of 
February,  and  of  the  7th  day  of  March,  relative  to  the  Business  of  the  House 
(Rules  of  Procedure),  with  the  exception  of  Resolution  No.  XII.,  be  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House. 

Moved,  "That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  III.,  IV.,  V.  (Wednesday  Sittings),  VI.,  VII., 
VIII.  (Morning  Sittings),  Xf.  (Debates  on  Motions  for  Adjournment),  XIII. 
(Irrelevance  or  Repetition),  XIV.  (Putting  tho  Question),  XXXIX,  (Dropped 
Orders),  XLI.  (Tho  Half-past  12  o'Clock  Rule),  and  XLIV;  (Divisions),  be  re- 
pealed,"— (Jfr.  ;r.  IT.  ^;m7A)  ..  ..  ..  ..530 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  **XLI  (The  Half-past  Twelve  o' Clock 
Rule),"— (i/r.  Tomlinson)    . .  . .  . .  . .     530 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — ^Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Standing  Ordebs. 

Resolved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this  House  relative  to  Public  Business,  as 
amended,  be  printed, — {Mr,  W.  H.  Smith)  ..  ,,  ..531 

Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Zfr.  W.  H,  Smith  :) — 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the  New  Rules  of  Procedure  be  adjourned 
till  Monday  19th  March. 


National  Debt  Acts — Ebsolution — 

Committee  to  consider  of  amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the  National 
Debt  (Queen's  Recominendation  signified),  upon  Friday ,  at  Two  of  the 
clock,— (i/r.  W.  R.  Smith)  ..  ..  ..532 

Eating  and  Valuation  (Scotland) — 
Select  Committee  nominated : -^liiBi  of  the  Committee  . .  ••  ••     533 

Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament — 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  of  this  House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of 
the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  tho  Lords,  to  acquaint  their  Lordships,  That  this 
House  hath  appointed  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the 
Lords  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of  the 
Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Childers,  Viscount  Lymington,  Sir  Algernon  Berth  wick,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere,  Mr.  T.  P.  0*Connor,  and  Mr.  Jackson  be  Members  of  the  said  Committee, — 
{Mr.  Jackson.) 

[5.40.] 
LOEDS.  THUESDAY,  MAEOH  8. 

Army— EoYAL  Barracks,  Dublin — Insanitary  Condition  —  Question, 
Earl  Beauchamp ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Lord  Harris)  . ,  . .  . .  . .     533 

Liability  of  Trustees  Bill  (No.  24)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2',"— (T/i*  Lord  Mersehell)  . .     584 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Trust  Companies  Bill  (No.  7)— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»,''— (2%(j  Lord  Ilohhowe)  . .     538 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  mot?<?(^,  to  leave  out  (**now,")  and  add 
at  the  end  of  the  Motion  ('*  this  day  six  months,")— (TA^  Lord  Chan- 
cellor.) 

On  Question,  Whether  ('^now  ")  shall  stand  part  of  the  Motion?  Their 
Lordships  (?iVi(A>rf  ;  Contents  31,  Not- Con  tents  41 ;  Majority  10. 

Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Con  tents  • .  , ,     545 

Resolved  in  the  negative ;— Bill  to  be  read  2'  on  this  day  six  months. 
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Poor  Law  Belief — ^Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  *»  That  an  bumble  AddrerB  be  presented  to  Her  l^Iajesty  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  issue  a  Koyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  present  systems  of  poor  law  relief, 
especially  with  reference  to  the  apparent  inadequacy  of  those  systems  to  cope 
effectually  with  the  distress  recurring  from  time  to  time  amongst  large  numbers  of 
unemployed  persons  in  the  Metropolis  and  other  populous  places ;  or  that  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,   — {The  Earl  of  Aberdeen)         . .      546 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament — 

Message  from  the  House  of  Commons  that  they  have  appointed  a  Committee,  to  consist 
of  Six  Members,  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  their  Lordships  to  inquire  and  report 
as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in 
Parliament ;  and  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  appoint  an  equal 
number  of  Lords  to  be  joined  with  tho  Members  of  that  House  :  Ordered,  that  the 
said  Message  be  tidcen  into  consideration  To-morrow, 

[7.15.] 
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Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Eaikes)  . .     589 

MoBocco— FoBEiGN  Pbotection — Qucstiou,  Sir  John  Simon  ;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) . ,     590 

Thames  Consekvakcy  Boabd— Composition — Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)      590 

Tbuck   Amendment    Act— Sebvants    in  Husbandby — Question,   Mr.   C. 

T.  D.  Acland;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster)     691 

Obiminal  Law  and  Pbocedubb  (Ibeland)  Act,  1887 — Pboclaimed  Meet- 
ing AT  YoTJGHAL — Qucstions,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .     591 

Thb  Empebob  of  Gebmany— Question,  Mr.   Hulse ;   Answer,  The  First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). .  . .  . .     692 

OrviL  Sbbvicb  (Ibeland;— Action  of  an  Official— Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 

Healy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)     592 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

SUPPLY— Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment 
proposed  to  Question  f5th  March],  **That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  **  (for  Committee  of  Supply) : — Question  again  proposed, 
'<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— Debate  resumed  . .  . .  , .  . ,     593 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  proposed  . .  • .  . .  . .     678 

Mw}ed,  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"— (iff.  ^.  H-  Smith ;)— Ques- 
tion put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  250,  Noes  75;  Majority  175. — 
(Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

Main  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  268,  Noes  63;  Ma- 
jority 205.— (Div.  List,  No.  33.) 

SUPPLY— ^on«»(^*i  in  Committee— Army  Estimatks,  1888-9 — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(i.)  149,667,  Land  Forces. — After  short  debate,  Vote  ajreed  to        . ,  •  •       678 

(a.)  £4,977,000,  Pay  and  Allowances. — Vote  agreed  to  , ,  , ,        gg2 

Monedf  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  aik  loive  to  sit  agiia  :  " 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ,  at  Two  of  the  clock;  Committee  to 
sit  again  To-morrow, 
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Trawling  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  155]- 

Moped,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  •  •     683 

After  short  debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned : — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 

Occupiers'  Disqualification  Removal  Bill  [Billlio]— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  •  •     684 

After  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Grant  op  Supplies— Motion  for  a  Select  Committee— 

Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the  procedure  by  which  tliO 
House  annually  grants  the  Supplies  to  Her  Majesty/'*  (if r.  JTcnry  H,  Fowler)       . .      686 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Coroners'  Blections  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson)      .  •  . .  •  •     685 
Debate  adjourned. 

Bating  of  Machinery  Bill— 
Motion  for  Leave  {Sir  William  Houldmorth)  •  •  .  •     686 

Debate  adjourned  till  To'morrow. 

Crofters'  Holdings    (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  (No.  2)  ViR-Oriertd 

(Dr,  Clark f  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr,  Mackintosh ,  Dr.  McDonald,  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland, 
Mr.  Lyell) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  162]  •  •  . .     686 

[12.10.] 


LORDS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  9. 
HiTOHiN  Free  School — Motion  for  an  Address — 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  withhold  her  assent  from  a  scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  laid  before  this 
House  on  20th  February  relating  to  the  Hitchin  Free  School/'— (T^«  Earl 
Beauehamp)  ••  ..  ..  ..  ••      686 

After  short  debate,  On  Question  ?  Eeeohed  in  the  negative. 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  22)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    ..  ..  ..691 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next. 

Vivisection — Motion  for  an  Address— 

Moved,  *^  That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  Correspondence 
between  the  Home  Office  and  the  Society  for  tho  Protection  of  Animals  from  Vivi- 
section in  reference  to  two  recent  instances  of  infringements  of  the  law," — (The 
Viscount  Sidinouth)  ..  ..  ..  ,.  .,      fi92 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill  [n.-L.^^Presented  (The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  1»  (No.  3d)     694 

SwEATiKQ  System — 

Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  tho  Committee  . .  •  •     694 
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Debates  and  Fbooeedikos  in  Parliahekt — 

Message  of  the  House-  of  Commons  of  Yesterday  on  the  sabject  of  the  publication  of 
Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament,  considered  (according  to  Order). 

Then  it  was  moved,  **  That  a  Committee  bo  appointed,  to  consist  of  Six  Lords,  to  join 
with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  as  mentioned  in  the  said  Message,  to 
inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of  the  Ddbates  and 
Proceedings  in  Parliament,"— (TA^  Marquess  of  Salisbury,) 

The  same  was  agreed  to. 

A  message  sent  to  the  Commons  in  answer  to  their  Message  of  Yesterday  to  inform 
them  that  this  House  has  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist  of  Six  Lords  to  join  with 
the  Committee  of  the  Commons. 

[6.15.] 
COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  MARCH  9. 

QUESTIONS. 


Plfiufl    AND    Haubotjbs    (Ireland) — Ballycotton    Pier  —  Question,   Dr. 

Tanner ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  •  •     695 

PilsfiBRY  Board  (Scotland) — Mussel  Beds  in  Tidal  Waters — Question, 
Mr.  Anderson;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  . .  •  •  . .  •  •  •  •     696 

Thb  Magistracy  (Ireland) — **Mr.  Balfour  and  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates *' — Questions,  Mr.  Mac  Neill,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A,  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .     697 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  —  Council  of  Law 
Reporting  —  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  . .  , .  . .     698 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Court  of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin — 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  f  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden)  . .  • .  . .  . .     699 

Metropolitan  Police— Pension  \  to  Police  Constable  285  L. — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gent- Davis ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  . .     699 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)  —  Easter  Volunteer  Review  at  Aldershot 
—  Question,  Mr.  Isaacs;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .  . .     700 

Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act — Memorandum  of  the  Education 
Departmfjtt — Questions,  Mr.  F,  S.  Powell ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  . .  . .  «.  >.     701 

Scotland — Disturbances  in  Lewis — Trial  of  the  Prisoners — Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald) . .  . .  . .  •  •  . .     701 

Annual  Finance  Accounts  —  Pensions  from  the  Consolidated  Fund — 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     702 

Local  Government  Bill  (England  and^Wales)  —  The  Metropolis  — 
Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  . .  . .  . .     703 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  —  Question,   Dr.  Cameron ; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  . .     703 

Lotteries — The  Gladstone  Radical  Club— Question,  Mr.  Kelly  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)      . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     703 

Post  Office — British  and  Foreign  Postage  Rates  from  Shanghai — 
Question,  Mr.  Hcnniker  Heaton;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes) . .  , .  . .  . ,  .,701 
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The  National  Debt — Conyebsion  of  the  Theee  Pee  Gents — Question, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Qosohen)  . .  . ,  . .  . .     70i 

Ireland— Destitution  in  the  Arean  Islands— Questions,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  [No  reply]  . .     705 

Sale  of  Liquors   on   Sunday    (Ireland)  Bill — Question,   Mr.  T.  W. 

Eussell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)     706 

The  Death  of  the  Emperor  of  Germany — Observations,  The  Pirst  Lord 

of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  Sir  William  Hareourt  . .     706 

0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


National  Debt  Acts — considered  in  Committee— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  '*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  conTersion  of  the  New  Three  Per  Gent. 
Annoities,  the  Consolidated  Three  Per  Cent.  Annuities,  and  the  Reduced  Three  Per 
Cent.  Annuities  into  certain  other  Annuities,  and  to  provide  for  the  redemption  of 
the  New  Three  Per  Cent.  Annuities,*'— (Ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exe^tequer)  ..      706 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  [agreed  to : — Other  Besolutions 
agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 

East  India  (Purchase  and  Construction  of  Railways)  Bill— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [5th  March], 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  " — Question  again  pro« 
posed : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .  . .  . .     738 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday  next. 

Parliamentary' Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  [Salary,  &c.]— 

Considered  in  Committee, 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  *'That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  thepaTmeot,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided 
by  Parliament,  of  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary  XJiider  Secretary  to  the  Lord  IAqvl" 
tenant  of  Ireland,"— (ifr.  TTtV/tam  if<mry  iSmtM)      ..  ..  ..      738 

After  debate,  JUoved,  **That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.   W.  M. 
Smith:) — Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  190,  Noes  180;     . 
Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  34.) 

Question  put, 

<*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  pT0Tided)by  Par-    V 
liament,  of  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.'* 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  182,  Noes  132;  Majority  50. — (Div.  List, 
No.  35.) 

It  being  after  ten  minutes  to  Seyen  o'clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  report  Progress. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 
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ORDER    OF   THE  DAY, 


Supply— Order  for  OommUtee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

House  op  Loeds— Eesolution — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words,  '*  in  Uie  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  contrary  to  the  true  principles  of  Repre- 

.  sen^ative  Government,  and  injurious  to  their  efficiency,  that  any  person  should  be  a 
Member  of  one  House  of  the  Legislature  by  right  of  birth,  and  it  is  therefore 
desirable  to  put  an  end  to  any  such  existing  rights,' *'(ifr.  Lab<mchere,}—mAiQ9A 
thereof  ..  ••  ••  ••  ..      763 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided: 
Ayes  223,  Noes  162;  Majority  61. 

Division  Listy  Ayes  and  Noes  ..  •.  ..813 

Main  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " 
— Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  .'—Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  left  the  Chair  without  Question 
put. 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  12. 

SoiENCB  AND   ArT  (METROPOLIS) — CHARTER  FOR  A  TeAOHINO  UNIVERSITY 

Question,  Lord  Herschell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Viscount  Cranbrook)  ,.  ..  ..  ..817 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress— Resolution — 
Moved  to  resolve, 

''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  considering  the  depressed  condition  of  agricul- 
tural and  other  industries  in  this-  country  and  the  consequent  distress  among  the 
working  classes,  it  is  incumhent  upon  Her  Majesty's  Gi^vornment  to  take  into  their 
serious  consideration  what  measures  can  he  adopted  to  avert  the  grave  consequences 
which  must  otherwise  ensue,"— (7A«  Earl  D$  La  Warr)  • .  •  •      817 

After  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Metropolis  (Street  Improvements) — Hyde  Park  Corner — Question, 
Observations,  Earl  Fortescue,  Lord  Lamington,  The  Earl  of  Powis, 
Lord  Magheramome  (Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works)  ; 
Beply,  Lord  Henniker         • .  .  •  . .  . .     832 

Business  of  the  House — Standing  Orders— Eesolution — 
Moi>ed,  as  a  new  Standing  Order, 

'*  That  Private  Bill  Committees  shall  consist  of  three  Memhors,  and  that  all  applica- 
tions to  Lords  to  serve  upon  them  shall  he  addressed  in  writing  to  their  residences," 
— (The  Lord  Strathiden  and  Campbelt]  ..  ..  ••885 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Coroners  Bill  [h.l.]— PrM«i/^<l  {The  Lord  Chancellor) ;  read  1*  (No.  36)  . ,       841 

Quarter  Sessions  Bill  [h.l.]— Pf^#w^#<?  {The  Lord  Chancellor)',  read  1»  (No.  37)      ..       841 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill  [k.i..'\  —  Presented  (The 

Lord  TFiffanf  Earl  of  Crawford)]  re&dl*  CSo.dS)     ..  .,  ..841 

Land  Charges  Eegistration  and  Searches  BiH  [u.l.i^ Presented  (The  Lord 

Hobhouse)  \  retid  l^  (So,  iO)  ..  ••  ••  ••       841 

[7.16.] 
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Cohmitteb  of  Selection  (Sfecl^l  Eeport)  (Chairman's  Panel)  • .   1092 

MOTION. 


Government  op  Lbtdia  (Frontier  Policy) — Resolution — 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  unwise  Frontier  Policy  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  India  is  producing  grave  financial  difficulties  in  that  country,  leading  not 
only  to  increased  burdens  of  taxation,  but  to  the  extension  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  for  Kevenue  purposes,  with  serious  results  to  the  moral  and  material  welfare 
of  the  people," — {Mr,  Staff g)  ..  ..  ••  ••    1093 

After  debate,  Moved^  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  Ca%n$:) — 
Question  put,  and  agr$ed  to. 

Question  put, 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  unwise  Frontier  Policy  of  the  GoTomment  of 
India  is  producing  grave  financial  difficulties  in  that  country,  leading  not  only  to 
increased  burdens  of  taxation,  but  to  the  extensicn  of  the  eale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
for  Revenue  purposes,  wiUi  serious  results  to  the  moral  and  material  welfare  of  the 
people,"— (if r.  Slagg.) 

The  House  divided;    Ayes  72,   Noes  122;    Majority  60.~(Di7.  List, 
No.  37.) 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (OfDcers'  Superannua- 
tion) Bill  [BUI  I36J— 

Order  for  Oommittee  read  : — liovedf  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair," — {Mr.  Johnston)      ..  ..  ..  ,,   11^ 

Oommittee  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  32]-- 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  *^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Oha,iT,"  "{Colonel  JNolan)      ..  ..  ..  ..1181 

Oommittee  deferred  till  To-morrow. 


Akmt  Estimates — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  examine  into  the  Army  Estimates 
and  to  report  their  observations  thereon  to  the  House,— (ifr.  Secretary  Stanhope.) 

Navy  Estimates — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  examine  into  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  to  report  their  obseryations  thereon  to  the  House, — (Lord  Qjorge  Hamilton.) 

Bevenue  Depabtments  Estimates — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  examine  into  the  Estimates  for  the 
Heyenue  Departments,  and  to  report  their  obseryations  to  the  House,— (if r.  Jaekeon.) 

[12.10,1 
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Oaths  Bill  [Bill  7]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,''— (Ifr.  Bradlaugh)  . .  1182 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  haying  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  as  to 
Oaths  relates  not  only  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath,  bat  involves  grave  questions  of 
Ck>nstitutional  usage  affecting  every  class  of  persons  within  these  Realms,  this*  House 
declines  to  make  any  alteration  in  the  present  Law  until  the  whole  subject  has  been 
investigated  by  a  Royal  Oommission, "—(ifr.  Stanley  Leighton,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:  " — ^After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  247,  Noes  187;  Majority  110.— (Div.  List,  No.  88.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time:" — Hfovedy  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (^Mr.  Tom- 
Union :) — Moved^  *'  That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  Bradlaugh  :) 
— Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  884,  Noes  50 ;  Majority 
284.— (Div.  List,  No.  89.) 

Main  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  250,  Noes  150;  Ma* 
jority  100. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  •  •  • .  1283 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted  for  Tuesday  27th  March. 

Metropolitan  Local  Qovemment  Bill  [Bill  14]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  • .  .  •  1286 

It  being  half  an  hour  after  Five  of  the  clock,  Further  Proceedings  on 
Second  Beading  stood  adjourned : — Further  Proceedings  adjourned  till 
To-morrotQ. 


Parliamentary  Voters  'S\\\^Ord$red  (Mr,  Cnmer,  Mr.  WUUam  Oraw/ard,  Mr, 
Abraham  {Glamorgan),  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Piekard,  Mr,  Jamu  Rowlands) ;  prt»$Hted,  and 
read  the  first  time  [Bill  171]  ••  ••*  ..  ..   1289 

[5.40.] 

LOBDS.  THUBSDAY,  MAEOH  15. 

Church  Discipline  Bill  (No.  27)— 

Moved,   <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (TA^  Lord  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury)    ..  ..  .,  ..  ,.  1289 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly. 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill  (No.  28)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  . .  •  •  . .  1254 

Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Thursday  next ;  and  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  44.) 

Statute  Law  Bevision  Bill  (No.  85)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (2%^  Lord  Chancellor)  . .  1255 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2«  accordingly. 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  (No.  41)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)  . .  ,  •  • .  1255 

Bill  to  be  read  8*  Tomorrow. 
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OBDEBS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Main  Question, 
[12th  March],  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  "—Ques- 
tion again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .  . .   1312 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty  [Adjourned  Derate] — 
After  long  debate,  Question  put,  and  a(^re$d  to. 


TABLE  OF  001«?ENTS. 
IMarch  15.]  Ptig$ 

STJ¥PLY^eoniider0d  in  Committee — Navy  Estimates— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(i.)  62,400,  Men  and  Boys. 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,112,700, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Wages,  &c.  to  Officen, 
Seamen,  and  Boys,  Coast  Guard,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  the  Half-Pay  of  Officers, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March  1889"    ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1352 

Movfdf  *^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,112,600,  be  granted  for  the  said  Services," — 
{Lord  Charlet  Beresford :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

OrvTL  Services. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,614.903, 
be  granted  to  Her  jSLajesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge  for 
the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  L apartments  for  the  year  ending  on  the 
31st  clay  of  March  1889,"  viz. :—       [Then  the  several  Services  are  set  forth]     . .      1366 

After  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put,"--(ifr.  7P.  H.  Smith  :)  — 
Question  put:—  The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  188,  Noes  07:  Majority  121. — 
(Div.  LUt,  No.  41.) 

Question  put,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3, 614,903,  be  granted,  on  account,  for 
or  towards  the  said  Service  and  Revenue  Departments  : "  —  The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  207,  Noes  41 ;  Majority  16C.-(Div.  List,  No.  42.) 

(4.)  £3,309  7*.  4rf.,  Civil  Service  (Excesses).— After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to    , .      1400 
Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Ways  and  Means — 

Order  for  Committee  read  :^ Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    HOI 

After  short  debate,  Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow ,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 

MOTIONS. 


Bail  {^^MsJiiS^ViSL'-Ordered  {The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr,  Solicitor 

General  for  Scotland) ;  presented,  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  172]    . .  ••1404 

House  of  Commons  (Admission  op  Strangers) — 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into  the  Rules  and  Regulations  under  which 
Strangers  are  admitted  to  this  House  and  its  precincts,  and  to  report  whether  any 
alterations  in  the  same  are  expedient," — ( Viscount  Ebrington.) 

Army  Estimates — 

Select  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee  . •  . .    1404 

Debates  and  Prooeedinos  in  Parliament — 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  Lords  Message  as  proposes  the  time  and  place  of  meeting 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament  ho  now  considered. 

Lords  Message  considered  accordingly. 

Ordsred,  That  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the  Lords, 
to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and 
Proceedings  in  Parliament,  do  meet  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday 
next,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords,  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this 
House  hath  directed  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  them  to  inquire  and  report 
as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Par- 
liament, do  meet  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  of 
the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  have  power  to  agree  in  the  appointment  of  a 
Chairman. 

[12.15.1 
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Cathedral  Churches  Bill  (No.  2)-> 

Moved,  '*  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill,"— (5T^  Lord  Bishop  of  CarlisU)  . .  . .   1405 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Committee  accordingly  : — Bill  to  he  printed^ 
as  amended.     (No.  46.) 

Pkisons  (Scotland) — Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Elgin ;  Reply, 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  . ,   1407 

The  Soudan— KnARTOUM  —  Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dun- 
donald  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  :) — Short  Debate  thereon  . .   141*5 

The  Easter  Recess— Question,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley;  Reply,  The 
Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)        ..  ..  ..  ..   1422 

Debates  and  PaocEEDiNaa  in  Parliament — 

Message  from  the  Commons  to  acquaint  this  House  that  they  have  directed  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  them  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  tho  cost  and  method  of  the 
publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament  to  meet  the  Committee 
appointed  by  their  Lordships  in  Hoom  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday  next  at 
Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Ordered  J  That  the  Committee  appointed  by  this  House  do  meet  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Commons  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday  next  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 

The  Lord  Basing  named  of  the  Committee  in  the  place  of  the  Lord  Colville  of  Colross. 
Poor  Law  Belief— Motion  for  a  Select  Committee — 

Moved ^  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  various  powers  now 
in  possession  of  the  Poor  Law  guardians,  and  their  adequacy  to  cope  with  distress 
that  may  from  time  to  time  exist  in  the  metropolis  and  other  populous  places ;  and 
also  as  to  the  expediency  of  concerted  action  between  the  Poor  Law  authorities  and 
voluntary  agencies  for  the  relief  of  distress." — {^The  Viteount  Gordon,  E,  Aberdeen,) 

Motion  agreed  to, 

[7.46.] 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  MAECH  16. 
QUESTIONS. 
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Emigration  and  Immigration  (Foreigners)— 

Jfovfd,  ''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emigration  and  Immigration 
(Foreigners)  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members,'' — {Captain  Colomh)   . .    1439 

After  short  debatb.  Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdratcn. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

m 

WATS  AND  MEANS— eonstdired  in  Committee— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the  years  ending  on  the  3lst  dav  of  Mardi 
1887  and  1888,  the  sum  of  £114,900  7#.  4d.  he  granted  out  of  the  Ck)nsolidAtod  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom *'  ••  ..  ••  ..     H4 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  Marcn 
1889,  the  sum  of  £11,704,603  be  granted  out  of  the  ConsoUdated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom"  ..  ..  ..  ••  ••     1440 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  a  reduced  sum  of  £11,703,603  be  granted  out  of  the 
Ck>nsolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,"— (ilfr.  2\  M,  Eealy : )— After  further 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill  [BUI  1641— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  J£xehequer)  .  •  •  •  . .  , .  1 453 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  having  regard  to  great  loss  and  injury  sustained  by  the  very  large  number 
of  persons  who  hold  small  amounts  of  stock,  the  interest  on  which  is  proposed  to  be 
reduced,  and  to  the  small  annual  reduction  in  the  public  burdens  effected  by  the 
proposed  conversion,  this  House  thinks  it  inexpedient  to  make  the  change  proposed.'* 
— (Sir  Charles  Leune.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  debate,  Amendment,  bj  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Tuesday 
next,  at  Two  of  the  dock.  ' 

Supply — ^Keport— Besolutions  [15th  March]  reported  . .  . .  1491 

Besolutions  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

(3.)  <*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,614,903,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account, 
for  or  towards  defrajring  the  Charge  for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Bevenu  e 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889  " 

Moved,  ''That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Besolution :  " — After  short  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  to  Se?en  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 


OBDEBU    or    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair :  " — 

EoYrr— The  Judos  Adyooatk  Gbi^ebaii — ^Eesqlution — 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  this  Hous^  disapproves  the  acceptance  hy  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  holding 
the  office  of  Judge  Advocate  Gonorali  of  the  duties  of  professional  advocate  to  the 
ex-Khedive  Ismail  in  the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, as  contrary  to  Constitutional  usage  and  precedent,  as  liable  to  serious  miscon- 
struction Abroad  and  at  Home,  and  as  calculated  to  introduce  undesirable  complica- 
tions into  our  relations  with  Foreign  and  friendly  countries," — {Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,) 
instead  thereof         ..  ••  ..  ..  ..    1492 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:  "—After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  126,  Noes  218;  Majority  92.— (Div.  List,  No.  43.) 

Main  Question,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

Supply  [15th  MAacn]— Eeport  [Adjoubked  Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  (this  day), 

'^  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  *  That  a  sam, 
not  exceeding  £3,614,903,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  towards 
defraying  the  Charge  for  the  Civil  Services  and  Kevenue  Departments  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889 '  " 

Question  again  proposed  : — ^Debate  resumed  . .  . .    1587 

After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  ^(7  .'—Subsequent  Besolution 
agreed  to. 


MOTIONS. 


Army  (Annual)  Bill— 

Ordered^  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the  9th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  which  Resolution  was  then  agreed  to  by 
the  House,  be  now  read : — 

'^  lliat  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding  149,667,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for 
the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  Homo  and 
Abroad,  excluding  Her  Majesty* s  Indian  Possessions,  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
31st  day  of  March  1889." 

Ordered^  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide,  during  twelve  months,  for 
the  Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army,  and  that  lilr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord 
George  Hamilton,  The  Judge  Advocate  General,  and  Mr.  Brodrick  do  prepare  and 
bring  it  in. 

^V^pmtnUd^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  179]. 

Debates  and  Proceedinqs  in  Pabuament — 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum.— (Afr.  Jackson.) 

Handloom  Weavers  (Ireland)  BUl^ Ordered  (Colonel  Sautiderson,  Mr,    Macartney, 

Colonel  VTaring,  Mr,  O'Neill)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  175]  ..     1547 

Land    Ferpetnlty    (Ireland)    BiU— Ordered  (Mr,  Macartney,  Mr.    T.    W,   Russell, 

Colonel  Waring) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  17G]  ••  ..     16i8 

Coroners'  Elections  WM-^Ordered  (Mr,  Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr,  Oourley,  Mr.  Ambrose, 

Colonel  Httghes) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  178]  • .  « •     1548 

Corn  £etnmB  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Jasper  More,  Mr,  Charles  Gray,  Colonel  Cornwallis 

West) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  1 77]   .  •  • .  •  •     1548 

It  beiDg  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  left  the  Chair  without  Question 
put. 
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Ifoved,  ^*  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  con- 
fetitution  of  this  House,"— (2^tf  JSarl  of  Rosehery)  . .  . .   1518 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  ("  That,")  for  the  purpose  of  iasertiug  the  following 
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motion  of  the  responsible  Ministers  of  the  Crown,")~(TA^  Earl  of  IVemysi.) 

On  Question,  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Motion? — Their  Lordships  rfiVii^rf :— Contents  50  ;  Not-Contents  97: 
Majority  47. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Then  the  said  Eesolution  was  here  inserted,  and,  a  Question  beiog 
stated  thereupon,  The  Previous  Question  was  put,  Whether  this  Ques- 
tion  shall  be  now  put  ? 

Resohed  in  the  negative. 

IJlliversitieB  (Scotland)  Bill  [H^h^^^Tretenled   {The  Marquets  of  Lothian);  read  1*. 

(No.  47)  ..  ..  ..  ••  ..    1606 
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Brixton  Pabk  Bill — Ikstbuction  to  the  Committee — 

Movedf  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Brixton  Park  Bill,  That  they 
do  provide  that  the  purchase  of  the  Park  bo  not  made  until  tho  opinion  of  the  rate- 

Sayers  of  Lambeth  has  been  taken  on  the  desirability  of  such  purchase,  and  that  they 
o  take  evidence  as  to  the  price  demanded,  the  maintenance  of  houses  on  any  part 
of  the  site,  and  other  matters  affecting  the  property  as  a  place  of  recreation,  and  do 
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they  do  provide  that  the  purchase  of  the  Park  bo  not  made  until  the  opinion  of  the 
ratepayers  of  Lambeth  has  been  taken  on  the  desirability  of  such  purchase. 
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Shebiff  Court— Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)        ..  ..   1614 
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MOTIONS. 


Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill— Motion  for 
Leave.    First  Reading — 

Moved t  '^That  leave  bo  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  laws  relating  to  Local 
Government  in  Pjngland  and  Wales ;  and  for  other  purposes  connected  therewith/* 
--(Mr.  Ritchie)      ..  ..  ..  .,  ,,    1640 

After  long  debate,  Question  put,  diudi  agreed  <o:— Bill  ordered  {Mr.  William 
Heiiry  iStnith,  Mr,  CkancsUor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr.  Secretary  Matihewe^ 
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Sunday  Closing  Acts  (Ireland)— Nomination  of  Select  Oommitteb — 

Movedf  ''That  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  bo  a  Member  of  the 
said  Committee ''  . .  . .  . .  • .   1702 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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SvMDAY  Closing  Acts  (Ireland)— 0om/i'mu^. 
Mov&df  ''That  Mr,  William  Johnston  be  a  Member  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee:" — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Other 
Members  nominated, 

Moved,  ''That  Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell  be  a  Member  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee:"— After  short  debate,  Question  put  and  agreed  to: — Other 
Members  nominated:  —  Power  to  send  for  persons,  paperp,  and 
records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  [Salary,  &c.]— 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Ifovedf  **  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  regulations  for  the  office  of  Under  Secretary 
and  of  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland," — (J/r. 
Arthur  Balfour)        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1709 

After  debate.  Question  put: — The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  169,  Noes 
103;  Majority  56.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

Moved f  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  these  Eesolutions  to  the  House  :  " 
— After  short  debate,  J/or^(/, ''That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr, 
IF,  Jl.  Smith:) — Question  put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  146, 
Noes  86  ;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  45.) 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  these  Eesolutions  to  the 

House  :^* — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  144,  Noes  86;  Majority  58. 

(Div.  List,  No.  46.) 

(1.)  Rfiolredj  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  bo  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  regulations  for  the  OlHce  of  Under  Secre- 
tary and  of  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  [BiU  118]-- 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  . .   1749 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  idi]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ..  . .   I74J 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.   T.  M.  Healy  ;)— 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Army  (Annual)  Bill  [Bill  179]- 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  . .   1750 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 

Ck>pyright  (Musical  Compositions)  Bill  [Bill  156]— 

Order  for  Committee  read      ••  ..  ..  ..   1750 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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accordingly. 
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MOTIONS. 


Emigration  and    Immigration    (Foreigners)  —  Nomination    of    Select 
Committee — 

Movidf   '*That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emigration  and  Immigration 
(Foreigners)  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members," — (^Captain  Colomb)  ..   1795 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  Seyenteen,"  in  order  to 
insert  the  word  **  Nineteen," — {3fr,  FenwieL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  Seventeen'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  " — Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,   ''  That  the  word  '  Nineteen  '   be  there  inserted,  put,"  and 
agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  toi'—lA^i  of  the  Committee    1797 

Public  Worship  Facilities  Bill — Ordered  {^Mr.  Salt,  Baron  DimadaUf  Mr,  Morrison, 

Mr,  fFhittnore) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BUI  183J  . .  1797 

Public  Health  (Prevention  of  Infectious  Diseases,  ftc.)  BiH—Ordered  (Mr, 

Hastings,  Dr,  Farquharson,  Mr,  Francis  Fowell,  Mr,  Wharton,  Mr.  Uardcastle)  ;  pre* 
sented^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  184]  . .  . .  . .     1797 

Clerks  of  the  Peace  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,  Jinmner,  Mr.  Tuiton  Egerton^  Captain  Cotton , 

Mr,  Walter  M*Laren);  pretented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  18 JJ    . .  . .     170  7 


ORDERS   OF    THE   DAY. 


National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill  [Bill  164]— 

'Q\\\  considered  in  GommiiiQQ    ,,  ,,  ••  ..1793 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Moved,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report 
the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  reported : — After  further  short  debate.  Bill,  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow, 

East  India  (Purchase  and  Construction  of  Railways)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  ..1:47 

Bill  reported,  ivithout  Amendment;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon 
Thursday, 
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Business  of  the  House—Obdeb  of  Pcjdlic  BusiMBSs—Obser nations, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H,  Smith) ;  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith     . .  . .  . .   18i8 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 


MOTIONS. 


Mbmobandum  of  Sib  Ohables  Waeben  (Mb.  Baooallay) — ^Resolution — 

Moved,  '*That  this  House  regrets  that  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Metropolitan  Police 
should,  in  an  oflScial  Memorandum  read  to  his  subordinates,  have  reflected  on  the 
administration  of  the  Law  by  Mr.  Ernest  Baggallay,  one  of  the  Stipendiary  Magis- 
trates of  the  Metropolis,  and  is  of  opinion  that  such  a  course  must  tend  to  produce  a 
most  prejudicial  effect  by  weakening  the  authority  of  the  Magistrate  over  the  Police 
within  his  jurisdiction," — {Mr,  PicJeengill)  ..  ..  ••    18'18 

Question  proposed,  *' That  the  Question  be  not  now  put," — {Mr.  8$cr$' 
tary  Matthstc* :)  —  After  debate,  Motion  for  Previous  Question  and 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

WoBKMEK  (Woolwich  and  Enfield)  —  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 

Colonel  Hughes  . .  • .  . .  . .  1868 

[House  counted  out]  [10.40.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAEOH  21. 
Q  UE8TI0N. 


Local  Government  Boabd  (Ireland) — Payments  to  Eoad  Contractors 
— Tipperary,  N.R. — Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .   1872 


Orders  of  the  Day — 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  Bill  (No.  1)  and  the  Considera- 
tion of  the  National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill,  as  amended,  have  precedence  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  subsequent  to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill ; 
and  that  so  much  of  the  Standing  Orders,  '*  Sittings  of  the  House/'  as  relates  to  the 
interruption  of  Business,  and  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  at  half -past  Five, 
and  at  Six  o'clock,  be  suspended  during  To-day's  Sitting,  until  the  proceedings  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill  and  the  National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill  are 
concluded,— (ifr.  IFUliam  Henry  Smith,) 


OBDEBS    OF    THE    DAY. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  l]  — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,*'— -(i/r.  Parnell)       . .   1873 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  no  Bill  providing  for  a  composition  of  arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland  will  be 
satisfactory  to  this  House,  and  effectual  for  the  relief  of  the  tonantr,  which  does  not  at 
the  same  time  deal  with  thoir  debts  to  other  creditors  besides  the  landlords," — {Mr, 
Powell'  Williamtf) — ^instead  thereof. 
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Land  Law  {Ireland)  Ads  Amendment  £////— continued. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  243,  Noes  328 ;  Majority  85 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  , ,  . .  . .    1947 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill  [Bill  161]— 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read  . .  • .  . .    1056 

Iforedj  **  That  the  Bill  be  re- committed," — ( J/r.  CozeM-Hardy  :) — Ques* 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee,  That  they  have  power  to  consider 
a  Clause  to  cmpo'wer  trustees  to  invest  the  piocccds  of  funds  converted  or  exchanged 
under  the  Bill  in  certain  other  securities. 

Bill  considend  in  Committee : — An  Amendment  made  ;  Bill  reported;  as 
amended,  considered  .'—Further  Amendments  made ;  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time  To  morrow. 

It  being  twenty-five  minutes  after  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 


VOL.  CCCXXIU.    [third  series.]  [    h    ] 


L  0  11  I)  S  . 


SAT  FIKST. 

Monday,  Makcii  19. 
The  Duke  of  Eutland,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 


C  0  M  M  0  N  S  . 


NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

M0KI>AY,  MaHCH  5. 

For  the  Chichester  Division  of  SuueXj  v.  The  Ilonble.  Charles  Henry  Gordon 
Lennox,  Earl  of  March,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Feiday,  March  9. 
For  Merlhyr  Tj/dvil,  v,  Charles  Herbert  Jamep,  esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 

Monday,  Maecii  12. 

For  Glamorgan  County  (  Western  or  Gower  Diviiion),  v.  Frank  Ash  Yeo,  esquire, 
deceased. 

Thursday,  March  15. 

For  Leicestershire  (^Melton  Division),  t\  The  Eight  honble.  John  James  Robert 
Manners,  G.C.B.,  commonly  called  Lord  John  Manners,  now  Duke  of 
Butland,  called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

NEW  MEMBESS  SWORN. 

Thursday,  March  15. 

County  of  Sussex  {South  Western  or    Chichester  Division) — Lord  Walter  OaarloB 
Gordon  Lennox. 

Tuesday,  March  20. 
Merthyr  Tydvil  Borough — David  Alfred  Thomas,  esquire. 
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MINXTTES.1-Pi;blio  Bili^— i^V«/  Rioding— 
Ohnroh  Dudpline  *  (27) ;  Ecdenastical  Pro- 
oadure  •  (28). 

Si^mi  lUMng^LuDBCj  Acts  Amendment  (22). 

StUct  Committu — Truro  Cathedral  Fabric  and 
Serrices  (8) ;  Lord  Eer  (Marqaess  of  Lothian) 
Mddid;  Lord  Magheramome  dUch. 

HOUSE  OF  L0ED8— constitution  OF 

THE  HOUSE. 

WITHDEAWAL  OF  MOTION. 

THE  EABL  OF  DUNRAVEN:  It 
may  be  convonient  if  I  state  to  jour 
Lordships  that  I  do  not  intend  to  bring 
forward  the  Motion  which  stands  in  my 
name  for  Tuesday  next,  relating  to  the 
constitution  of  this  House,  but  that  I 
intend,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  subject  as  soon  as  possible. 

VOL.  OOOXXm.    [thied  stRiBs.] 


TECHNICAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT,  1887. 

QX7BSTI0N.       OBSERYATIOVB. 

Lord  NORTON,  in  rising  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  What  steps  haye 
been  taken  preparatory  to  the  Technical 
Instruction  Act  for  Scotland  coming  into 
operation  ;  whether  there  has  been  any 
expression  of  public  opinion  for  or 
against  it ;  and,  if  he  will  present  to  the 
House  any  instructions  which  may  haye 
been  sent  out  from  his  Department 
on  the  subject?  said,  the  Technical 
Instruction  Act  for  Scotland  was  passed 
in  the  midnight  hours  at  the  fag  end  of 
last  Session.  A  similar  Bill  for  England 
was  postponed,  but  now  it  was  about 
immediately  to  be  reviyed.  It  seemed 
to  him,  howeyer,  of  the  greatest  import* 
ance  that  before  they  came  to  consider 
the  English  Bill,  they  should  know  what 
steps  were  being  taken,  or  were  found 
to  be  necessary,  to  bring  the  Scottish 
Act  into  operation,  and  how,  in  fact,  the 
Scottish  people  looked  upon   the  Act 
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with  which  they  w^re  now  for  the  first 
time  brought  face  to  face.  He  con- 
Bidered  that  the  Scottish  Act  was  pre- 
ferable to  the  English  Bill  in  this 
respect,  that  it  put  the  establishment 
and  maintenance  of  these  schools  into 
the  hands  of  the  existing  school  boards; 
whereas  the  English  Bill  proceeded  to 
constitute  a  new  and  additional  Agency 
of  Public  Instruction — namely,  the 
Local  Authorities.  But  both  the  Scot- 
tish Act  and  the  English  Bill  agreed 
in  this  very  great  defect— that  they 
gave  no  definition  whatever  of  what 
was  meant  by  technical  instruction, 
except  that  it  was  to  be  anything 
or  everything  that  from  time  to  time 
the  Department  of  Science  and  Art 
might  choose  to  give  grants  for.  He 
really  wanted  to  know  how  that  very 
shrewd  nation,  the  Scotch,  looked  upon 
an  Act  which  was  to  give  this  indefinite, 
unlimited  power  of  public  educational 
undertaking  and  taxation?  He  had 
no  wish  to  dispute  what  ho  be- 
lieved they  were  all  agreed  upon — that 
some  improvement  of  technical  in- 
struction for  our  artizans  was  much  to 
be  desired ;  but  the  more  important  it 
was,  the  more  they  should  take  care 
that  the  best  means  were  taken  to  secure 
the  object  in  view.  He  had  no  doubt 
there  were  some  manufacturers — but, 
certainly,  they  were  far  from  being  all, 
and  he  would  say  they  did  not  include 
the  most  enterprizing — who  would  be 
very  happy  to  have  better  apprentices 
trained  for  them  at  public  expense. 
There  were  many  of  the  manufacturers 
of  this  country  who  were  already  pro- 
viding special  instruction  for  their  own 
workmen.  There  were  also  Companies 
and  Institutes  and  Endowments,  which 
were  all  increasingly  meeting  these  re- 
quirements of  education  infinitely  better 
than  public  authorities  could.  The 
only  question  was  whether  such  pro- 
vision— no  doubt  the  best — could  be 
expected  to  be  sufficient  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  whole  country.  At  all 
events,  he  thought  they  would  be 
agreed  that  they  should  take  the  greatest 
possible  care  that,  in  enabling  public 
bodies  to  undertake  this  work  of  tech- 
nical education,  they  should  not  check 
or  supersede  that  which  was  by  far  the 
best  mode  for  the  special  training  of  the 
artizans  of  this  country.  If  technical 
schools  were  intended  to  undertake  train- 
ing workmen  for  manufacturers,  as  in  a 


small  way  was  already  being  done  by  the 
industrial  schools  for  children  thrown 
on  the  State,  they  would  incur  the 
Protectionist  objection  to  such  schools 
which  had  been  made  in  America — 
that  they  had  no  right  to  levy  a  gene- 
ral tax  for  particular  interests.  But 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  these  techni- 
cal schools  were  intended  to  be  strictly 
confined  to  the  elementary  technical  in- 
struction which  was  applicable  to  all 
arts  and  trades,  the  question  then  arose 
whether  our  higher  elementary  schools 
were  not  already  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose or  easily  adaptable  to  it.  He  was 
afraid  that  if  the  public  authorities  got 
this  work  into  their  hands,  they  would 
very  soon  aim  at  something  much 
further — the  establishment  of  national 
workshops  throughout  the  country.  That 
was  not  a  vain  fear,  because  the  danger 
had  already  been  experienced  and  pro- 
tested against  by  manufacturers  in  York- 
shire. Technical  instruction,  undefined 
as  in  the  Act,  would  mean  to  most  minds 
a  secondary  stage  of  education  ;  and  if 
only  such  teaching  as  design  drawing 
or  use  of  common  tools  were  meant, 
it  should  be  so  distinctly  stated.  He 
would  be  glad  if  the  noble  Marquess 
could  tell  him  whether  there  was  to 
be  a  special  Code  to  regulate  these 
technical  schools,  and  if  any  provision 
had  been  made  for  training  masters  and 
teachers  specially  for  these  schools. 
The  English  Bill  proposed  to  submit  the 
establishment  of  such  schools  to  a  poll 
of  ratepayers  under  the  Ballot  Act.  If 
that  clause  were  to  be  dropped  there 
would  be  the  contrary  danger  of  their 
establishment  without  any  consultation 
of  the  ratepayers.  He  understood  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Lo- 
thian) would  lay  before  the  House 
the  actual  instructions  which  had  been 
issued  from  his  Department  preparatory 
to  these  schools  coming  into  operation, 
and  he  thought  it  was  essential  that 
they  should  without  delay  be  put  in 
possession  of  those  instructions  before 
they  were  called  upon  to  consider  the 
promised  Technical  Schools  Bill  for 
England. 

Lord  LAMINOTON  said,  he  had  to 
complain  that  under  the  Scottish  Act  of 
last  year,  which  was  an  ill-considered 
and  most  objectionable  measure,  the 
school  boards  had  power  to  embark  in 
enormous  expenditure,  and  future  boards 
would  have  no  power  to  check  the  system 
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they  had  inaugurated.  The  old  paro- 
chial sjsteoi  of  Scotland  was  the  admi- 
ration of  the  whole  Continent,  and  he 
did  not    think  matters  had  heon  im- 

E roved  hj  the  establishment  of  school 
oards  and  compulsory  education.  The 
Technical  Instruction  Act  did  not  define 
anything  at  all,  and  he  contended  that 
to  give  such  powers  it  gave  to  any  school 
boards  was  to  saddle  upon  the  inhabi- 
tants any  amount  of  expenses.  He 
thought  that  Scotland  had  been  over- 
legislated  for  in  educational  matters, 
and  he  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  had  no 
intention  of  putting  the  Act  into  operation. 
The  SECEETAEY  foe  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian),  who  was 
▼ery  imperfectly  heard,  said,  he  felt 
Bome  difficulty  in  answering  the  two 
speeches  to  which  their  Lordships  had 

i'ust  listened,  but  he  would  do  so  as  best 
le  could.  The  noble  Lord  who  asked 
for  the  production  of  Papers  (Lord 
Norton)  had  asked  a  number  of  Ques- 
tions, to  some  of  which  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Lothian)  koped  to  be  able  to  give  an 
answer.  The  Technical  Instruction  Act 
not  having  yet  come  into  operation,  he 
had  no  experience  upon  which  to  give 
information.  But  the  noble  Lord  who 
spoke  last  (Lord  Lamington)  objected  to 
the  Act  altogether.  He  (the  Marquess 
of  Lothian)  regretted  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  been  present  at  the  mid- 
night hours  of  last  Session,  to  which 
allusion  had  been  made,  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  That,  it  appeared 
to  him,  would  have  been  the  time  to 
have  raised  the  objections  the  noble 
Lord  now  stated.  Aa  to  the  concluding 
portion  of  the  noble  Lord's  remarks,  he 
understood  his  noble  Friend  to  suggest 
that  he  should  treat  the  Act  of  last  year 
as  non-existent.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Lothian)  was  not  prepared  to  be  so  dis- 
respectful to  Parliament  as  to  take  no 
notice  whatever  of  an  Act  that  had  been 
passed  by  both  Houses.  But  the  ques- 
tions raised  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Norton)  were  not  very  easy  to  answer, 
because  his  noble  Friend  seemed  to 
imagine  that  there  were  duties  per- 
taining to  the  Scottish  Education  De- 
partment which  did  not  actually  fall 
on  that  Department.  He  asked  whe- 
ther any  Code  had  been  prepared  by 
the  Scottish  Education  Department  with 
the  view  of  carrying  out  the  Act  of  last 
year?  The  preparation  of  a  Code  to 
regulate  the  ^ants  to  Technical  Schools 


did  not  rest  with  the  Scottish  Education 
Department,  but  with  the  Department 
of  Science  and  Art,  and  the  Scottish 
Education  Department  had  not  pre- 
pared such  a  Code.  All  that  Depart- 
ment was  empowered  to  do  was  simply 
to  show  how  far  it  was  possible  to  take 
action  under  the  Act  of  last  year ;  and 
the  Circular  which  had  been  issued  was 
not,  as  the  noble  Lord  supposed,  in  the 
nature  of  an  instruction,  but  simply  in 
the  nature  of  a  guidance,  and  for  the 
information  of  Scottish  school  boards  as 
to  what  was  possible  under  the  Act, 
with  a  view  of  eliciting  from  them  what 
they  thought  would  be  desirable,  and 
what  would  be  the  best  means  of  giving 
effect  to  the  provisions  of  the  Statute. 
With  reference  to  the  question  of  ap- 
prenticeship, one  of  the  chief  reasons 
why  an  Act  of  this  kind  was  desired  in 
Scotland  was  that  the  whole  system  of 
apprenticeship  had  been  entirely  altered 
by  the  sub-division  of  labour  and  many 
other  causes  affecting  labour.  It  was, 
therefore,  desired  that  some  means 
should  be  introduced  by  which  young 
men  should  receive  training,  and  be 
enabled  to  make  use  of  the  training 
which  was  required.  As  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Technical  Instruction  Act 
into  every  school,  he  did  not  himself 
believe  it  would  have  much  efifect  so  far 
as  the  elementary  schools  were  con- 
cerned. He  thought  it  was  rather  in 
the  secondary  schools  that  the  Act  would 
have  most  effect.  But  the  principal  ad- 
vantage of  the  Act  would  be  found  in 
connection  with  the  establishment  of 
evening  schools  for  technical  instruction 
for  those  who  desired  it.  With  re- 
gard to  the  definition  of  '^technical 
schools,"  he  entirely  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  no  practical  definition 
had  been  given,  and  anyone  who  had 
tried  for  himself  to  give  a  practical  defi- 
nition would  have  found  himself  ex- 
ceedingly puzzled  to  do  so.  He  had  no 
means  of  ascertaining  at  that  moment 
what  advantage  would  be  taken  of  the 
Act  by  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  he 
did  not  know  how  many  school  boards 
would  take  advantage  of  it.  It  was  im- 
possible at  present  to  go  beyond  what 
he  had  been  doing — namely,  issuing 
from  the  Department  a  Circular  stating 
what  was  the  view  of  the  Department  of 
the  advantages  of  the  Act,  and  asking 
the  opinions  of  the  school  boards  ana 
the  public  upon  the  form  in  which  it 
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should  come  into  force.  If  the  noble 
Lord  would  do  him  the  honour  to  come 
to  Dover  House,  he  would  be  most  happy 
to  give  him  all  the  information  in  his 
power,  and  to  answer  as  far  as  he  could 
questions  that  could  not  be  so  easily 
answered  in  that  House.  As  to  laying 
upon  the  Table  the  Circular  that  had 
been  issued  by  the  Department,  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  objection 
to  doing  so. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  said,  he 
did  not  share  in  the  views  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Lamington)  as  to 
the  legislation  of  last  Session.  He  asked 
whether  the  noble  Marquess  could  tell 
the  House  of  any  school  boards  in  Scot- 
land that  had  taken  action  under  the 
Bill  of  last  year  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LOTHIAN,  in 
reply,  said,  that  many  formalities  must 
be  complied  with  first,  and  it  was  quite 
impossible  under  the  Act  for  any  scnool 
board  to  take  advantage  of  the  Act  until 
after  the  elections  ;  and  the  whole  ques- 
tion must  come  before  the  Department 
before  the  schools  were  established. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.  22.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsburt),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  there 
really  was  nothing  to  explain  with  which 
the  House  was  not  already  fully  ac- 
quainted, the  Bill  having  been  passed 
three  times  through  their  Lordships' 
House  without  any  substantial  changes. 
It  would  be  enough  to  recall  shortly  the 
leading  points  in  the  Bill,  which  were — 
( I )  The  introduction  of  a  judicial  autho- 
rity for  ordering  the  detention  of  a  per- 
son as  a  lunatic ;  (2)  orders  of  detention 
to  come  to  an  end  unless  renewed  ;  (3) 
protection  to  medical  men  and  others 
against  vexatious  actions  where  they 
have  acted  in  good  faith ;  (4)  restric- 
tions on  opening  new  private  asylums ; 
(5)  various  amendments  with  a  view  to 
consolidating  the  Lunacy  Laws.  It 
would  be  remembered  that  the  Bill  was 
accepted  by  him  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell),  to  whom 
it  was  handed  down  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Selbome).  While 
dealing  with  some  subjects  of  a  very 


delicate  and  oontroversial  kind,  it  had 
been  accepted  as  a  valuable  measure  in 
all  quarters,  though,  no  doubt,  regarded 
as  in  the  nature  of  a  compromise,  and 
not,  indeed,  going  so  far  as  he  himself 
might  desire.  It  had  already  received 
very  full  and  careful  consideration  in 
their  Lordships'  House;  and  having 
been  adopted  at  some  stage  of  its  his- 
tory by  each  Party  represented  in 
**  another  place,"  it  might  be  expected 
to  be  received  in  a  like  spirit  there.  If 
the  House  should  pass  the  Bill  in  good 
time,  no  blame  would  attach  to  the 
House  or  the  Government  if  the  Bill 
did  not  become  law  in  this  Session. 

Moved,  •'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2s" 
— (^The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

The  Eakl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
echoed  the  wish  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  that  the  Bill 
might  become  law,  and  that  no  obstruc- 
tive tactics  **  elsewhere"  wouldjprevent  so 
important  a  measure  from  being  added 
to  the  Statute  Book.  He  regretted, 
however,  that  the  Government  had  not 
taken  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the  scandals 
which  were  alleged  to  exist  by  getting 
rid  of  the  licensed  houses.  As  long  as 
what  Lord  Shaftesbury  called  ''  the  evil 
system  of  profit "  continued  to  exist,  as 
long  as  the  incarceration  of  a  fellow- 
creature  in  a  mad-house  should  be 
the  source  of  large  profit  to  any- 
one, so  long  might  they  expect  a  con- 
tinuance of  the  scandaJs  to  which  he 
alluded.  He  noticed,  therefore,  with 
regret  that  existing  licensed  houses 
were  not  to  be  interfered  with.  The 
only  way  to  prevent  scandals,  as  private 
asylums  were  to  be  continued,  would  be 
a  thorough  system  of  visitation ;  but  the 
present  system  could  not  be  thus  de- 
scribed, the  Lunacy  Commissioners  being 
too  few  in  number  to  inquire  closely 
into  the  cases  of  80,000  lunatics.  He 
strongly  advocated  the  establishment  of 
houses  for  the  reception  of  paying 
patients  by  the  Local  Authorities.  The 
authorities,  he  felt  sure,  would  be  the 
gainers.  There  was  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  asylums  who  were  supported 
at  the  public  expense,  and  who  were 
able  to  support  themselves ;  and  if  pro- 
vision were  made  for  receiving  paying 
patients  at  moderate  rates,  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  counties  might  be  consi- 
derably reduced.  However,  he  did  not 
intend  to  offer  any  opposition  to   the 
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second  reading,  and  hoped  that  the  Bill 
would  not  this  year  be  included  in  the 
<<  massacre  of  the  innocents  "  at  the  end 
of  the  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

NAVY— IRON-CLADS    ON  THE  INDIAN 

STATION. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBYATIONS. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  there  is  not  a 
single  iron-clad  on  the  Indian  Station ; 
and,  if  so,  what  steps  will  he  taken  for 
the  construction  of  a  dock  at  Bombay  ? 
said,  that  publicity  had  recently  been 
given  to  a  statement,  which  came  appa- 
rently from  a  well-informed  source,  that 
there  was  not  an  iron-clad  on  the  In- 
dian Station,  and  that  this  was  due  to 
the  absence  of  dock  accommodation. 
The  statement  might  be  exaggerated, 
and,  if  so,  it  was  desirable  it  should  be 
corrected,  for  such  statements  produced 
an  idea  of  weakness  at  home  and  abroad, 
which  it  was  undesirable  should  pre- 
vail. We  knew  that  the  French  had  a 
numerous,  if  not  a  powerful,  squadron,  of 
the  doines  of  which  we  had  heard  a 
good  deal  lately ;  and  the  Germans  had 
a  squadron  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  The 
French  ships  at  Tonquin  were  within 
easy  reach  of  Calcutta  and  Madras.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  French  or  the 
Germans  had  any  iron-clads,  but  it 
seemed  strange  that  we  should  leave 
without  the  protection  of  a  single  iron- 
clad so  large  a  coast  and  two  important 
coaling  stations.  As  to  dock  accommo- 
dation, we  had  spent  £70,000  at  Bom- 
bay on  a  dock  available  for  ships  of 
comparatively  small  size,  but  not  large 
enough  for  anything  in  the  shape  of  an 
iron-clad,  and  scarcely  large  enough  for 
sea-going  cruisers.  The  only  available 
docks  were  at  Hong  Kong,  the  Cape, 
and  Mauritius,  and  the  passage  of  iron- 
clads through  the  Suez  Canal  was  at- 
tended with  considerable  delay  and  ex- 
pense. Some  years  ago  there  was  a 
scheme  for  constructing  a  dock  at  Bom- 
bay, but  it  fell  through,  mainly  on  ac- 
count of  the  inability  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  to  provide  the  necessary 
funds.  He  hoped  that  the  same  dis- 
ability would  not  attach  to  any  such 
scheme  now.  He  was  told  that  lately 
instructions  had  been  sent  to  an  engi- 


neer officer  in  the  Bombay  Presidency 
to  prepare  plans  and  sections  for  the 
construction  of  a  dock,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  work  would  soon  be  commenced. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE,  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  quite  true  that  we  had  no 
iron-clad  on  the  East  Indian  Station,  as 
the  Gt)vemment  considered  that  neither 
the  requirements  of  the  Service  nor 
those  of  British  commerce  necessitated 
— at  present,  at  any  rate — the  placing 
of  an  iron-clad  on  that  station.  The 
Bacchante,  the  present  flagship,  was  an 
iron  ship,  sheathed  with  wood  and  cop- 
pered, and  was  considered  by  the  Ad- 
miralty better  suited  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  East  Indian  Station  than 
an  iron- clad — so  much  so  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  deliberately  sending  an- 
other ship  of  the  same  class  out  to 
relieve  her.  With  regard  to  the  dock 
accommodation,  the  Admiralty  were 
fully  alive  to  the  necessity  of  having 
a  dock  at  Bombay  capable  of  taking  in 
armoured  ships,  should  it  be  found  neces- 
sary to  place  one  on  that  station,  and 
they  were  in  communication  with  the 
India  Office  on  the  subject.  There  was 
a  dock  at  the  Mauritius  which  would 
take  in  any  of  the  vessels  on  the  Indian 
Station  with  the  exception  of  the  flag- 
ship, and  there  were  docks  at  Singapore 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  which 
would  take  in  a  second-class  iron-clad. 
In  reply  to  a  Question  put  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  Sir  John  Qorst  had  said — 

*<  Estimates  and  plans  are  being  prepared  and 
schemes  have  been  submitted  by  tne  Secretary 
of  State  to  the  consideration  of  the  Admiralty 
as  to  providing  graving  dock  accommodation  in 
Bombay  Harbour  for  iron-clads  and  large  mer- 
cantile steamers." 

The  relative  strength  of  our  squadron 
there  compared  favourably  with  that  of 
any  foreign  Power ;  and  so  long  as  that 
preponderance  was  maintained  thei'e 
was  no  object  in  strengthening  it  by 
the  addition  of  an  iron- clad.  As  com- 
pared with  the  French  Squadron  in  the 
East  Indies,  the  French  had  three  ves- 
sels and  three  gunboats,  mounting  33 
guns,  as  against  our  13  ships  with  IGO 
guns,  independent  of  two  double  turret 
vessels  and  two  gunboats  in  Bombay 
Harbour.  The  noble  Lord  suggested 
that  the  French  Squadron  from  Saigon 
and  Tonquin  might  make  an  attack  on 
Calcutta  before  our  ships  could  be 
brought  round  from  Bombay.  He  must 
point  out  that  Saigon  was  in  China,  and 
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that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Admiral 
on  that  station  to  look  after  French 
ships.  The  French  force  numbered  1 1 , 
inclusive  of  six  gun  vessels,  mounting 
56  guns ;  in  addition  to  which  they  had 
19  small  gunboats  of  112  to  VIQ  tons, 
carrying  two  guns  each,  in  reserve. 
These  small  gunboats  were,  however, 
for  river  and  harbour  service.  The  Bri- 
tish China  Squadron  numbered  19  ves- 
sels, with  121  guns,  two  of  which  were 
iron- cl ads.  As  the  object  of  the  noble 
Viscount  was  to  call  attention  to  the 
want  of  dock  accommodation  at  Bom- 
bay, he  could  only  say  it  was  at  present 
under  the  consideration  of  the  India 
Office  and  the  Admiralty. 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  said,  he  could 
not  allow  a  question  as  to  dock  accom- 
modation at  Bombay  to  pass  without 
saying  one  or  two  words.  He  felt  quite 
as  much  as  did  the  noble  Lord  behind 
him  the  absolute  necessity  of  proper  dock 
accommodation  at  Bombay,  and  he  was 
happy  to  say  he  had  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  correspondence  between 
the  Admiralty  and  the  India  Office  was 
now  rapidly  drawing  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion.  Not  a  moment  should  be 
lost  on  his  part,  after  the  matter  had 
been  arranged  with  the  Admiralty,  in 
carrying  out  the  works  at  Bombay, 
which  he  held  to  be  necessary  for  the 
defence,  not  only  of  India,  but  also  of 
the  commerce  of  the  United  Empire. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH  said,  he  feared 
that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  answered 
the  Question  on  behalf  of  the  G-overn- 
ment  had  taken  a  rose  coloured  view  of 
the  situation.  Some  of  the  dock  accom- 
modation mentioned  was  not  of  a  public 
character.  The  Iron  Buke^  which  was 
not  one  of  the  largest  vessels,  found  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  docking  at  Hong 
Kong,  and  other  vessels  had  been 
obliged  to  go  to  Nagasaki  and  other 
docks  belonginjg  to  Foreign  Powers. 
We  could  not  always  reckon  on  such 
accommodation  being  available.  It  was 
preposterous  that,  with  our  enormous 
commerce  in  the  Indian  Seas,  we  should 
not  have  dock  accommodation  for  an 
iron-clad.  Mention  had  been  made  of 
two  Foreign  Powers  which  had  squadrons 
in  these  waters,  but  there  was  a  third 
which  was  rapidly  increasing  its  naval 
strength  in  the  China  Seas.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  lose  no  time 
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in  constructing  a  proper  dock  at  Bombay, 
and  in  giving  their  serious  attention  to 
the  insufficiency  of  the  dock  accommo- 
dation at  Hong  Kong. 

EXTRAORDINARY   TITHE— TITHE 

RENTCHARGE  (EXTRAORDINARY)  RE- 

DEMFnON   ACT,   1886.— QUESTION. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos) 
said,  it  would  he  in  the  recollection  of 
their  Lordships  that  in  the  year  1886 
the  question  of  extraordinary  tithe  re- 
ceived a  great  deal  of  notice  in  conse- 
quence of  certain  occurrences  which 
drew  puhlic  attention  to  it.  At  the 
same  time,  a  Bill  was  heing  passed 
through  Parliament  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question,  which,  no  douht,  de- 
manded as  early  a  settlement  as  pos- 
sible. Although  it  was  considered  that 
some  difficulties  might  arise  in  the  ad- 
justment of  the  matter,  the  Land  Com- 
missioners, in  their  Keport  last  year, 
said  that  it  was  not  possible  to  foresee 
causes  of  delay  which  might  arise  in 
carrying  out  the  Act,  but  that  endea* 
▼ours  would  be  made  to  bring  the 
work  as  near  completion  as  possible 
at  the  close  of  the  next  financial  year. 
They  were  now  approaching  the  close 
of  the  financial  year,  but  as  yet 
there  were  no  signs  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  work.  Meanwhile,  there 
had  been  much  difficulty  in  connection 
with  the  collection  of  tithe,  and  there 
were  many  refusals  to  pay  pending  a 
settlement  of  the  question.  As  there 
had  been  no  notification  of  any  progress 
being  made  in  the  matter  since  the  Land 
Commissioners  issued  a  paragraph  a 
year  ago,  he  ventured  to  ask  the  Go- 
vernment, Whether  they  can  inform  the 
House  when  the  Land  Commissioners 
for  England  are  likely  to  announce 
their  first  case  of  ascertained  capital 
value  of  extraordinary  tithe  re  Redemp- 
tion Act,  1886? 

Earl  BROWNLOW,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  Land  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land expected  to  be  able  to  grant  certi- 
ficates of  the  capital  value  of  extra- 
ordinary tithe  in  certain  parishes  in 
the  course  of  the  next  few  days.  He 
might  add  that  further  information  upon 
the  subject  would  be  found  in  the  fast 
year's  annual  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. 
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CHTTRCn  DISCIPLINE  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  better  enforcing  Church  disci- 
pline— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury ;  read  1*.     (No.  27.) 

ECCLESIASTICAL  PKOOBDURE  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  amending  the  procedure  in  eccle- 
siastical cases  touching  the  doctrine  and  ritual 
of  the  Church  of  England — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury ;  read  1*. 
(No.  28.) 

[House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'clock, 
to  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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QUESTIONS. 


LAND    ACT  (IRELAND)    1870— REPAY- 
MENT OF  LOANS. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  the 
time  for  repayment  of  the  loans  to  pur- 
chasers, under  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1870,  has  been  extended  to  the  full  ex- 
tent proposed  in  the  Land  Act  of  last 
year;  and,  if  not,  can  he  state  on  what 
grounds  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  Sub-section  1  of  Section  24 
of  the  Land  Act  (Ireland)  1887,  has 
been  carried  out  to  the  full  extent  con- 
templated by  the  Legislature.  The 
power  of  further  extension  of  the  period 
of  repayment  given  by  Sub -section  2  is 
optional  and  dependent  upon  special  cir- 
cumstances; very  few  applicatioDS  for 
the  exercise  of  it  have  been  received ; 
only  four  are  now  open ;  and  these  are 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Mb.  LEA:  By  *' optional,"  do  you 
mean  optional  for  the  Treasury  or 
optional  for  the  persons  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Optional  for  the 
Treasury,  of  course.  I  believe  the 
words  of  the  Act  are,  '*  it  may  be  ex- 
tended." I  should  be  glad  to  speak  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  about  it. 


LAW  AND   JUSTICE   (SCOTLAND )-MR. 
GEORGE  ROBERTSON. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  George  Bobertson,  who  was  arrested 
in  Glasgow  on  December  1,  1887,  on  a 
charge  of  having  forged  an  order  to  an 
iron  broker  to  sell  15,000  tons  of  iron 
with  a  view  of  influencing  the  iron 
market ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  Crown  to  Robertson's  libera- 
tion was  not  given  for  a  week  after  his 
committal  for  further  examination, 
although  bail  was  applied  for  at  that 
date,  and  that,  after  his  liberation  on 
bail,  his  agent  on  his  behalf  made  re- 

Eeated  applications  to  the  Fiscal  to  have 
im  brought  to  trial  on  bail  in  order 
that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
proving  his  innocence ;  whether,  on  the 
22nd  instant,  the  Fiscal  informed  Mr. 
Robertson's  agent  that  proceedings 
against  him  were  to  be  abandoned ;  and, 
wliether,  as  Mr.  Robertson  has  suffered 
three  weeks'  imprisonment,  has  been 
obliged  to  part  with  his  furniture  to 
make  up  the  bail  money,  and  has  lost 
his  situation  and  cannot  obtain  another 
with  the  stigma  of  a  grave  charge  un- 
disposed of,  he  will  either  direct  that  he 
be  brought  to  trial  and  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  clearing  himself  or  admit 
that  the  authorities  acted  on  mistaken 
information  in  his  case  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  am  a\vare  of 
what  was  done  in  this  case.  The  accused 
person  was  not  admitted  to  bail  for  a 
week,  and  would  not  have  been  admitted 
sooner  under  any  circumstances  when 
tho  charge  was  of  so  serious  a  nature. 
It  is  the  fact  that  the  accused's  solicitor 
called  on  the  Procurator  Fiscal  more 
than  once  to  ask  when  the  trial 
would  take  place,  and  that  on  the  22nd 
of  February  he  was  informed  that  no 
further  proceedings  would  be  taken  at 
present.  I  am  not  prepared  to  order  a 
trial ;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  authorities  acted  on  mistaken 
information  in  the  case. 

LAW    AND    POLICE    (IRELAND)— DIS- 
TURBANCE AT  DROMORE,  CO.  TYRONE. 

Mr.  p.  M' DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  (Tyrone,  Mid)  asked 
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the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  14  persons  were 
summoDed  before  the  Dromore,  County 
Tyrone,  Bench  of  Magistrates,  and  sen- 
tenced to  various  terms  of  imprison- 
ment (with  option  of  fine)  for  lighting 
tar  barrels  on  the  occasion  of  the  release 
of  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  M.P.  from 
prison — namely,  21st  January ;  if  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  police  did  not  intervene 
until  the  celebration  had  proceeded  for 
a  considerable  time,  and  then  not  on  the 
grounds  of  its  alleged  illegality,  but 
what  they  considered  its  undue  pro- 
longation ;  and,  if  it  was  given  in  evi- 
dence by  the  police  that  a  reason  for 
stopping  the  bonfire  was  that  the  bell 
of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  had 
been  rung,  in  order  to  bring  in  an  op- 
posing crowd ;  and,  if  so,  why  no  steps 
were  taken  by  the  police  to  bring  the 
persons  responsible  to  justice  ? 

The  PAELTAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  am  informed  that  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to  a  mob  collected  and 
lighted  tar-barrels  in  the  public  streets. 
The  police  were  precluded  from  inter- 
vening at  at  all,  as  there  were  only  two 
of  them  available  for  duty  on  the  occa- 
sion, and  they  were  perfectly  powerless 
in  face  of  the  numbers  opposed  to  them. 
They  succeeded,  however,  in  identifying 
14  of  the  offenders,  who  were  subse- 
quently proceeded  againnt  by  summons, 
with  the  result  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  police  report  that  on  the  church 
bell  commencing  to  ring  it  was  at  once 
stopped  at  their  request. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid): 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  might  I 
ask  for  what  reason  he  calls  it  a  '^  mob," 
and  not  a  crowd  ? 

Mu.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

FOREIGN    OFFICE-MR.    BONHAM, 
CONSUL  AT  BOULOGNE. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Is  it  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Bon  ham,  Consul  at  Boulogne, 
wa^  absent  from  May  to  December  last 
year;  what  was  the  cause  of  his 
absence,  and  what  duty,  if  any,  at  the 
Foreign  Office  was  he  employed  about, 
and  if  he  had  received  additional  pay 
for  so  doing ;  did  the  Vice  Consul,  Cap- 
tain Surplice,  receive    additional   pay 

J^r,  ^  J/'Donald 


during  Mr.  Bonham's  absence ;  and,  if 
the  Vice  Consul  passed  the  usual  exa- 
mination on  his  present  appointment  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.^ :  Mr.  Bonham  was  absent 
for  the  period  stated.  He  was  on 
ordinary  leave  during  May  and  June. 
During  the  remainder  of  the  time  he 
was  continuously  engaged  on  important 
special  service  in  the  Foreign  Office,  for 
which  he  received  no  additional  pay. 
Captain  Surplice,  the  Vice  Consul,  re- 
ceives the  usual  acting  allowance  during 
the  Consul's  absence.  Captain  Surplice, 
being  permitted  to  trade  and  being  con- 
sequently not  in  the  regular  Consular 
Service,  was,  under  the  regulations,  not 
required  to  pass  an  examination. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
PAROCHIAL  MEDICAL  OFFICERS. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Gt)verQment  Board,  Whether  it  is 
the  general  rule  to  appoint  in  county 
districts  parochial  medical  officers  who 
are  resident  in  the  districts ;  and,  if  so, 
why  this  rule  has  not  been  followed  in 
the  Waters  Upton  District  of  the  Wd- 
lington  Union,  in  the  County  of  Salop  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes)  (who  replied)  said :  As 
a  general  rule.  Guardians,  when  the 
circumstances  admit  of  it,  appoint  as 
district  medical  officers  medical  practi- 
tioners who  are  resident  in  the  districts 
for  which  they  are  to  act.  In  oases  such 
as  that  referred  to  the  appointment  is 
annual ;  and  the  Guardians  in  December 
last,  by  15  votes  to  3,  determined  to  re- 
appoint  the  non-resident  practitioner, 
who  has  held  the  office  for  10  years.  The 
Guardians  state  that  the  duties  during 
the  period  have  been  discharged  with 
perfect  satisfaction  to  themselves  and  to 
the  patients.  The  officer  is  daily  in  the 
district ;  and  it  is  a  condition  of  his  re- 
appointment that  he  shall  have  a  surgery 
in  the  district,  where  he  is  to  attend  at 
least  two  days  a-week.  The  only  objec- 
tion which  has  been  made  to  the 
appointment  is  by  the  unsuccessful  can- 
didate, who  has  been  resident  in  the 
district  about  15  months.  The  Board 
did  not  consider  that  the  circumstances 
were  such  as  to  preclude  their  acceding 
to  the  wishes  of  the  large  majority  of 
the  Guardians,  and  they,  therefore, 
assented  to  the  appointment. 
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METROPOLITAN   POLICE    (NUMBERS). 

Mb.  FIETH  (Dundee)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  can  state  the 
number  of  men  which  have  been  added 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  since 
January,  1887 ;  what  is  the  present  total 
strength  of  such  Force ;  and,  what,  if 
any,  is  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
men  employed  on  detective  service  since 
that  date,  and  what  is  the  total  number 
of  men  now  employed  on  such  service  ? 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Three 
hundred  ana  eighty  men  have  been 
added  to  the  Force  since  the  1st  of 
January,  1887.  The  present  strength 
of  the  Force  is  14, 191.  The  Chief  Oom- 
missioner  and  Assistant  Oommissioner 
are  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  advisable 
that  information  should  be  made  public 
as  to  the  number  of  men  employed  in 
the  detective  service.  I  must,  therefore, 
ask  the  hon.  Member  not  to  press  for 
this  information. 

Mb.  firth  asked  if  the  request  not 
to  press  the  Question  applied  to  the 
simple  inquiry  whether  the  number  of 
detectives  had  been  increased  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  There  has  been 
a  slight  increase ;  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  wishes  I  will  give  him  the 
numbers  privately ;  but  it  would  not  be 
to  the  public  interest  that  they  should 
be  made  public. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
ELECTION   OF  GUARDIANS- 
COVENTRY. 

Me.  BALLANTINE(Coventry)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  a  Memorial  has  been 
presented  to  the  Board  from  Coventry, 
asking  for  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  the  late  elections  of  Guardians  for  the 
Oity  of  Coventry ;  whether  a  statutory 
declaration  of  Mrs.  Ward,  the  wife  of 
the  late  workhouse  master,  accompanied 
the  Memorial,  in  which  she  alleged  that 
a  conspiracy  had  existed  between  certain 
of  the  Guardians  and  the  master  to 
carry  Conservatives  at  the  last  three 
elections  of  Guardians,  by  burning 
Liberal  voting  papers,  and  introducing 
into  the  counting  room  voting  papers 
forged  in  the  names  of  Conservatives ; 
whether  it  was  also  alleged  by  her,  that 
during  the  1886  elections  the  medical 
officer,  Dr.  Uiffo,  took  the  impression  in 


wax  of  the  look  of  the  strong  room,  in 
which  the  voting  papers  were  deposited, 
and  that  at  the  election  of  1887  a  derk 
named  Oswin  filled  in  voting  papers 
with  the  names  of  Conservatives ;  whe- 
ther Ward,  the  late  master  of  the  work- 
house, who  has  now  absconded,  has  made 
a  statement  con'oborating  his  wife's 
allegations,  and  admitting  that  he  him- 
self burned  the  Liberal  voting  papers  ; 
whether  Oswin  at  first  entirely  confirmed 
Mrs.  Ward's  statement,  and  admitted 
that  he  had  forged  50  or  60  voting  papers 
in  the  names  of  Conservatives  in  the  elec- 
tion of  1887,  although  he  now  repudiates 
his  admission,  and  alleges  it  to  be  false ; 
whether  Dr.  Hiffe  has  admitted  in  his 
letter  to  the  Board  that  he  took  the  im- 
pression in  wax  of  the  lock  of  a  safe  at 
the  workhouse,  although  giving  an  in- 
nocent reason  for  the  act ;  whether  the 
voting  papers  of  the  1887  election, 
among  which  are  those  alleged  to  have 
been  forged  by  Oswin,  are  at  the  present 
time  in  the  custody  of  the  Guardians ; 
and,  whether  he  has  refused  to  direct  an 
inquiry  to  be  held,  and  whether  he  will 
reconsider  his  decision  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Lowo)  (Wilts, 
Devizes)  (who  replied^  said :  The  Local 
Government  Board  nave  had  several 
communications  with  reference  to  the 
election  of  Guardians  for  the  Coventry 
Union.  Mrs.  Ward,  the  wife  of  the  late 
master  of  the  workhouse,  has  made 
allegations  to  the  effect  of  those  referred 
to  in  the  Question.  The  late  master 
appears  to  have  absconded  about  May 
last,  when  there  were  defalcations  in  his 
accounts ;  and  the  statement  made  by 
him  in  corroboration  of  his  wife's  allega- 
tions was  forwarded  to  the  Board  from 
California,  where  it  is  supposed  he  still 
is.  The  boy  Oswin  made  a  statement 
which  supported  Mrs.  Ward's  allega- 
tions ;  but  when  he  was  taken  to  a  Com- 
missioner for  the  purpose  of  verifying 
a  declaration  which  had  been  prepared, 
he  at  once  said  that  the  statement  was 
not  true,  and  the  declaration  was  not 
made.  This  denial  has  since  been  made 
by  him  in  the  form  of  a  statutory  de- 
claration. Dr.  Iliffe,  who  has  been  the 
medical  officer  of  the  workhouse  10  years, 
states  that  the  master  said  that  a  dupli- 
cate key  of  his  safe  in  which  he  kept 
the  petty  cat>h  had  been  lost,  and  that 
an  attempt  was  made  to  take  an  im- 
pression of  the  key  in  wax.  Two  persons 
who  were  present  at  the  time  have  made 
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statutory    declarations    confirming    Dr.  ing    for    tbe    interest    on    the    addi- 

Iliffe's  statement  as  to  the  purpose  for  tioii<ial  capital,  show  an  improvement  of 

which  the  wax  impression  was  attempted  Ex.  496,000. 
to  be  made.     I  have  no  reason  to  doubt 

that  the  voting  papers  in  the  election  of  INDIA— REPORT  OF  THE  CIVIL  SER- 

1 887  are  in  the  custody  of  the  Guardians.  VICE  COMMISSION. 

The  only  persons  with  regard  to  whom  g       UGHTEED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 

tho  Board  have  any  jurisdiction,  and  iTT/->T>mTT  n          u-      m•^^^       \      i.  j 

against    whom    aUegat ions  have  been  ^?S  F  ^^''"''"f^'^'/'Qw^T^"^-^ 

made,  are  the  clerk  to  the  Guardians  wl^?     ♦k    p"    7  °4^%  '*"'  ^^^>^' 

and  Dr.  Iliffe,  the  medical  officer  of  the  ^^^^t^  *^^  Report  of  the  Comm,sfl,on 

workhouse.     The  allegations  aflfecting  J^^^  ''?■  Yl^  inquiring  into  the  &vil 

these  officers  are  emphatically  denied  by  JTi     i  k  *1.  ^^          v*           ''^°'' 

SZd'eriSj  tt%e®ve^f  d±^'aticnfan?  ThVto^^^TeORETAEY      ok 

S'Ze'met^ri;  Krbe'n"^^^^  T''M%  'T  ^""1^  f^^S^^^'- 

mitted  to  them,  are  of  opinion  that,  at  P«-  J*»«  Seoretanr  of  State  "tated  m 

present,  there  is  no  such  corroboration  "another  place  "that  he  would  lay  the 

of  the  lUlegation  of  Mrs.  Ward  as  would  ?«P°''  "^l^^^  ^f"''  ""'*!!  ^*  ^^JS^ 

;»of;f«r  ^\^^  ;T,.f;f«*;«^  «««  #^«.v.oi  ;«  "^°^  ^^^  Viceroy  to  the  contrary,  in  the 

In  answer  to  a  further  Question  from  CENTRAL      AFRICA  -  THE       SLAVE 

Mr.  BALLAirrnfE,  TRADE  —  ATTACK       ON       PRESBY- 

Mk.  long  said,  that  the  charge  had  TERIAN  MISSION  STATIONS, 

been  brought  by  only  one  person,  whose  Sir  EOBERT   FOWLER   (London) 

evidence  did  not  appear  to  be  very  re-  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

liable,  and  was  not  corroborated  by  any-  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 

one  exept  the  lad  Oswin,  who,  on  being  Government  has  received  any  despatches 

asked  to  make  a  statutory  declaration,  from  Consuls  Hawes  and  O'Neill,  rela- 

had  withdrawn  everything  that  he  had  tive  to  the  reported  massacre  by  slaye- 

*^^^*  raiding  Arabs  on  the  north  end  of  Lake 

_  Nyassa  and  their  attack  upon  the  Ens:- 

INDIA  (FINANCE.  &c.) -RAILWAYS.  ^3-^,  Consuls  and  other  British  subjects 

Sir  UGHTRED    KAY-SHUTTLE-  in  that  district ;    and,  whether  Consul 

WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked  Hawes    has    been     furnished    with    a 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  steamer  to  enable  him  to  cruise  upon 

If  he  can  give  any  figures  explaining  the  Lake,  as  suggested  when  he  was 

the  grounds  on  which  it  is  anticipated  first  appointed  ? 

that,  in  spite  of  the  falling  off  in  the  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
railway  receipts  in  India  from  the  STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
Budget  Estimate  of  1887-8,  there  is  no  Chester,  N.E.) :  The  despatches  received 
cause  for  apprehension  as  to  the  profit-  from  Consul  Hawes  show  that,  in  his 
able  working  of  the  lines  ?  opinion,  the  disturbances  did  not  arise 

The    UNDER     SECRETARY     of  from  slave-raiding.     A  quarrel  broke 

STATE  (Sir  JoHir  Gorst)  (Chatham) :  out  on  an  insignificant  matter  between 

The  net  traffic  receipts  from  open  rail-  the  Arabs  and  the  Natives,  in  which  a 

ways  in  1884-5  were  Rx.  7,685,000.    In  Native  Chief  was  killed.     In  retaliation 

1888-9  they  are  at  present  estimated  at  about   30  Arabs,  mostly  women,  were 

Rx.  8,661,000,  showing  an  improvement  slaughtered.      This   led  to  a  war,   in 

ofRx.  976,000.     The  capital  outlay  on  which  Native  villages  were  fired;  but 

open  lines   since    1884-5  is  about   12  there  does  not   seem   to  have  been  a 

crores   of   rupees ;    but    a    portion    of  massacre.  It  is  not  clear  how  the  Whites 

this  has   been   expended  on  branches  became   involved  in   the  war,   as   the 

and    extensions    which    have    not    yet  Arabs  are  said  to  have  shown  at  fixst 

come    into    operation.      If,     however,  no  animosity   against   them.      In    my 

the  whole  of  that   outlay  be  charged  reply    to    the    hon.    Member    for    the 

with  interest  at  4  per  cent,   the  sum  College    Division    of     Glasgow    (Dr. 

would  be  Rx.  480,000.      The  receipts  Cameron)  on  the  28th  of  February  I 

from  open  lines,  therefore,  after  allow-  stated  what  the  action  of  the  Consuls 
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had  been.    Consul  Hawes  has  a  boat ;  son's    Charge    to  the  Grand  Jury  of 

but  it  has  not  been  thought  advisable  to  Westmeath,    he    will    recommend    the 

keep  a  steamer  at  Government  expense  Lord    Lieutenant    to  now    reduce  the 

for  his  exclusive  use.  He  avails  himself,  police  force  in  that  county  ? 

when  necessary,  of  the  steamers  already  The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

on  the  Lake.  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)    (who   replied^ 

IRISH     LAND      COMMISSION  —  SUB-  said :  I  have  to  reply  to  the  first  two 

COMMISSIONERS    AT    NEWRY  AND  paragraphs    of  the   hon.    Gentleman's 

NEWTOWNHAMILTON.  Question  in  the  affirmative.     There  is 

Mb.   BLANE   (Armagh,    S.)    asked  at  present  about  one  pdiceman  to  every 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  ^39   inhabitants  m  Westmeath.     The 

tenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Sub-Com-  question  of  the  reduction  of  the  extra 

missioners  wiU  sit  at  Newry  and  New-  P^^'?  *^^^®  i^^^^  «^^?*y  ^f""  ^®^°  \^' 

townhamilton,  to  dispose  of  land  cases  ^®°*^y .  ?aref uUy    considered ;    but  the 

Hsted  more  than  six  months  for  those  aut«io"ties  who  are  responsible  for  the 

districts  ?  preservation  of  peace  in  that  county  are 

The   PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER  ^na^l®  a*  present  to  recommend  such  a 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  KinqHakman)  c^^^'sOi  m  unfortunately  it  is  still  neces- 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)   (who  replied)  «»^  to  employ  a  number  of  police  on 

said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform  Protection  posts  and  in  aflfording  per- 

me  it  is  intended  that  the  Sub-Commis-  ®^^*^,   protection    and    protection    by 

sion  which  will  sit  in  the  County  Tyrone  P^^^^^ls. 
during  the  month  of  May  shall  proceed 

to  and  sit  in  the  County  Armagh  during  IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 

the  month  of  June  ?  MISSION  IN  ANTRIM. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  Captain  M^CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 

I  should  like  to  know  whether,  in  view  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

of  the  pressure  in  the  Land  Court,  the  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  next 

Government  will  not  consider  the  pro-  sitting  of  the  Sub-Commissioners'  Court 

pnety  of  strengthening  the  Land  Com-  ^ill  take  place  in  the  County  Antrim  ? 

mission  by  the  appointment  of  another  The   PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

Sub-Commissioner  ? SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 

Colonel    KINO-HARMAN:    The  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

aovemment  are  considering  the  matter,  said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 

me  that  a  Sub-Commission  has  been  sit- 

STATB  OF  IRELAND-EXTRA   POLICE  ting  in  County  Antrim  since  the  7th  of 

—COUNTY   WESTMEATH.  February,  and  will  continue  its  sittings 

Me.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.)  during  the    whole    of   the    month    of 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  March. 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  Charge  of  LITERATURE,    SCIENCE,   AND   ART  ^ 
Judge  Harrison  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  EFFECT    OF     LIGHT     ON    WATER, 
the  County  Westmeath,   in  which  he  COLOURS. 
■aid—  Sir    ALOERNON     BORTHWICK 

'* There  were  only  four  cases  to  go  before  (KensingtOD,  8.)  asked  the  Vies  Presi- 

them.  There  were  none  of  those  ordioary  cases  dent   of  the  Committee   of  Council  on 

of  crime  that  would  either  point  at  any  con-  Education,  When  it  is  probable  that  the 

•piracy  against  the  ordinary  rules  of  society  or  i                    x  j  t>         x    x*  ai.     /-i          -xx 

those  other  matters  they  had  to  lament  so  much  ^^^^  expected  Report  of  the  Committee 

in  other  parts  of  Ireland.    He  was  told  the  appointed  to  consider  the  question  of  the 

county  was  in  a  perfectly  quiet  state,  and  of  action  of  light  on  water-colours  may  be 

OOTTse^  they  should  aU  feel  sincerely  glad  for  delivered  ;  and,  whether  the  experiments 

'  of  Dr.  Russell  and  Captain  Abney  have 

whether  there  are  extra  police  on  duty  in  been  completed  ? 

the  County  of  Westmeath  at  the  present  Thb  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 

time ;  whether  the  proportion  of  police  liam  Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) :  I 

stationed  in  that  county  is  about  one  to  am  informed  that  the  first  series  of  about 

every  237  inhabitants  of  Westmeath  ;  700  experiments  has  been  completed  by 

and,  whether,  after  Mr.  Justice  Harri-  Dr.  Russell  and  Captain  Abney.    Th^ 
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results  which  have  been  collected  are 
now  in  the  press,  and  will  shortly  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  of  Artists,  who, 
no  doubt,  will  lose  no  time  in  making 
their  Eeport.  This  Report,  and  the  re- 
sults of  the  scientific  inquiry,  will  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

POST      OFFICE  —  THE      HALFPENNY 
POSTAGE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  issue  of  a  prospectus  of  a  Company 
purporting  to  supply  a  Id,  postage 
stamp,  envelope,  and  sheet  of  note  paper 
for  one  halfpenny  ;  whether  such  a  pro- 
posal is  in  any  way  calculated  to  affect 
the  revenues  of  the  Post  Office;  and, 
whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the 
Post  Office  Acts  ? 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  further  asked,  Whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  ample 
notice  from  the  inventor  on  the  subject 
of  the  Halfpenny  Post  Scheme;  and, 
whether  he  has,  during  the  past  few 
days,|had  brought  under  his  notice  an 
amended  envelope  which  meets  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Post  Office  ? 

Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) 
asked.  Is  it  true  that  letters  under  the 
new  plan  of  the  Halfpenny  Postage 
Company  have  for  some  time  passed 
through  the  Post  Office  with  emt>ossed 
as  well  as  adhesive  stamps;  is  it  true 
that  the  authorities  of  the  Post  Office 
have  had  samples  and  particulars  of 
these  envelopes  in  their  possession  for 
some  time,  with  notifications  of  their 
being  about  to  be  used  ;  and,  why  was 
no  notice  taken  of  these  communications 
until  after  the  Company  was  formed  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  pro- 
spectus of  the  Company  referred  to. 
The  promoters  of  the  Company  came 
personally  to  me  in  the  course  of  last 
autumn,  and  I  discussed  the  scheme 
with  them  fully.  I  am  not  aware  that 
the  proposed  operations,  as  described  in 
the  prospectus,  would  directly  affeot  the 
Public  Revenue.  The  use  of  the  word 
*•  Post,"  however,  as  part  of  the  titie  of 
the  Company  seems  to  me  to  be  ob- 
jectionable; inasmuch  as  the  public 
might  be  led  thereby  to  suppose  that  a 
post  was  actually  being  carried  on  by  the 

Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyh$ 


Company,  which,  of  course,  would  not 
be  the  case.  The  Company  has  been 
requested  to  alter  their  title  by  the 
omission  of  this  word.  Letters  purport- 
ing to  be  sent  under  the  scheme  of  the 
Company  haye  been  observed  recently 
to  be  passing  through  the  post  having  a 
\d,  postage  stamp  embossed  upon  some 
portion  of  the  paper  enclosed.  Inasmuch 
as  it  is  required  in  the  ease  of  letters 
prepaid  by  means  of  an  embossed  stamp 
that  the  stamp  shall  be  upon  the  outer 
envelope  or  cover  the  letters  in  question 
have  been  treated  as  contrary  to  the 
Regulations  of  the  Post  Office.  A 
specimen  envelope,  which  appears  to  be 
in  accordance  with  the  Regulations,  was 
forwarded  to  the  Post  Office  for  in- 
spection on  the  27th  ultimo,  and  the  in- 
ventor has  been  informed  that  such  an 
envelope  would  be  allowed  to  pass 
through  the  post.  The  envelopes  of  the 
Company,  when  stamped  with  an  em- 
bossed stamp,  can  only  be  sold  by  persons 
licensed  to  sell  stamps  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Inland  Revenue. 

AFRICA    (WEST  COAST)— KING  JA-JA, 

OF  OPOBO. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
will  state  the  circumstances  attending 
the  conviction  and  exiling  of  King  Ja- Ja, 
of  Opobo ;  whether  he  will  inform  the 
House  what  offence  the  King  was 
charged  with,  and  what  evidence  was 
brought  in  support  of  the  charge;  and, 
why  the  trial  took  place  at  Accra,  a 
place  600  miles  from  Opobo,  where  the 
King  had  no  friends  and  no  means  of 
meeting  the  charges  brought  against 
him? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Rear  Admiral  Sir 
William  Hunt  Qrubbe,  commanding  the 
West  African  Squadron,  was  directed 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  against  King 
Ja-Ja,  of  Opobo.  It  was  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Admiral  that  Ja-Ja 
had  incited  armed  resistance  to  Her 
Majesty's  Consul  when  he  visited  the 
upper  waters  in  order  to  open  the  in- 
terior to  British  trade,  so  that  he  was 
forced  back ;  and  that  he  had  broken 
the  conditions  of  the  Protectorate  Treaty. 
The  trial  took  place  at  Accra,  to  which 
place  Ja-Ja  had  been  previously   re- 
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moved,  and  at  which  his  legal  adviser 
resided,  acoording  to  the  discretionanr 
powers  conferred  upon  the  Admiral.  It 
was  thorough  and  patient  and  lasted  for 
three  days,  at  the  close  of  which  Ja- Ja's 
counsel  thanked  the  Admiral  for  his 
kindness  and  impartiality. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  inquired,  whe- 
ther  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  had 
not  given  an  imdertaking  to  the  Abori- 
gines' Protection  Society  that  the  trial 
of  Ja-Ja  should  take  place  at  Opobo; 
and  what  particular  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  of  1884  Ja-Ja  had  broken  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGU8S0N  repHed 
that  he  had  been  found  to  have  broken 
Article  5.  He  was  quite  sure  that  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  had  not  given  the 
undertaking  stated. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  asked,  if  the 
Government  would  carefully  consider 
the  matter  before  the  sentence  was 
carried  out  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  repHed 
that  all  the  circumstances  had  been  care- 
fully inquired  into,  and  it  would  not  be 
for  the  public  interest  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  interfere. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  asked,  if  it 
could  be  shown  to  the  Foreign  Office 
that  there  was  further  information, 
whether  they  would  stay  execution  of 
the  sentence  ? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  any- 
thing  that  the  hon.  Member  or  anyone 
else  thought  proper  to  send  to  the 
Foreign  Office  on  the  subject  would  be 
considered.  He  could  not  undertake  to 
stay  sentence. 

CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTABLISHMENTS- 
CLERKS  IN  LOCAL  PRISONS. 

Mb.  BARTLET  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, When  it  is  proposed  to  give 
effect  to  the  decisions  of  the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  case  of  the 
clerks  in  Local  Prisons,  and  which  con- 
cluded its  labours  last  summer  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Committee  have  not  yet  made  their 
final  Report.  I  am  informed  that  the 
clerks  have  placed  their  case  before  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Service 
Establishments.  It  is  unlikely,  there- 
fore, that  any  decision  will  be  arrived  at 
in  their  case  until  the  views  of  the  Royal 
Commission  are  known. 


LAW   AND    JUSTICE   (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— SENTENCES  OP  FLOGGING. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire)  asked  the  Seoretaiv  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  sentences  under 
which  several  successive  floggings  are 
to  be  inflicted  upon  certain  prisoners ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  purpose  taking  any  steps,  by  legis- 
lation or  otherwise,  to  prevent  sentences 
of  such  severity  being  inflicted  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes, 
Sir;  my  attention  has  been  called  to 
two  sentences  of  flogging  recently  passed 
at  the  Leeds  Assizes  for  offences  of 
robbingwith  personal  violence  under  an 
Act  of  l^arliament  passed  in  1863.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  had 
under  their  consideration  the  expediency 
of  modifying  the  provisions  of  that 
statute.  The  subject  of  corporal  punish- 
ment as  part  of  a  crimiDal  sentence  is 
one  which,  in  my  opinion,  well  deserves 
to  be  reconsidered  as  a  whole. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— POLICE 
BARRACK  AT  MACROOM; 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  a 
new  police  barrack  is  in  course  of  con- 
struction in  the  town  of  Macroom ; 
whether  the  Chairman  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions at  the  past  two  Sessions  was  pre- 
sented with  a  pair  of  white  gloves ;  and, 
if  he  can  state  the  reason  for  this  in- 
crease of  the  police  accommodation  in 
the  district  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary replies  to  the  entire  of  this 
Question  in  the  negative. 

POST   OFFICE    (IRELAND)— DELIVERY 
OF  MAILS  AT  MACROOM, 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  promote  the 
earlier  delivery  of  the  mails  in  the  town 
of  Macroom,  and  also  at  Dooniskey  and 
Crookstown,  in  the  County  of  Cork; 
and,  whether  any  arrangement  has  yet 
been  made  with  itie  Cork  and  Macroom 
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the  project? 

The  POSTMASTERGENEEALCMr. 
RiiKEs)  (Cambridge  Univereity) :  There 
is  no  train  available  by  which  an  earlier 
delivery  at  Maoroora  could  be  effected, 
and  to  run  a  special  train  for  the  pur- 
pose would  not  be  warranted.  The 
question  of  improving  the  eervioe  to  and 
from  Crookatown  ia  under  consideration. 
There  is  no  poet  office  at  Dooniskey ; 
but  inquiry  will  be  made  whether,  in 
this  case  also,  any  improvement  is  prac- 
ticable. 

Dr.  tanner  asked,  whether  the 
2  o'clock  train  going  from  Oork  to 
Macroom  could  not  be  availed  of  by  the 
light  hon.  Qentleman  in  order  to  carry 
the  mails  from  Cork  to  Uacroom, 
leaving  postal  bags  at  the  other  two 
stations  which  were  intermediate,  this 
2  o'clock  train  being  run  in  connection 
with  the  mail  which  arrived  in  Cork 
from  Dublin  with  the  English  mails 
about  Vi  o'clock  everyday? 

Mb.  BAIKES  :  1  know  the  hon. 
Uomber  takes  a  great  interest  in  the 
question ;  and  if  he  will  be  kind  enough 
to  put  in  writing  what  he  has  snggested 
I  ahall  consider  it  further. 

AEMY  ESTIMATES-BRIGADE  DEPOTS. 

Colonel  EYRE  (Lincolnshire,  Qains- 
borough)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  can  show,  in  a 
separate  column  in  the  Army  Estimates, 
the  expenditure  in  connection  with 
Brigade  Depots,  and  the  averai 
ber  of  men  of  allranksquartered  there? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodeick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said: 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  in  showing 
the  average  number  of  men  present  at 
regimental  district  headquarters  ;  but 
in  such  cases  of  fluctuating  numbi 
would  scarcely  be  possible  to  give  the 
expenditure  as  apart  from,  that  of  the 
Service  Companies.  Probably  it  my 
hon.  and  gaUant  Friend  would  explain 
to  me  personally  what  information  he 
really  wants  I  might  be  able  to  meet 
his  wishes. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)— TRADE   IN   OPIUM 

AND  INTOXICATING  DRINKS. 

Ma.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 

XTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If 

the  Government   has  any   intention  of 

J^r.  Tafiner 
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promoting  or  establishing  any  trade  in 
iipium  in  Upper  Burmah ;  and,  if  the 
Government  intends  to  persevere  in  the 
>fFort  to  legalize,  by  licence,  trade  in 
Qtoxieating  drinks  with  the  Natives  or 
ithers  in  Upper  Burmah  ? 

Mr.    BRYOE    {Aberdeen,    8.)    said, 

before  the  hon.  Gentleman  answered  the 

Question,  he  wished  to  repeat  a  Ones- 

on  which  he  put  on  the  same  subject 

«t  week,  as  to  whether  he  had  received 

[formation  from  India  with  reference 

to  the  subject  of  the  liquor  and  opium 

traffic  in  Burmah ;    and    whether   be 

would    lay    the     Returns    before    the 

House? 

Thb  under  8ECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
In  July,  1877,  I  stated,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen,  that  what- 
over  Regulations  for  the  sale  of  opium 
iind  spirits  in  Upper  Burmah  were 
made,  would  be  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
stricting their  sale  in  the  interests  of 
public  order,  and  of  preventing  their 
sale  to  Burmans,  and  most  certainly  not 
with  the  vietv  of  raising  revenue  there- 
by. It  is  in  accordance  with  this  prin- 
ciple that  Regulations  affecting  the  sale 
of  opium  and  spirits  in  Upper  Burmah 
are  now  being  considered  and  framed  in 
India.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Aber- 
deen, I  may  say  that  immediately  after 
his  Question  in  the  House  lest  week,  I 
caused  a  telegram  to  be  sent  to  India 
with  the  view  of  expediting  such  Re- 
turns ;  but,  of  course,  I  have  not  as  yet 
received  any  information  or  Report. 
When  I  do  receive  such  Report,  it  will 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  I 
may  mention  that  the  last  mail  for  India 
brought  some  Papers  on  the  subject; 
and  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  and 
the  House  that  the  principle  laid  down 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  last  year  will 
be  adhered  to. 

ARMT-HONORART  OOLONBLOIES. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELTAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  appointments 
are  still  being  made  to  colonelcies  of 
regiments  to  which  no  duties  are  at- 
tached ;  and,  if  so,  at  what  data  such 
appointments  will  cease ;  how  many 
such  appointments areheldhyofficerswbo 
have  not  yet  retired  from  the  Service  ; 
and,  in  what  part  of  the  Estimates  the 
salaries  of  those  appointments,   wb9Q 
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held  by  offloers  not  yet  retired  from  the 
Service,  may  be  found  7 

Thb  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
£.STANHOPE)(LiacDla8hire,HorDcaatIe]: 
Appointments  aa  honorary  colonels  of 
reeimenta  are  still  oonferred  as  honour- 
able diatinotioQS,  and  tbere  ia  no  present 
intention  of  ceasing  to  confer  them  ;  bat 
thoj  only  carry  pay  in  the  case  of 
General  Officers  who  did  not  accept  the 
termi  offered  in  the  Boyal  Warrajit  of 
1 88 1 .  The  paid  appointments  thus  held 
by  officers  on  the  astive  list  are  at  pre- 
aent  eight  in  nnmber.  If  unemplojecl 
their  pay  would  be  included  in  Vote  IB ; 
if  employed  it  would  merge  in  their  StaS 


CONFERENCE  [ENGLASD 
AND  WALES)— THE  REPORT. 

Mb.  HOWARD  YINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  aaked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  proposed  to  pub- 
lish a  Report  of  the  Conferenoe  held  last 
year  between  repreaentatives  of  the 
▼arions  Fishery  Boards  of  Coneerratora 
in  Enfrland  upon  mattera  of  importance 
to  anslecs ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  will  be 
issued  7 

The  president  (Sir  Miohabl 
Hiokb-Bkaob)  (Bristol,  W,),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Report  had  been  printed  and 
sent  to  the  Tarious  Fishery  Boards.  He 
did  not  think  it  worth  while  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  further  publication ;  but 
he  would  supply  the  hon.  Uember  with 
a  copy  if  he  required  it. 

LOTTEBY  AOT— DISTHIBOnON,  OP 
PRIZES  (BOSSENDALE). 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
B^ed  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  an  announcement 
vhloh  has  been  exteneiTely  circulated 
by  means  of  bills  throughout  the  coun- 
ty, and  of  which  the  following  is  a 
copy:— 

"Nowohatdh  District  Working  Usd'i  Con- 
■arraliTe  Associntion,  Rouendale.  GriBd  di«- 
tribation  at  prizu.  3ni  Marob,  I8S8.  Fint 
prisB,  «  cottage,  Tklae  £130;  lod  pnis,  pUno, 
TOlns  £30;  3rd  prize,  gold  vatoh,  vulae  £12; 
4thpriza,  bicycle,  Talas  £10  ;  fitb  pri»,  w&rd- 
rob«,  Talus  £5  ;  Sth  priza,  hair  seated  sofa, 
Talne  £3  j  7th  prize,  braaa-moanted  bedatead, 
TaJoe  £2 ;  Bth  priie,  china  t«a  Bervice,  Tains 
£1  fit. :  Bth  prize,  bandaome  writing-deak, 
Talus  £1 ;  10th  prise,  ornamental  fender,  Talus 
Ifit.i  and  a  lar^  number  of  amaUarnrizea,  Talus 
t\6,    A  special  priaa  of  a  geld  Albert  chain, 


and,  whether  this  distribution  of  prizes 
is  legal ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  prevent  it  ? 

Tde  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  a  copy  of  the  bill.  1 
have  called  the  attention  of  the  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions  to  the  case. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES  -  EXPLANATORY 
MEMOHANOnM— PBEMATUBE  DIS- 
CLOSURE. 

Ma.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E  ) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  his  statement  in  expla- 
nation of  the  Army  Estimates  appeared 
in  Th«  Timet  newspaper  the  day  before 
it  wae  delivered  to  Members  of  the 
House,  and  several  hours  before  it  was 
sent  to  the  Vote  OfBoe ;  and,  whether 
such  an  occurrence  is  irregular  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  can  explain  how  it  hap- 
pened, and  give  any  assurance  that  it 
will  not  happen  again  ? 

Thk  secretary  or  STATE  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  ( Lincoln  ahire,  Homoastle) : 
I  take  upon  myself  all  the  blame  tor  any 
irregularity;  but  I  can  hardly  tell  how 
it  occurred.  It  was  not  until  I  was  most 
positively  assured  that  these  Papers 
would  he  circulated  yesterday  morning 
to  aU  Members  that,  according  to  pre- 
vious precedents,  I  directed  copies  to  be 
sent  to  all  the  morning  papers.  The 
great  pressure  upon  the  printers,  I  pre- 
sume, prevented  a  complete  circulalioa 
of  all  the  Papers,  and  I  have  to  expreas 
my  regret  to  the  House  for  the  occur- 


INDIA— PAT  OF  WARRANT   OFFICERS 
—  DEPRECIATION  OF  THE  RUPEE. 
Mr.    CALDWELL     (Olaagow,     St. 
Bollox)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  the  pay  of  Warrant  Officers  of  the 
Indian  Department  was  fixed  in  186B  in 
ipee  money  at  a  time  when  the  rupee 
as  worth  2t.  in  Engliah  money ;    and 
that,  since  the  rupee  is  now  worth  only 
about  1».  5)if.,  the  pay  ia  practically  re- 
duced, notwithstanding  that  the  tech- 
nical and  scientific  knowledge  possessed 
by  these  officers  have  increased  in  value ; 
and,  whether  the  Indian  Qovemment  ia 
prepared  to  reooosider  the  pay,  and,  ia 
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aome  measora.  to  me«t  the  faU  in  value  gaTf^.THE  EASTBBN  80UDAK. 
of  the  rupee  ? 

The     under     SEORETARY    of  Mb.  HOWORTH  (Salford,  8.)  asked 

STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) :  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Warrant  officers  on  the  Indian  Estab-  Affairs,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 

lishment  receive  special  Indian  rates  of  communicate  to  the  House  any  informa- 

pay  which  were  fixed  in  1866,  and  which  tion  about  the  Eastern  Soudan  tending 

are  paid  in  rupees.  The  Indian  Govern-  to  show  if  the  district  is  beoominff  more 

ment  is  not  prepared  to  reconsider  the  settled,  or  if  trade  is  again  developing 

special  Indian  rates  of  these  or  any  there? 

other  officers  on  the  ground  of  the  fall  The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
in  the  gold  value  of  the  rupee  in  STATE  (Sir  James  Febousson)  (Man- 
countries  outside  India  ?  cheater,  N.E.) :  By  a  despatch  just  re- 

ceived    from    Sir    Evelyn    Baring,    it 

INDIA-LICENSING  OF  IMMORALITY-  appears  that  all  restrictions  upon  trade 

WORKING    OF    THE     CONTAGIOUS  with    the  interior  from   the  Red   Sea 

DISEASES  ACTS.  Coast  have  been  withdrawn,  and  Hindoo 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch,  merchants    have    already    commenced 

Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  business  at  some  of  the  ports.     A  trial 

State  for  India,  Wliether  he  is  aware  of  caravan  was  about  to  be  despatched  by 

an  official  Report,  entitled  ''Thirteenth  a  Native  merchant  to  Berber.     It  thus 

Annual  Report  of  the  Working  of  the  appears  that  the  district  is  becoming 

Lock  Hospitals  of  the  North- Western  more    settled,    and    trade    again    de- 

Provinoes  and  Oudh  for  the  year  ending  veloping. 

3 1st  December,  1886,"  signed  by  "J.  Mr.    DILLON    (Mayo,    E.)    asked, 

Richardson,  Surgeon  Major,  Officiating  whether    com    and    vegetables    were 

Sanitary  Commissioner  for  the  North  allowed  to  pass  into  the  Soudan  from 

West  Provinces  and  Oudh;"    whether  the  South  of  Egypt ? 

there  is  a  copy  of  that  Report  in  the  Sib  JAMES  FEROUSSON  replied, 

possession  of  the  India  Office ;  whether  that  for  some  time  past  provisions  had 

ne  is  aware  that  the  Report  referred  to  been  allowed  to  pass  up  the  Nile.     The 

states,  with  respect  to  venereal  diseases  Question  he  had  answered  applied  to 

among  the  troops,  that —  the  Eastern  Soudan. 

"  The  preaent  ratio  if  still  higher  than  the 

mean  of  the  preTions  five  yean,  and  alec  than  CIVIIi     SERVICE    ESTIMATES,      1S86— 

the  mean  of  five  years  prior  to  the  opening  of  ILLEGAL  PAYMENTS, 

the  lock  hospitals;"        ^,    ^  .    ^,     ^      ^  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 

whether  he  is  awi^e  that  in  the  Report  ^hief  Secretary  to^  the^ Lord  Lieutenant 

referred  to  the  medical  officer  for  the  ^^  j^^j^^^  Whether  his  attention  has 

cantonment  of  Bareilly.  m  order  to  meet  j,^^  ^i^ected  to    the   Report    of   the 

the  increase  of  venereal  diseases  which  Comptroller    and  Auditor  ^General  on 

has  token  place  under  the  operation  of  y^^/gg.  Class  m.,  of  the  Civil  Service 

?te  th  t-""'  '^'  "^  '  Estimates  of  1886-7;  whether  the  iUegal 
Slates  I  at  payments  therein  referred  to  still  oon- 
"  It  is  proposed  to  endeavour  to  induce  a  tinue  to  be  made ;  who  is  the  offioer  re- 
gister number  of  pI^ostitutes  to  reside  in  can-  £  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^  expenses 
tonments,  by  making  their  residence  there  more  ^.?i  ""Y  "»*»*j  »"»*  ^-^^fwouo 
attractive ; "  were  still  contmued  as  private  secretary 

and  continues—  ^  *^®    Special    Commissioner    to    the 

„  A    .  ..^^ i^v«  •      *            *          i.  South  of  Ireland,  after  that  office  had 

**  Assistance  would  be  given  from  cantonment  i            vti-j          j*xi.i.iB          ^ 

funds,  which  are  in  a  flourishing  condition,  been  abolished ;  and,  is  that  offioer  still 

to  enable  women  to  furnish  their  houses  so  as  drawing  a  salary  and  allowances ;  and, 

to  make  them  convenient  both  for  themselves  if  so,  in  what  capacity  ? 

and  for  their  visitors;"  The  PARLIAMENTARY   UNDER 

and,  whether  he  is  aware  that  there  are  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kmo-HAnifAir) 

in  the  Report  other  similar  recommen-  (Kent,    Isle   of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

dations  ?  said  :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 

Ths     under     secretary    of  the  Report  referred  to.    The  payments 

STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) :  in  question  continue  to  be  made.    The 

No  copy  of  the  Report  referred  to  has  hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 

yet  been  received.  the  Irish   (Government    took    steps    in 
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former  Sessions  to  define  the  position  of 
the  Divisional  Magistrates  by  legisla- 
tion ;  but  were  prevented  from  carrying 
the  measure.  They  now  propose  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  dealing  with' the  matter  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session. 
Colonel  Turner,  the  officer  referred  to, 
is  still  drawing  a  salary  and  allowances 
in  the  capacity  of  a  Divisional  Magistrate 
for  the  counties  of  Kerry  and  Glare. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say 
that,  in  spite  of  the  Eeport  of  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  the  Govern- 
ment have  for  the  last  1 8  months  been 
making  an  illegal  payment,  and  that 
they  propose  to  continue  to  do  so,  whe- 
ther the  Bill  referred  to  is  passed  or  not  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  cannot 
allow  it  to  pass  without  argument  that 
the  payments  are  illegal.  We  have  had 
high  legal  opinion  to  the  contrary.  They 
certainly  have  been  made  legal  for  the 
past  year  by  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

BURIALS— ALLEGED  BURIAL  ALIVE 
AT  LEEDS  CEMETERY. 

Mr.  HERBERT  GLADSTONE 
(Leeds,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
otate  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  a 
statement  published  in  The  Leeds  JEvening 
Erprets  of  the  29th  ultimo  and  other 
newspapers,  concerning  an  alleged  case 
of  burial  alive  at  the  Leeds  Cemetery  at 
Woodhouse;  and,  whether  he  will  in- 
quire into  the  allegation,  which  appears 
to  have  caused  a  painful  feeling  in  the 
locality  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  written  to  the  Coroner,  calling 
his  attention  to  this  extraordinary  state- 
ment, and  pointing  out  to  him  that  if 
there  is  reasonable  ground  for  supposing 
the  case  to  be  one  of  premature  burial, 
it  is  one  which  would  justify  an  inqliest 
being  held. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT,  1887— 
HOURS  OF  WORK  OF  WOMEN. 

Mb.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  term  of 
54  hours  per  week  for  which  women  may 
be  employed  in  connection  with  collieries 
under  the  terms  of  '*  The  Coal  Mines  Re- 
gulation Act,  1887,"  includes  the  inter- 
vals allowed  for  meals,  as  stated  in 
Clause  7,  Sub-section  7,  of  that  Act  ? 

VOL.  OOOXXm.   [thibd  sekies.] 


The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  As  I 
read  the  Act,  the  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question  is  in  the  negative. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Fenwiok  (Northum- 
berland, "Wansbeck), 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that,  as  he 
understood  it,  the  54  hours  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  time  allowed  for  meals. 

Mr.  fen  wick  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  he  was  aware  that 
that  would  make  it  63  hours  per  week 
instead  of  54  ? 

[No  reply.] 

SUPPLY— THE  NAVY  AND  CIVIL  SER- 
VICE  ESTIMATES. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  ho  was  aware 
that,  although  this  week  was  now  at  a 
close,  neither  the  Navy  nor  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  had  yet  been  laid  be- 
fore the  House ;  whether  the  period  of 
the  production  of  such  Estimates  was 
not  much  later  this  year  than  usual ; 
and,  whether  the  Qovernment  expected 
the  House  to  discuss  Estimates  of  so 
elaborate  a  character  unless  a  long  in- 
terval was  given  between  their  publi- 
cation and  their  being  brought  on  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
aware  that  there  has  been  delay, 
and  I  regret  it  exceedingly.  It 
is  due  to  the  fact,  I  believe,  that  an 
attempt  is  being  made  to  give  to  the 
House  much  more  accurate  information 
than  has  been  given  hitherto  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Naval  Estimates.  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  will  find  that  a  sufficient 
interval  will  elapse  after  the  presenta- 
tion of  the  Estimates  before  the  House 
is  asked  to  vote  any  money  on  that  ac- 
count. I  will  inquire  further  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  delay. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff)  said, 
that  if  the  re-arrangement  of  these 
Estimates  this  year  would  involve  such 
a  large  departure  from  previous  years, 
they  would  require  more  than  the  usual 
time  to  consider  them  before  they  were 
t&kfin 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  the 
impression  that  they  would  be  produced 
in  such  a  form  that  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  the  matter  of  com- 
parison. The  difference  would  be  that 
much  more  information  would  be  afforded 
than  formerly. 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY  (SUPPLY). 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Order  No.  20,  ap- 
pointing the  Committee  of  Supply  to  be  the 
first  Order  on  Fridays,  be  read,  and  suspended 
for  this  day,  and  that  the  Committoo  of  Supply 
be  deferred  until  after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  Adjourned  Debate  on  Public 
Meetings  in  the  Metropolis. — {Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   THE  DAY, 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  IN  THE  METRO- 
POLIS.— RESOLUTIONS. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Motion  [Ist  March], 

**  That,  having  regard  to  the  importance  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  open  air 
public  meetings  for  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
the  Metropolis,  and  with  a  view  to  prevent  ill- 
will  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable  that  an  inquiry 
should  bo  instituted  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  into  the  conditions  subject  to  which  such 
meetings  may  be  held,  and  the  limits  of  the 
right  of  interference  therewith  by  the  Execu- 
tive Government." — [Sir  Charles  Jiussell.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment  to 
Sir  Charles  Eussell's  Motion,  at  end,  to 
add— 

"  And  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  insure  much  greater  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  the  law  if  a  full  and  public 
inquiry  were  granted  into  the  alleged  unlawful 
assembly  in  Trafalgar  Square  on  Sunday,  No- 
vember 13, 1887,  and  the  conduct  of  the  police 
in  connection  therewith  :  '* 

said,  that  if  the  G-oyemmont  intended 
to  meet  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  as  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Confidence,  there  was  but  littlo  hope  for 
his  Amendment.  He  asked  first  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  alleged  unlawful  as- 
sembly. It  had  been  contended  that  the 
question  of  unlawful  assembly  had  been 
concluded  by  the  verdict  of  the  jury 
against  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham)  and  Mr.  John  Burns.  Ho  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  evidence  in  the  lan- 
guage of  Mr.  Tims,  quoted  last  night  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  the  words  since 
used  by  Mr.  Burns,  on  which  the  jury 
might  well  find  the  verdict  they  had  re- 
corded ;  but,  independent  of  that,  he 
submitted  that  there  was  good  ground 


for  the  inquiry  asked  for ;  in  fact,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  especially  since 
the  high  claim  had  been  made  for  the 
Executive  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  was  no  such  general  power  in  the 
Executive  as  was  claimed  not  only 
against  the  disorderly  persons  to  whom 
the  Home  Secretary  referred,  but  against 
the  whole  public,  and  against  all  meet- 
ings, whether  lawful  or  not  and  when- 
ever held.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
Home  Secretary  that  a  threat  to  force 
an  entrance  into  the  Square  was  un- 
lawful ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  ho  would 
suggest  that  the  semi-military  occupa- 
tion of  the  Square  by  the  Government, 
which  was  intended  to  prevent  the  exer- 
cise of  the  lawful  right  of  user,  was  it- 
self calculated  to  provoke,  in  the  case  of 
ignorant  persons,  the  unlawful  acts  to 
which  reference  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  submitted 
also  that  wherever  there  was  a  claim  of 
right  with  which  the  Executive  had  to 
deal  it  was  the  primary  duty  of  the 
Executive  to  submit  the  claims  to  the 
Courts  of  Law  rather  than  to  the  adjudi- 
cation of  force.  That  had  hitherto  been 
the  policy  of  each  Government  in  suc- 
cession, whether  Conservative  or  Liberal, 
and  the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
present  Administration  had  been  a  la- 
mentable abandonment  of  the  traditions 
of  the  Home  Office.  In  this  case  there 
was  no  such  occupation  as  immediately 
followed  the  riots  in  February,  1886; 
but  a  notice  was  issued  forbidding  all 
meetings.  If  the  Government  had  in- 
tended to  provoke  violence  they  could 
not  have  taken  means  better  calculated 
to  effect  that  object.  It  was  within  his 
own  knowledge  that  the  Home  Secretary 
had  been  applied  to  in  writing  by  a  lady 
who  was  assaulted  by  the  police — he 
meant  such  an  assault  as  was  sufficient 
to  raise  the  question — for  the  names  and 
numbers  of  the  constables  against  whom 
she  might  bring  an  action.  Although 
there  was  an  account  of  the  assault  in 
all  the  daily  papers  the  Home  Secretary 
had  written  back  that  he  was  unable  to 
ascertain  the  facts  required.  [Mr.  Mat- 
thews dissented.]  He  spoke  after 
perusing  all  the  correspondence,  and  did 
not  think  his  memory  betrayed  him. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fok 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  If  the 
hon.  Member  has  tne  letters  he  had 
better  read  them. 
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Mb.  BEADLAUaH  said,  that  he  had 
not  the  letters  with  him,  but  he  dic- 
tated the  letters  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  was  generally  careful  in 
what  he  dictated,  and  he  read  his  replies. 
He  would  undertake  that  copies  were 
sent  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  copies. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman    had 
copies.     He  could  not  be  wrong  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Saunders,  when  the  Govern- 
ment had  an  opportunity  of  having  the 
legal   question  decided,   but  instructed 
the  learned    counsel  to    abandon    the 
prosecution,    and    at    the    Old    Bailoy 
against     Mr.    Graham    permitted    the 
Attorney    General    to    object    to    evi- 
dence being    given  for  the   defendant 
which  should  raise  the  legal  question. 
Both    the    Home    Secretary    and    the 
Attorney  General  ridiculed  the  notion 
that  there  was  any  point  of  law  at  all. 
The  contention    was    that  by   statute, 
whether    or    not    by    fact,    Trafalgar 
Square  was  vested  in  Her  Majesty  as 
private  property.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appeared  to  dissent ;  but  if  that 
was  not  so  there  could  be  no  question  of 
private  owner  or  trespass,  and  the  elo- 
quent  arguments  delivered    from    the 
brass  box  rested  on    no    ether    legal 
authority  than  the  brass  box.     In  the 
case  of  '^  The  Queen  v.  Inhabitants  of 
East  Mark"  (11  Adolphus    and    Elii^, 
p.  877)  it  was  laid  down  that   **  dedi- 
cation might  be  presumed  against  the 
Crown  from  long  acquiescence  in  public 
user."     In  this  case   there  had  been 
acquiescence  from  the  opening  of  the 
Square  to  the  present  time.     That  was 
so   apart  from  the  argument  that   the 
place  was  created    by  Parliament  for 
public    occupation    and    user,    that   it 
was     in    the    main    part    purchased 
with  public  moneys,  and  for   a   num- 
ber   of     years    was     vested    in     the 
parishes  which  paid  for  it.     The  King's 
Mews,  a  comparatively  small  part  of  the 
area,  was  the  only  portion  of  the  Square 
which  belonged  to  the  Crown.     Then 
the  House  was  told  that  this  habit  or 
custom  of  assembly  in  the  Square  was 
by  sufferance  and  not  by  right,  and  the 
audacious  proposition  was    laid   down 
that  there  was  no  such  right  known  to 
the  law  as  the  right  of  public  meeting. 
Why,  in  the  case  of  **  Forbes  v.  The 
Ecclesiastical     Commissioners "    {Law 


Report,   15  Eq.)  it  was  decided  that  a 
right  of  assembly  and  recreation  on 
village  green   was   a  recognized  right 
and  survived  even  in  cases  where  rights 
of  common  had  been  taken  away   by 
statute.       That    right    of    meeting    in 
Trafalgar  Square  he  had  successfully 
asserted  against  the  Government  after 
giving  them  notice  that  he  should  resist 
if  he  were  interfered  with.     He  did  not 
claim  that  any  person  ^  as  entitled  to 
enforce    his  rights   by  physical   force. 
But  he  was  entitled  to  resist  their  in- 
fringement by  such   physical  force    as 
was  at  his  command ;  and  it  had  been 
held  over  and  over  again  that  the  mere 
fact  of  the  trespasser  uj^on  his  rights 
happening    to    be   an   Official   of    tbo 
Crown,  or  a  constable,   did  not  render 
the  right  of  resistance  less  jubtifiable. 
It  was  urged  by  the  Home  Secretary 
that  this  question  had  been  dealt  with 
by  Mr.  Justice  Charles.     He  desired  to 
speak  with  the  respect  duo  to  a  great 
Judge,  but  he  controverted  the  propo- 
sition of    that    learned   Judge.      The 
learned  Judge's  charge  to  the  jury  was 
limited  by  the  evidence  submitted  to  him. 
The  Attorney  General  proceeded  there 
to  shut  out  by  objection  the  whole  of 
his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)   evidence,  which 
was    read    by  the    hon.   and    learned 
Member  for  Hackney  yesterday.     Ho 
did  not    blame  the  Attorney  General 
for  doing  that — it  was  his  professional 
duty  —  but    he    maintained    that    the 
Government,    which    instructed     him, 
ought  to  have  said   that  they    would 
allow  every  real  point  to  be  raised  irre- 
spective of  technical  objections,  and  that 
they  would  not  handcuff  these  men  in 
their  attempt  to  struggle  in  defence  of  a 
popular  right.    He  did  not  question  the 
wisdom   of   those   who   conducted  the 
defence,  but  if  he  had  been  one  of  the 
defendants  he  should  have  sought  to 
remove  the    case  by   certiorari  to  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division,  where  such  a 
point  might  have  received  authoritative 
decision  after  full  argument.  The  Home 
Secretary  last  night  said  that  he  would 
present  the  butcher's  bill  to  the  House. 
Well,  it  was  a  butcher's  bill.  He  blamed, 
not  the  policemen,  but  the  Government, 
which,  by  garrisoning  the  Square  with 
overwhelming  force,  by  dispersing  pro- 
cessions with   bludgeons,    did   that  to 
which    England    was   a  stranger,    and 
tried  to  put  itself  in  rivalry  with  some 
of  the  worst  forms  of  Government.     Ho 
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submitted  that  he  had  presented  a  { 
Buffioieat  case  to  warrant  an  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  alleged 
unlawful  assemblage.  He  now  came  to 
that  part  of  the  Amendment  which  dealt 
with  an  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  police.  For  this  there  was  a 
precedent  in  the  Royal  Commission 
which  was  appointed  in  1855.  It  was 
granted  without  much  discussion  in  that 
House.  Lord  Palmerston  thought  it 
fair  that  when  grave  allegations  were 
made  he  should  not  shield  the  police  by 
saying,  **This  is  a  Government  ques- 
tion." Some  of  the  charges  which  were 
proved  before  the  Commission  were  so 
serious  that  the  Government  directed 
the  indictment  of  one  of  the  police 
officers.  Matters  had  now  reached  this 
stage  that  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police  mistook  himself  for  a  sort  oiprifet. 
He  thought  himself  higher  than  the 
magistrates,  of  whom  he  was  only  one, 
and  claimed  the  right  to  sit  as  a  cour  de 
cassation.  When  stipendiary  magistrates 
had  blamed  the  police  even  for  perjury, 
the  Chief  Commissioner  thought  it  was 
his  right  and  duty  to  hold  a  secret 
inquiry  and  acquit  the  police  without 
examiningj^into  the  complaints  made 
against  them,  and  also  by  a  public  order 
to  rebuke  the  magistrate  who  had  passed 
an  opinion  on  the  evidence.  That 
was  simply  a  monstrous  condition  of 
things.  He  was  astonished  at  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
last  night2"when  he  said  he  was 
afraid  of  the  police  getting  out  of 
hand.  Now,  what  kind  of  stuff  were 
commanders  made  of  when  the  soldiers 
got  out  of  hand  ?  The  police  got  out  of 
hand  when  they  knew  they  had  incap- 
able commanders,  who  one  day  forbade 
and  another  day  permitted  a  thing.  He 
intended  to  divide  his  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  police  Jnto  acts  of 
violence  and  alleged  brutality  in  dealing 
with  the  public  on  their  assembling  and 
on  tlieir  way  to  assemble,  and  into  what 
was  much  more  grave — namely,  the  as- 
saults by  the  police  upon  persons  after 
they  were  in  their  custody.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  thatsuch  cases  had 
happened  not  only  in  connection  with 
these  charges  in  Trafalgar  Square  but 
outside.  [Mr.  Matthews  dissented.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not 
deny  this ;  he  surely  knew  that  a 
case  came  before  the  magistrate  at 
Westminster,  not  in  connection  with  any 
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political   meeting  at  all.    It  was  thus 

reported  in  The  St.  Jameses  Gazette — 

"  At  Westminster  Police  Court  William 
Roger8,described  as  a  costermongcr,  and  his  wife 
with  him,  were  charged  before  Mr.  Partridge 
with  being  drunk  and  disorderly.  When  the 
man  appeared  in  the  dock  he  had  two  black 
eyes.  Ho  stated  that  when  he  was  taken  into 
custody  there  was  no  injury  to  his  face,  and 
that  these  black  eyes  had  been  Inflicted  upon 
him  by  the  constable  in  the  presence  of  other 
constables  in  the  police  station  while  the 
charge  was  being  taken  against  him." 

And  that  was  proved — 

^*  The  inspector,  put  in  the  witness-box,  said 
that  as  the  male  prisoner  stood  in  the  dock  the 
constable  let  his  temper  get  the  upper  hand 
of  him  and  struck  the  male  prisoner  as  he 
stood  in  the  dock  a  blow  with  his  fist  in  the 
face." 

When  was  the  policeman  tried  for  that  ? 
Was  that  one  of  the  police  who  had  got 
out  of  hand  a  little  ?  There  were 
several  other  cases  not  relating  at  all  to 
any  of  these  meetings  in  Trafalgar 
Square  or  elsewhere  in  which  violence 
had  been  used  by  a  constable  and  in 
which  the  magistrate  rebuked  the  con- 
stable, and  in  one  case  dismissed  the 
prisoner.  In  those  cases  there  was  no 
sort  of  ord(9r  of  the  day  and  no  inquiry, 
as  far  as  the  public  knew.  He  agreed 
that  there  was  much  force  in  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — namely, 
that  when  the  police  had  been  kept  on 
duty  for  long  hours  day  after  day, 
hooted  at  and  hissed,  their  tempers  went. 
But  the  responsibility  lay  on  those  who 
sent  them  where  they  ought  not  to  be. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think 
that  if  they  were  wanted  to  strike 
political  prisoners,  it  would  not  do  to  be 
hard  with  them  when  they  struck 
others  ?  The  English  people  whom  he 
had  known  and  worked  with  had  always 
tried  to  avoid  a  conflict  with  the  police. 
They  had  tried  to  alter  the  law.  They 
stood  on  the  right  of  self-defence 
against  illegal  force,  a  right  which 
the  Government  should  never  deprive 
them  of.  With  respect  to  violence  used 
by  constables  against  the  public,  evi- 
dence was  given  upon  oath  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Heed) 
which,  if  true,  showed  that  brutal 
violence  was  used  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  North- West  Lanark  (Mr.  Ounning- 
hame  Graham)  after  he  was  in  custody, 
and  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  seen  that 
that;  Gentleman's  wound  was  on  the 
back  of  the  head.  The  evidence  was 
that  the  police  met  him  half-way  and 


4 1  Public  Jteetingi  in        {  March  2,  1 888 } 


th$  Metropolis. 


42 


immediately  surrounded  him  ;  so  that 
there  was  no  need  for  such  a  wound.  A 
great  many  communications  had  heen 
sent  on  this  subject  of  police  violence, 
but  he  would  trouble  the  House  with 
only  one  or  two.  Major  General  Bryne 
voluntarily  wrote — 

**  I  was  in  Trafalgar  Sqaaro  on  Sunday  after- 
noon when  the  mounted  police  kept  charging 
and  irritating  the  people,  who  were  in  good 
humour  ;  and  afterwards  when  the  foot  police 
attacked  the  procession.  I  can  truly  say  that 
the  doings  of  the  police  were  a  disgrace  to  a 
ci\*ilized  Christian  country.'' 

The  next  evidence  he  had  was  that  of  a 
man  named  Meahy — a  man  in  respec- 
table business  in  Bcrmondsey  —  who 
was  one  of  the  marshals  of  the  proces- 
sion. Having  heard  that  the  police 
intended  to  stop  the  processions,  he 
halted  his  a  long  way  off,  and  rode  up 
to  inquire  whether  it  was  true  that  there 
were  orders  to  stop  the  processions. 
After  his  inquiry  was  heard,  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  excuse  for  violence 
towards  him,  he  was  set  upon  by  the 
police,  and  so  ill-treated  that  he  had  to 
be  taken  to  Westminster  Hospital.  If 
those  in  charge  of  the  constabulary  had 
intended  to  provoke  a  riot  they  could 
not  have  done  worse,  but  probably  they 
had  lost  their  heads.  Many  other 
letters  had  reached  him  as  to  the 
violence  of  the  police  in  their  charges 
on  the  people,  but  he  now  came 
to  the  gravest  part  of  the  case — the 
assaults  on  men  in  custody.  Every  case 
he  should  mention  he  had  carefully  ex- 
amined. He  would  affirm  without  fear 
of  contradiction  that,  however  vile  a 
criminal,  whatever  his  offence  might  be, 
after  he  was  in  the  custody  of  the 
officers  of  the  Crown,  it  was  their  duty 
to  guard  his  personal  safety  as  jealously 
as  they  could  possibly  do.  In  a  letter 
he  had  received,  a  tradesman  whom  he 
had  long  known,  and  for  whose  veracity 
he  could  absolutely  vouch,  stated  that 
he  was  at  Bow  Street  Police  Station  for 
the  purpose  of  making  some  inquiries 
when  some  prisoners  were  brought  in. 
He  was  prepared  to  say  that  he  saw  the 
reserve  men  waiting  at  the  station  punch 
these  prisoners  with  their  fists  after 
they  were  in  custody.  A  man  named 
Fahy,  who  had  been  tried  and  acquitted, 
was  prepared  to  give  evidence,  which 
would  render  him  liable  to  prosecution 
if  untrue,  that  at  the  police  station  he 
saw  a  constable  deliberately  punch  a 


prisoner  named  Coleman  in  the  face. 
Another  witness,  Ingarfield,  could  prove 
that  the  violence  of  the  police  was  so 
great  that  he  had  one  of  his  fingers  very 
seriously  injured  ;  he  would  also  prove 
that  after  he  was  arrested  outside  the 
police  station,  he  received  a  violent  blow 
on  the  back  of  the  head.  He  was  corro- 
borated by  his  brother,  F.  W.  Ingarfield. 
J.  Halpin  said  that  Coleman  previously 
to  entering  the  station  had  no  marks  on 
his  face,  and  another  witness,  James 
Crawford,  saw  Coleman  struck  in  the 
face  in  the  police  station  by  constable 
99  £.  Coleman  was  afterwards  brought 
into  Court  with  two  black  eyes.  The 
allegation  in  Coleman's  case  was  specific, 
and  ought  to  be  the  subject  of  judicial 
inquiry.  William  Ambrose  Eose  saw 
Coleman  taken  into  custody  by  99  E, 
and  he  had  then  no  black  eyes,  but 
when  he  saw  him  afterwards  both  his 
eyes  were  blackened,  and  his  head  was 
bleeding.  As  to  the  general  conduct  of 
the  police  to  prisoners  in  their  custody, 
a  man  named  Ellis  would  prove  that  he 
asked  at  Bow  Street  Police  Court  whe- 
ther he  could  have  bail.  The  idea  of 
bail,  he  said,  seemed  to  have  exaspe- 
rated the  police,  who  thereupon  cuffed 
and  kicked  him  down  the  passage  into 
his  cell,  using  a  foul  expression  about 
the  bail.  Surely  these  were  sufficiently 
grave  charges  and  needed  investigation  ? 
He  would  only  trouble  the  House  with 
three  more  cases.  John  Morris  offered 
this  statement — 

**  When  I  ^ot  to  King  Street  Police  Station 
there  was  a  line  of  men  in  uniform  and  some 
in  plain  clothes  on  each  side.  They  all  kicked 
and  cuffed  me  cruelly  as  I  passed  down.  My 
head  and  face  were  cut  hy  them,  and  bled.*' 

A  man  named  Neil  made  a  statement 
respecting  another  called  Sullivan : 

**  I  followed  him  to  Vino  Street  Station,  and 
whilst  he  was  being  taken  I  saw  one  of  the 
police  strike  him  en  the  back  of  the  head  with 
a  stick.  Ho  was  then  taken  inside  tho  station. 
I  tried  to  make  inquiries  about  him  from  the 
inspector.  There  was  a  man  in  plain  clothes 
inside  the  station.  I  was  punched  on  the  jaw 
by  him  and  pushed  down  the  station  steps.*' 

This  was  after  Neil  had  stated  that  he 
was  a  witness  for  Sullivan.  The  last 
case  was  that  of  man  named  Cruick- 
shank,  who  had  been  tried  and  acquitted 
by  a  jury,  and  ho  would  depose  that  he 
was  taken  to  King  Street  Police  Station, 
and  that  while  there  he  was  hit  on  the 
back  of  the  bead  by  a  police  ser^<&^\^X.« 
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Surely  tho  Government  would  not  shel- 
ter themselves  from  an  inquiry  by  pro- 
fessing to  regard  this  Motion  as  a  Vote 
of  Censure.     No  such  attitude  was  as- 
sumed by  Lord  Palmerston,   although 
ho  was  as  likely  to  defend  the  authority 
of  the  police  as  any  of  the  present  Minis- 
ters of  the  Crown.      Lord  Palmerston 
provided  legal  assistance  for  the  police 
in  the  inquiry,  and  he  authorized  the 
Treasury  to  pay  all  the  legal  expenses 
of  the  police  and  of  those  who  prosecuted 
tho  case  against  them.    Mr.  J.  A.  Stuart- 
"Wortley,  then  Recorder  of  London,  con- 
ducted the   inquiry,    and    the   Report 
which  was  issued  on  the  subject  brought 
back  the  populace  of  London  to  absolute 
confidence  in    the  Government  and  in 
Lord    Palmerston   himself.     He    knew 
that  with  Gentlemen  who  were  pledged 
to  support  the  Government  no  entreaty 
of  his  would  have  any  eflPect,    but  he 
would  ask  those  who  were  elected  as 
Liberals — those  with  whom  it  had  been 
his  pleasure  to  work,  while  it  was  now 
his  misfortune  to  have  to  attack — whe- 
ther they  could  be  so  dead  to  the  plead- 
ings of  those  who  had  none  to  plead  for 
them  save  such  an  inefficient  advocate 
as  himself — he  would  ask  them  whether 
they  could  refuse  this  legitimate  com- 
plaint an  opportunity  of  being  tried,  the 
Government  having  wilfully  put  every 
obstacle  in  the  way.     Their  act  in  Mr. 
Saunders'  case  was  a  wrongful  act  after 
consideration.     In   the   other  case  the 
Government  might  have  misunderstood 
his  letter,  though  he  generally  endea- 
voured to  make  himself  clear.     Ho  did 
not  know  whether  he  could  claim  the 
support  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
to  which  he  was  looking  very  anxiously. 
He  was   not    making   this    appeal  fur 
Party  purposes  or  from  mere  opposition 
to  authority.      He  did  not  pretend  to 
have  been  the  most  obedient   man  to 
either  one  side  or  the  other,  but   the 
tradition  of  his  life  had  been  always  to 
encourage  respect  for  the  law  while  it 
was  in  force ;  and  whore  he  deemed  the 
law  unjust,  agitation  against  it  by  peace- 
ful and  Constitutional  means.      But  if 
the  Government  answered  by  bludgeons 
ho  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  not 
to  let  them  trample  upon  the  weak,  who 
had  no  other  tribunal    to  which  they 
could  appeal.     The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 


Amendment  proposed, 


At  tho  end  of  ihc  Question,  to  add  the  words 
— **  And  that,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
would  ensure  much  prcator  CDnfidonco  in  tho 
administration  of  tho  Law  if  a  full  and  public 
inquiry  were  granted  into  tho  alleged  unlawful 
assembly  in  Trafalgar  Square  on  Sunday, 
November  13th,  1887,  and  the  conduct  of  tie 
Police  in  connection  therewith." — {Mr,  Brad- 
lauf/h.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webstek)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  shall  endeavour  to  con- 
dense the  observations  which  I  wish  to 
make  into  the  briefest  possible  time, 
because  it  seems  to  me  that  one  result 
of  the  New  Rules  must  be  that  hon. 
Members  must  as  far  as  possible  con- 
dense their  remarks.  I  make  no  com- 
plaint, I  have  no  right  to  make  any,  of 
the  length  of  the  speech  of  tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  and  I  am  sure  he 
cannot  complain  of  the  way  in  which  he 
was  listened  to.  But  I  hope  the  House 
will  allow  me  to  say  what  will  be  the  con- 
sequence if  this  discussion  is  allowed  to 
drift  from  its  legitimate  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  has  not  brought  forward 
one  single  case  which  bears  upon  the 
subject.  I  will  assume  in  his  favour 
that  some  of  his  cases  are  within  the 
spirit  of  his  Motion  as  being  connected 
with  the  events  of  the  13th  of  November. 
But  I  assert,  and  there  is  no  lawyer  in 
the  House  who  will  contradict  me,  that 
if  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  asserts  has 
taken  place  and  the  names  of  the  parties 
were  brought  to  the  attention  of  any 
magistrate  sitting  on  the  Bench,  there 
is  not  one  who  would  not  ha^e  directed 
inquiries  to  be  made,  and  it  does  not 
come  well  from  the  mouth  of  a  man  so 
foud  of  posing  as  the  friend  of  the 
people  that  lie  should  have  kept  back 
for  weeks  and  mouths  those  charges 
without  tho  elightost  intimation  of  their 
nature  being  given  to  the  police  autho- 
rities, and  that  ho  should  have  brought 
them  forward  now  for  the  purpose  of 
attracting  sympathy  when  he  knows 
they  will  appear  in  the  newspapers  to- 
morrow. I  ask,  is  it  fair  to  air  griev- 
ances in  this  House  for  which  the  laws 
of  this  country  afford  redress  ?  I  should 
be  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  if  I 
were  to  go  into  the  cases  brought  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Gentleman.     He  men- 
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tioned  99  E  two  or  three  times,  who,  he 
alleges,  had  grossly  assaulted  somebody 
in  the  police  station.  Why  has  not  the 
hon.  Member  written  to  the  Home 
Secretary  or  brought  the  matter  before 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  or  a 
magistrate  ?  It  is  really  degrading  the 
House  to  introduce  such  matters  for  the 
purpose  of  endeavouring  to  prejudice  the 
minds  of  any  persons  who  may  be  waver- 
ing on  the  main  question  by  suggesting 
that  the  Executive  Government  have 
been  shielding  men  who  had  misbehaved 
themselves.  The  hon.  Member  has  no 
right  to  insinuate  charges  of  this  kind 
against  the  Executive  Government,  when 
nobody  knows  better  than  himself  that 
the  Executive  Government  have  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  matter,  and  he 
has  not  imtil  a  few  moments  ago  brought 
the  cases  to  their  attention.  It  must  not 
be  thoughti  because  in  the  exercise  of 
my  judgment  and  out  of  respect  to 
the  dignity  of  the  House  I  do  not  arg^e 
this  question  of  personal  assault,  that  I 
admit  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  right  when 
he  states  that  the  Executive  Government 
have  failed  in  their  duty,  or  that  they 
have  shielded  the  police.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  assert  that  the  hon.  Member  has 
made  these  charges  without  a  shadow 
of  foundation.  Upon  the  main  ques- 
tion I  should  be  willing,  if  I  could 
in  fairness,  to  have  left  the  argu- 
ment on  this  matter  where  it  rested 
after,  if  he  will  allow  me  to  say  so,  the 
singularly  able  argument  of  the  Home 
Secretary.  But  in  all  probability  if  I 
had  done  that,  two  observations  would 
have  been  made — first,  that  the  Homo 
Secretary  had  enunciated  the  law  in  a 
way  I  was  unwilling  to  support ;  and, 
secondly,  that  a  direct  appeal  had  been 
made  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell),  and  that  I  did  not  rise  to 
answer  that  appeal.  It  is  for  that 
reason  that  I  shall  endeavour  as  briefly 
as  possible  to  put  before  the  House  some 
considerations  which  appear  to  me  to 
bear  directly  on  this  matter.  I  repeat 
and  support  every  proposition  of  law 
which  was  put  forward  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  No  doubt  sometimes  in  the 
course  of  my  observations  I  shall  be 
favoured  with  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney.  He 
made  an  appeal  to  me,  and  as  I  have  to 
reply  to  his  observations  I  trust  he  will 
do  me  the  favour  of  listening  to  me. 


Nothing  which  I  say  of  him  will  bo 
couched  in  any  but  terms  of  the  greatest 
respect.  In  another  place  he  has  been 
my  master,  but  here  we  meet  on  equal 
terms.  Does  the  House  remember  that 
about  three  weeks  or  a  month  ago  we 
were  told  that  there  had  been  a  mar- 
vellous council,  a  consultation  between 
the  great  lawyers  on  the  other  side,  and 
if  I  may  quote  their  names  without  being 
out  of  order  I  will  ask  leave  to  do  so. 
We  were  told  that  a  joint  consultation 
had  taken  place  between  a  number  of 
distinguished  and  learned  men,  headed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby — [Sir  William  Harcourt 
dissented] — and  attended  by  that  other 
able  Gentleman  (Mr.  Asquith)  who  de- 
fended the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Cunninghams 
Graham). 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  (Derby): 
The  report  is  not  true. 

Sir  RICHAED  WEBSTER :  I  am 
glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  it  is  not  true.  There  are  a 
great  many  statements  made  in  connec- 
tion with  this  matter  which  are  not  true. 
We  heard  that  seven  or  eight  learned 
Gentlemen  were  to  combine  and  give  a 
written  opinion,  which  was  not  going  to 
be  made  known  until  the  meeting  of 
Parliament.  I  waited  with  great  anxiety 
for  that  opinion,  and  I  am  sorry  that  the 
very  learned  Gentleman  who  is  to  follow 
me  has  not  considered  the  question  in  a 
lawyer's  point  of  view.  But  there  was 
another  interesting  and  amusing  thing  ; 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney  was  not  content  with  his  own 
opinion  and  research ;  the  Junior  Bar 
had  been  assisting  him  in  his  inquiries. 
He  also  told  us  that  he  had  received 
assistance  from  a  learned  solicitor,  Mr. 
Charles  Harrison.  He  said  that  he  had 
received  information  from  Mr.  Harrison, 
and  he  cited  Mr.  Harrison  publicly  in 
this  House;  but  I  think  it  is  a  little 
unfortunate  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  instead  of  taking 
instructions  from  somebody  else,  did  not 
go  and  examine  the  matter  for  himself, 
for  upon  the  main  and  particular  point 
upon  which  he  relied,  and  which  was 
communicated  by  Mr.  Harrison,  he  was 
absolutely  and  totally  in  the  wrong.  I 
will  prove  this  when  I  come  to  that  part 
of  the  argument.  Now,  let  us  consider 
what  is  the  question  we  are  discussing. 
We  were  told  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Hackney  this  was  a  serious 
issue,  in  which  the  public  claimed  the 
right,  according  to  the  custom  by  which 
they  had  exercised  it,  and  the  power,  to 
hold  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
Will  the  House  just  consider  what  is  the 
claim  which  is  put  forward — at  any 
time,  with  any  numbers,  to  go  to  Tra- 
falgar Square  and  to  congregate  there 
in  thousands  or  ten  of  thousands,  and  to 
block  up  the  adjoining  streets  as  long  as 
is  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  these  so- 
called  meetings,  on  any  day,  under  any 
circumstances,  and  whatever  may  be  the 
inconvenience  to  the  public.  Now,  I 
challenge  anybody  to  deny  that  this  is 
the  right  which  is  claimed,  and  if  it  were 
necessary  for  me  to  prove  my  case  I 
could  produce  that  which  I  had  had 
before  me  in  connection  with  the  trial — 
namely,  the  notice  by  which  this  right 
was  claimed  and  by  which  thousands  and 
tens  of  thousands  were  invited  to  come 
and  support  this  so-called  right.  I 
waited  yesterday  to  see  where  the  gpreat 
master  of  the  law  was  going  to  find 
authority  in  law  for  this  great  claim. 
It  is  no  use  confusing  this  with  the  right 
of  free  discussion  or  any  other ;  we  have 
to  consider  what  is  this  right  for  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  been 
contending.  He  told  the  House  yester- 
day that  he  was  not  going  to  deal  with 
the  narrow  and  technical  legal  pedantry 
of  the  question.  I  wonder  whether 
it  occurred  to  lawyers  in  this  House, 
when  they  heard  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  use  these  words,  that  when 
a  great  lawyer  is  obliged  to  disdain 
the  narrow  and  technical  pedantry 
of  the  question  he  is  rather  doubt- 
ful of  his  law?  If  he  could  have 
shown  a  legal  right  it  would  have 
been  the  strongest  foundation  upon 
which  he  could  have  stood ;  and  I  say, 
with  the  fullest  appreciation  of  my 
position,  that  there  is  not  from  beginning 
to  end  of  the  books,  one  single  dictum 
or  judgment  justifying  or  supporting 
the  proposition  that  in  a  public  thorough- 
fare or  a  public  place  set  aside  for  the 
people  to  pass  and  repass  and  to  enjoy  it 
in  the  ordinary  manner,  there  is  a  right 
of  meeting  or  of  coming  and  occupying 
that  place  for  the  purpose  of  any  public 
speaking  at  all.  I  assert  that  the  books 
are  full  of  authorities  the  other  way. 
[**No  !  "]  At  any  rate,  we  should  be 
glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  any  dictum  of  any 
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distinguished  lawyer  who  had  supported 
this  right.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber quoted,  in  the  first  place,  Baron 
Alderson.  Baron  Alderson  spoke  of  the 
right  of  public  meeting  as  being  regu- 
lated by  law  and  restrained  by 
reason.  He  did  not  mean  legal  regula- 
tions laid  down  by  the  First  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Works;  he  meant  regulated 
and  restrained  by  the  law;  and  I 
humbly  say  in  this  House  that  Baron 
Alderson  would  have  been  the  last  man 
to  have  suggested  when  he  used  the  words 
** regulated  by  law  "  he  meant  that  there 
was  a  right  of  public  meeting  in  public 
thorough  fares.  Then  the  hon .  and  learned 
Member  quoted  from  Professor  Dicey, 
but  I  think  it  would  have  been  almost 
as  well  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  read  the  whole  of  the  quotation.  I 
dare  say  he  has  had  to  rely,  as  I  have 
had  to  do  myself,  to  some  extent  upon 
the  assistance  of  others  in  that  respect ; 
but  the  passage  which  he  read  is  pre- 
ceded by  these  words — *  *  It  can  hardly  be 
said  that  our  Constitution  knows  of  such 
a  thing  as  any  specific  right  of  public 
meeting;"  and  it  is  after  those  words 
that  the  words  follow  which  were  read 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  the 
efi'ect  that  A,  B,  0,  D,  and  1,000  or 
10,000  other  persons  may,  as  a  general 
rule,  meet  together  in  any  place  where 
otherwise  they  each  have  a  right  to  be 
for  a  lawful  purpose  and  in  a  lawful 
manner.  Does  any  lawyer  in  this  House 
pretend  that  a  lawful  purpose  is  to  go 
into  a  highway  and  make  a  speech?  Why, 
it  has  been  decided  over  and  over  again 
by  the  Courts  of  this  country  that  a  man 
may  not  go  into  a  public  place  and  make 
a  speech  so  as  to  attract  a  crowd.  It 
has  been  decided  that  a  man  may  not 
put  pictures  in  his  window  so  as  to 
attract  a  crowd.  It  has  been  decided 
that  a  man  may  not  even  preach  on  his 
private  property  if  people  gathered  in  the 
street  to  listen  to  him.  It  is  an  idictable 
offence  so  to  obstruct  a  public  place.  It 
cannot  be  suggested  that  Mr.  Dicey 
when  he  spoke  of  "  a  lawful  purpose  " 
and  ''a  lawful  manner"  meant  '*  an 
unlawful  purpose"  and  *'an  unlawful 
manner."  Do  hon.  Members  opposite 
mean  to  say  that  these  meetings  were 
held  for  a  legal  purpose  and  in  a  lawful 
manner  ?  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  com- 
mitting an  indictable  offence  was  a 
lawful  purpose  and  acting  in  a  legal 
manner.     No    lawyer    can    cite    any 
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authority  to  the  contrary,  and  I  do  not 
suggest  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber laid  down  any  proposition  to  the 
contrary.     Identically  the  same  right 
was  raised  with  regard  to  the  Parks ;  I 
do  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  will  deny 
that  there  are  decisions  of  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Oockburn,  Mr.   Justice  Black- 
burn,   Lord    Justice   Mellor,   and  Mr. 
Justice  Quain,  none  of  them  men  desirous 
to  take  away  any  rights  from  the  people. 
These  learned  Judges  state  distinctly, 
with    regard    to    the    contention    that 
people  were  by  law  entitled  to  do  what 
they  liked  in  the  Parks  and  to  make 
speeches,  or  anything  of  the  kind,  that 
they  were  aware  of  no  legal  principle 
and  no  authority  upon  which  such  right 
rested,  and  that  they  were  quite  con- 
fident that    there    was    no    enactment 
which  said  anything  of  the  sort.     I  want 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  relies  upon  any  such  supposed 
right.     Let  him  produce  one  single  text- 
book writer  or  Judge  who  has  directly  or 
indirectly  recognized  such  a  right.    But 
the  direct  point  has  arisen  with  regard  to 
commons.  Nobody  will  deny  that  we  have 
a  right  to  walk  over  commons,  and  that 
there  are  many  commons  which  not  only 
the  commoners  but  the  public  have  the 
right  to  use.    The  question  arose  in  con- 
nection with  one  of  the  commons  near 
London,  where  it  was  urged  that  meet- 
ings had  been  held  for  nearly  20  years, 
and  the  plea  was  put  forward  that  be- 
cause the  public  had  a  right  to  go  there, 
the   right   of  public  meeting  existed. 
In  trying  the   case,  Mr.  Justice  Lush 
and  Mr.  Justice  Manisty  decided  that 
such  a  right  was  unknown  to  the  law, 
that  it  had  nothing  in  the  world  to  do  with 
the  rights  of  passage,  and  that  the  fact  of 
meetings  having  been  held  did  not  give 
any  right.     But  nothing  is  more  irk- 
some to  me  than  merely  to  rely  upon 
authorities.    I  appeal  to  any   lawyer, 
or  to  any  layman  who  has  studied  the 
Constitutional  history  of  this  country, 
and  I  assert  with  the  very  greatest  re- 
spect, that  whereas  it  has  always  been 
recognized  that  in  a  lawful  place  the 
public  have  the  right  to  condemn  the 
policy  of  the  Government  or  to  pass  any 
resolution  short  of  sedition,  nobody  has 
ever  pretended  that  a  place  set  apart  for 
public  purposes  could  be  rightfully  oc- 
cupied for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
speech.  If  that  claim  can  bo  in  any  way 


substantiated,  it  would  be  interesting  to 
know  whether  there  was  a  right  of  public 
meeting  in  the  open  space  between  the 
Athena3um  Club  and  the  United  Service 
Club,  or  in  front  of  the  Royal  Exchange, 
or  the  Thames  Embankment,  or  in  Lei- 
cester Square,  all  of  which  are  certainly 
spaces  dedicated  to  the  public.  If  the 
right  claimed  were  to  be  exercised,  where 
would  it  end  ?  I  think  that,  whereas  we 
ought  to  be  jealous  of  the  right  of  free 
speech  and  free  discussion,  we  are  not  at 
lioerty  and  ought  not  to  support  under 
pretence  of  that  free  speech  that  which 
is  not  a  right  but  ^hich  is  claimed  by 
persons  who  want  a  greater  use  of  public 
property  where  the  public  are  at  present 
able  to  enjoy  themselves.  I  now  pass, 
however,  from  that  subject,  not  that  I 
am  unwilling  at  any  time  to  argue  it 
further,  but  because  I  have  dealt  with 
broad  principles.  I  desire  to  refer  to  the 
particular  matter  with  which  I  began  my 
speech — namely,  this  question  as  it  is 
applicable  to  Trafalgar  Square.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
must  have  surprised  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  apparently  unearthing  two  Acts 
of  Parliament,  passed  respectively  in 
1813  and  1826,  by  which  he  said  this 
place  had  been  made  a  public  place — 
that  is  to  say,  a  square  for  the  public, 
and  that  the  Crown  had  no  right  in  it 
prior  to  the  Act  of  1844.  And  when  we 
demurred  and  intimated  that  undoubtedly 
it  was  Crown  property,  he  said  that  we 
were  misinformed. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL :  What  I 
said  was  that  the  legal  estate  was  vested 
in  the  Crown,  but  that  it  was  public 
property,  being  created  and  paid  for 
at  the  public  expense. 

SiE  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  was 
endeavouring  to  put  shortly  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member's  objection  to 
our  criticism  last  night.  What  are  the 
facts?  I  do  not  blame  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member.  It  was  a  little  unfortu- 
nate that  when  he  spoke  of  its  forming 
an  open  square  in  front  of  Charing 
Cross  he  left  out  the  words,  *' forming 
an  open  square  in  the  King's  Mews 
in  front  of  Charing  Cross."  It  was  a 
little  unfortunate,  when  he  was  en- 
deavouring to  rebut  the  express  recital 
of  the  Act  of  1844  the  property  was  vested 
in  the  Crown,  that  he  should  leave  out 
those  words.  But  that  was  not  all. 
To  the  Act  of  1813  and  the  Act  of 
1826,   under  which  this  property  waa 
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acquired,  there  was  scheduled  the  form 
of  conveyance  under  which  the  property 
was  bought;  and  I  assert  that  anybody 
who  studies  the  official  documents  will 
find  that  every  scrap  of  that  land  which 
was  purchased  was  purchased  by  and  on 
behalf  of  His  Majesty.  Moreover, 
there  was  a  remarkable  enactment 
which  the  hon.  and  learoed  Member  or 
those  who  assisted  him  had  omitted  to 
notice,  showing  that  prior  to  1844  no 
suggestion  had  been  made  that  there 
had  been  any  dedication  to  the  pub- 
lic. Somewhere  between  £300,000  and 
£400,000  had  been  spent  upon  Tra- 
falgar Square,  and,  so  far  from  that 
being  treated  as  public  moneys  for  ever, 
it  was  provided  in  the  Act  of  1829,  that 
whenever  the  land  revenues  should  re- 
vert to  the  Crown  the  Crown  should  re- 
pay that  £300,000  or  £400,000.  Yet 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  face 
of  that  fact,  asks  the  House  to  believe 
that  prior  to  1844  there  had  been  a  lay- 
ing out  of  Union  Square  for  the  pub- 
lic in  the  sense  that  it  was  not  a  part 
of  the  property  in  possession  of  Her 
Majesty.  I  admit  that  the  question  of 
the  legal  ownership  of  the  Square  has  for 
the  purposes  of  to-day  very  little  to  do 
with  this  question.  But  it  is  our  duty, 
when  an  hon.  and  learned  Member 
of  so  much  eminence  puts  before  the 
House — unintentionally,  I  am  sure— so 
erroneous  a  statement  of  the  facts  as  one 
that  is  authoritative  and  accurate,  to 
supplement  and  correct  the  information 
which  he  has  given  to  the  House.  For- 
tunately for  myself  I  had  time  to-day 
to  turn  up  the  Acts  of  Parliament  bear- 
ing on  the  matter,  and  I  assert  that  the 
whole  of  that  land  was  purchased  on 
behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that  a  clause 
was  inserted  providing  that  tbo  Crown 
should  repay  that  money  so  expended 
in  the  event  of  the  hereditary  revenues 
of  the  Crown  hereafter  reverting  to  the 
Crown.  In  the  Act  of  1844  there  was 
an  express  recital  that  these  things  are 
all  vested  in  Her  Majesty  in  virtue  of 
the  Crown.  Everybody  agrees  that  the 
Executive  Government  are  not  acting 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty  individually, 
but  that  they  are  acting  in  protection  of 
public  rights  and  of  public  property ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  not  refer  in  this  de- 
bate to  the  mere  question  of  ownership. 
Sir  CHARLES EUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  better  TOAd  the  Act.     It  goes  on  to 
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say  that  the  space  or  square  has  been 
formed,  laid  out,  embellished,  and  or- 
namented at  the  public  expense. 

Sir  BICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  have 
never  denied  that  public  money  was 
spent  upon  Trafalgar  Square.  I  have 
pointed  out  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  made  an  undoubted  mistake  in 
regard  to  the  Acts  of  1813  and  1826.  I 
was  not  dealing  with  the  Act  of  1844, 
but  with  the  position  of  things  prior  to 
the  Act  of  1844 ;  and  I  have  admitted 
in  the  plainest  terms  that  there  had 
been  a  public  expenditure  on  tho  Square 
prior  to  1844,  and  that  it  then  vested  in 
Her  Majesty  in  virtue  of  the  Crown. 
I  must  say  that  I  regret  one  incident  in 
this  debate,  and  that  is  that  one  who 
has  held  the  position  of  the  fi^rst  Law 
Officer  of  the  Crown  should  have 
thought  fit  across  the  Table  of  the 
House  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  to 
make  a  statement  in  regard  to  the 
opinions  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  for  a  long  period  of  years.  I 
have  always  understood  that  the  opinions 
given  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
are  confidential  documents  in  the  strictest 
sense  of  the  word ;  and,  knowing  as  he 
did  that  my  mouth  was  closed,  I  con- 
fess I  was  a  little  surprised  that  he 
should  have  thought  fit  to  make  a 
suggestion  in  respect  to  those  documents 
which  he  knows  perfectly  well  that  neither 
the  Home  Secretary  nor  I  could  accede 
to.  But  I  am  fortunately  able,  without 
breaking  confidence,  to  answer  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  on  his  own  ground. 
He  asserted  that  Sir  George  Grey  said 
twice  in  this  House  that  Trafalgar 
Square  was  a  lawful  place  of  public 
meeting.  He  gave  us  two  instances. 
The  first  was  in  1848,  when  Sir  George 
Grey  dealt  in  this  House  with  the 
matter  respecting  Mr.  Cochrane's  meet- 
ing. All  that  Sir  George  Grey  there 
said  was  that  the  meeting  was  not  by 
its  purpose  an  illegal  meeting,  but  that 
the  place  in  which  it  was  held  was  pro- 
hibited by  the  57th  of  Geo,  III.,  and 
neither  directly  nor  indirectly  did  he 
refer  to  the  question  of  people  being 
entitled  to  hold  a  public  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  This  is  most  import- 
ant, and  anybody  can  read  for  himself 
from  the  authorized  reports  the  language 
which  Sir  George  Grey  used.     He  said — 


(< 


The  Commissioners  of  Police,  seeing  the  ad 
vcrtisemcnt,  wrote  to  Mr.  Cochrane,  and  in- 
formed him  that  there  >va8  an  Act  of  Parlia 
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mont,  tho  57th  Geo.  III.,  the  provisions  of 
which  prohibited  tho  holding  of  any  meeting 
in  tho  open  air  for  tho  purpose  of  petitioning 
Parliament Mr.  Cochrane  acknow- 
ledged tho  receipt  of  tho  communication  in  a 
letter  in  which  he  stated  that  he  was  not  aware 
the  meeting  was  illegal.  Tho  Commissioners, 
in  reply,  told  him  that  ho  mistook  their  mean- 
ing, that  it  was  not  an  illegal  meeting,  but 
that  tho  place  appointed  for  it  was  within  the 
limits  prohibited  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.'* 

The  lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Hack- 
ney is  a  great  lawyer.  Will  ho  seriously 
assert  that  when  a  man  says  it  is  illegal 
under  one  Act,  that  implies  that  it  is 
legal  without  that  Act  of  Parliament  ? 
That  argument  would  not  do  in  a  Court 
of  Law,  and  I  do  not  think  it  will  do  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  I  say  that 
Sir  George  Grey  was  neither  directly  nor 
indirectly  referring  to  the  right  of  pub- 
lic meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square.  He 
was  referring  to  a  particular  statute 
which  prohibited  particular  meetings. 
The  other  instance  cited  in  respect  to 
Sir  George  Grey  occurred  in  1866.  And 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  somewhat  parrot-like, 
repeated  the  statement  that  was  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Hackney — namely,  that  Sir  George  Grey 
was  advised  by  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  that  there  was  a  legal  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square — we  sent 
for  the  book  and  made  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  read  it  last  night. 
Well,  I  venture  to  say  that  there  was 
not  a  line  or  a  word  to  justify  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Hackney  that  Sir  George  Grey  said, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  that  he  had 
been  advised  by  tho  Law  Officers  of  the 
Government  that  there  was  a  legal  right 
to  hold  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
Let  me  then  assume  that  we  are  to  deal 
with  this  question  apart  from  the  alleged 
admissions  of  previous  Home  Secretaries, 
and  let  us  see  how  the  matter  stands. 
Undoubtedly  there  have  been  at  times 
meetings  held  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
There  undoubtedly  have  been  times 
when,  without  serious  interference  with 
tho  public  right,  those  meetings  might 
bo  permitted.  But  I  say  that  under 
no  circumstances  have  those  meetings 
been  permitted  in  the  sense  of  being 
allowed  because  they  were  claimed  as  of 
right.  Those  meetings  have  been  per- 
mitted because  the  present  Government, 
like  previous  Governments,  did  not  wish 
to  intcrfcro  with  that  which  possibly  was 


an  illegal  use  of  the  Square,  unless  it 
was  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  service.  And  I  really  want  to 
know  what  the  complaint  against  the 
Government  is.  Is  it  that  they  did  not 
interfere  soon  enough  or  that  they  ought 
not  to  have  interfered  at  all?  It  has 
been  already  demonstrated  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  that  if 
they  had  not  interfered  at  all  they  would 
have  been  grossly  negligent  of  their 
duty.  I  have  heard  reference  made  to 
Mr.  Justice  Charles,  who  said  that  the 
Executive  could  well  afford  to  let  people 
say  that  they  had  taken  too  many  pre- 
cautions rather  than  let  the  mischief 
occur  from  fear  of  being  blamed  for  in- 
terforing.  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  made  a  curious  mis- 
statement in  regard  to  my  speech.  He 
asserted  that  I  had  said  there  was  no 
evidence  that  the  Government  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  Sir  Charles  Warren's 
regulations.  I  ventured  to  correct  him, 
and  he  read  my  words,  which  did  not 
support  his  statement.  My  words  were 
that  there  was  not  a  tittle  of  evidence 
that  Sir  Charles  Warren  had  acted  upon 
the  suggestion  of  the  Government.  The 
defendant  Burns  called  Sir  Charles 
Warren  the  creature  of  the  Government ; 
the  defendant  Burns  had  suggested  that 
the  object  of  the  Government  was  to  pre- 
vent free  discussion  in  respect  to  their 
own  policy.  He  suggested  that  the 
Government  had  not  acted  in  the  interest 
of  public  safety.  Fortunately  for  us, 
and  fortunately  for  justice.  Sir  Charles 
Warren  was  examined  on  oath,  and 
a  summary  of  his  evidence  was  given 
by  the  Home  Secretary  last  night. 
There  are  one  or  two  matters  in  con- 
nection with  that  which  I  should  like 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  tho 
House.  Sir  Charles  Warren  said  he  had 
personally  watched  those  processions, 
that  he  had  seen  them  going  to  Trafalgar 
Square  day  by  day,  and  that  if  they  had 
not  been  watched  by  the  police  there 
would  have  been  the  same  danger  to  the 
Metropolis  as  occurred  in  February, 
1886.  The  excuse  given  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  was 
that  the  police  happened  to  go  to  a 
wrong  place,  and  because  of  that  a 
serious  riot  occurred.  Supposing  the 
police  had  gone  to  the  wrong  place 
during  the  October  and  November  meet- 
ings? Sir  Charles  Warren  has  stated 
on  oath  that,  in  his  opinion,  those  SL^'i^SE^ 
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were  a  danger  to  the  streets  through 
which  they  passed.  I  may  mention  one 
circumstance  in  connection  with  that 
subject.  The  Home  Secretary  told  the 
House  last  night  that  Sir  Charles 
Warren  reported  to  him  that  the  people 
who  assembled  were  organized,  and 
were  able  to  go  in  organized  bands  to 
Trafalgar  Square  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  processions  in  the  streets,  and 
that  they  could  assemble  1,000  strong 
in  10  minutes.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
any  Executive,  with  what  Lord  Salis- 
bury properly  called  the  object  lesson 
of  1886  before  their  eyes,  in  neglecting 
the  warnings  of  October,  1887,  would 
have  been  grossly  negligent  of  their 
duty.  Hon.  Members  would  not  forget 
that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  connection 
between  the  disturbance  of  1886  and  the 
defendant  Bums,  who  was  one  of  the 
defendants  on  the  present  occasion. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  was 
severe  on  Sir  Charles  Warren's  regula- 
tion of  the  8th  of  November.  He 
asserted  on  his  authority  that  Section  52 
of  the  Act  gave  Sir  Charles  Warren  no 
power  to  make  the  regulation,  on  the 
ground  that  it  only  regulated  processions 
which  were  likely  to  obstruct  the  streets. 
I  do  not  believe  any  Judge  in  the  land 
reading  the  statute  would  construe  it  in 
that  absurd  and  narrow  way.  Let  us 
test  it.  Let  us  suppose  that  two  proces- 
sions are  organized  of  20,000  people, 
and  that  they  are  both  converging  on 
the  same  point.  It  is  suggested  that 
the  police  are  to  make  regulations 
whereby  a  procession  is  to  be  broken 
up  and  a  small  number  of  persons  only 
are  to  be  allowed  to  pass.  It  was 
proved  that  all  those  processions  were 
so  exactly  timed  as  to  come  from  five  or 
six  different  avenues  into  Charing  Cross 
at  the  same  time.  What  would  have  hap  • 
pened  if  those  advancing  processions  had 
met  at  the  same  time  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  said  that  no  reason- 
able man  had  any  doubt  that  if  the  proces- 
sions had  been  allowed  to  pass  no  harm 
would  have  happened.  [  Opposition  cheers  J] 
Yes,  it  is  easy  for  hon.  Members  with 
no  responsibility  to  say  so.  It  is  ridicu- 
lous to  say  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  is 
the  creature  of  the  Executive;  it  is  a 
slander  on  him.  Sir  Charles  Warren 
has  gone  into  the  witness-box  and  stated 
on  oath  that,  in  his  judgment,  there 
would  have  been  a  serious  riot  if  those 
/>Tooe6sions  had  been  allowed  to   cou- 
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verge.  But  the  House  may  judge  for 
itself  what  was  the  character  of  those 
processions.  They  were  organized  by 
the  Badioal  associations,  and  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
in  believing  that,  so  far  as  the  Badioal 
associations  themselves  were  concerned, 
they  did  not  wish  to  see  any  disorder. 
I  never  suggested  that  at  the  Central 
Criminal  Court ;  but  what  charm  have 
the  summoners  of  a  meeting  got  that 
they  can  keep  away  the  roughs  and  the 
criminal  classes,  who  have  been  watched 
in  the  Square  day  by  day  ?  The  pro- 
cessions took  place  on  the  Sunday  aiter- 
noon.  On  the  Saturday  night  it  came 
to  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Tims,  the  se- 
cretary, somehow  or  other,  that  the  pro- 
cessions were  going  to  be  armed  with 
sticks  or  weapons.  So  important  did 
he  think  this  matter  that  he  sent  out 
special  messages  on  Saturday  night  to 
the  stewards  of  26  different  places  to 
stop  anything  like  sticks  being  carried 
in  the  procession.  But  what  good  was 
that,  seeing  that  the  procession  was  to 
consist  of  60,000  or  70,000  people?  I 
wish  the  House  to  consider  this — that 
if  it  was  true,  and  I  believe  it  was, 
that  the  Badical  associations  did  not 
wish  any  disorder  in  the  demonstration, 
how  was  it  that  the  invitations  to  come 
in  their  thousands  had  been  so  miscon- 
strued ?  The  Badical  associations  can- 
not keep  away,  much  as  they  might 
wish,  the  thousands  of  rough  men  who 
are  prepared  to  take  advantage  of  any 
scrimmage  that  may  occur,  or  riot  which 
may  break  out,  or  any  temptation  to 
enrich  themselves  at  the  expense  of 
their  neighbours.  It  is  a  remarkable 
fact  that  every  one  of  those  processions 
was  accompanied  by  men  armed  with 
sticks,  in  many  cases  studded  with  nails, 
with  gaspipes,  and  even  with  knives. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
How  many  gaspipes  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  we  have 
succeeded  in  getting  hold  of  every  wea- 
pon that  was  carried  ?  The  fact  that  in 
a  number  of  cases  we  have  succeeded  in 
being  able  to  capture  a  number  of  wea- 
pons by  no  means  shows  that  there  were 
no  other  weapons  carried.  To  say,  there- 
fore, that  processions  of  that  character 
should  bo  allowed  to  converge  upon  i^ 
particular  place  with  a  view  of  exer- 
cising what  is  called  the  Constitutional 
right  of  public  meeting,   is  a  simple 
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abuse  of  language.  A  so-called  right 
is  to  be  turned  into  gross  licence  and 
lawlessness.  We  were  twitted  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  for  having 
declined  to  raise  this  question  in  Mr. 
Saunders'  case.  I  do  wish,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  have  stu- 
died that  case  in  the  Court.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  a  copy  of  Mr. 
Gorrie  Grant's  speech  in  that  case ;  but 
why  did  he  not  tell  us  what  Mr.  Saunders 
was  charged  with  ?  Mr.  Saunders  was 
arrested  for  violently  obstructing  the 
police,  and  the  magistrate  found  that  he 
had  been  guilty  of  no  violent  conduct. 
There  were  only  two  things  for  which 
Mr.  Saunders  could  have  been  arrested 
— using  seditious  language  and  hold- 
ing an  illegal  meeting.  Neither  of  those 
charges  is  punishable  on  summary  con- 
viction, so  that  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
police  had  improperly  arrested  Mr. 
Saunders,  and  that  there  was  no  charge 
made  against  him  on  which  this  ques- 
tion of  rifi^ht  could  be  raised.  There 
are  many  hon.  Members  who  know,  if 
they  wish  to  raise  the  right,  how  to  do 
it ;  but  it  is  not  fair  to  suggest  that  the 
Government  burked  an  inquiry  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Saunders.  I  will  undertake 
to  say  that  the  question  could  not  have 
been  raised  in  Mr.  Saunders'  case  in 
any  shape  or  form.  Let  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  is  a  lawyer,  and  who  may 
succeed  me  in  the  debate,  take  up  the 
proceedings,  and  tell  us  on  what  charge 
this  question  of  right  could  have  been 
raised.  I  was  also  twitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  with  having 
objected  to  evidence  in  the  trial  of 
Messrs.  Graham  and  Burns.  The  House 
will  remember  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North- West  Lanarkshire  was  de- 
fended by  another  hon.  Member  of  this 
House — the  hon.  Member  for  East  Fife 
(Mr.  Asquith).  No  one  who  heard  the 
defence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  can  doubt 
that  his  client  was  most  ably  defended. 
But  every  lawyer  knows  that  if  I  ob- 
jected to  previous  proceedings  being 
gone  into,  the  way  in  which  to  raise  the 
question  was  for  the  counsel  to  press 
the  evidence  and  ask  for  a  point  to  be 
reserved.  The  charges  which  were  being 
made  against  the  defendants  were  those 
of  riot  and  unlawful  assembly ;  and  it 
did  not  need  g^at  experience  to  know 
that  the  conduct  of  the  police  had  no- 
thing in  the  world  to  do  with  the  charge 
being  tried  before  the  jury.  Therefore,  I 


took  the  objection,  and  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  press  the  matter.  It  is  asked 
of  us — **How  long  are  you  going  to 
keep  up  this  police  regulation  ?  "  The 
right  and  proper  answer  is  that  the 
Executive  are  the  judges.  But  let  the 
House  judge  for  themselves  whether  it 
is  right  at  the  present  time  to  maintain 
the  order.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanarkshire  and  Burns  were  in 
prison  for  six  weeks.  After  they  got 
out  what  did  the  defendant  Bums  say 
with  reference  to  this  question  of  Tra- 
falgar Square  ?  This  is  what  the 
Executive  Government  are  threatened 
with — 

•*They  wanted  a  rallying  cry — something 
which  woald  galvanize  and  crystallize  their 
aspirations.  They — the  French — chose  the 
Bastille,  in  which  some  of  their  fellow- 
creatures  were  sufifering  for  daring  to  oppose 
the  Executive  Government.  And  they  whom 
he  now  addressed  could  make  Trafalgar  Square 
their  revolutionary  square  and  let  their  Baistille 
be  Pentonville  Prison.  And  when  they  had 
captured  Trafalgar  Square— and  he  intended 
to  be  one  of  those  to  do  it— let  the  celebration 
of  the  capture  of  their  open*air  town  hall— 
their  Trafalgar  Square  revolution— be  the  de- 
molition of  their  Bastille — that  cursed  prison  at 
Pentonville  which  represented  all  the  vices  and 
the  embodiment  of  all  that  was  bad  in  the  worst 
possible  forms  of  government  and  the  system  of 
society.'* 

What  would  this  House  think  of  a  Gt)- 
vernment  if  it  should,  confronted  with  a 
man  who  is  capable  of  using  that  lan- 
guage, and  who  is  supposed  to  be  the 
leader  of  thousands  of  persons,  at  once 
withdraw  the  prohibition  which  the 
Police  Authorities  think  is  necessary 
for  the  safety  of  the  public  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  by  his  Motion, 
asks  for  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  as 
to  limiting  the  rights  of  interference  by 
the  Executive  Government.  Does  any 
man  suggest  that  a  Oommittee  of  this 
House  can  take  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  Government  the  responsibility 
of  dealing  with  questions  affecting  the 
peace  of  the  Metropolis?  Does  any- 
body suggest  that  a  Oommittee  of  this 
House  can  lay  down  the  circumstances 
under  which  you  can  permit  street 
preaching  or  public  speaking,  and  the 
limits  within  which  you  ought  to  stop 
it  ?  Regulation  is  suggested.  Regula- 
tion as  to  what  ?  As  to  numbers  ?  Why, 
how  is  it  possible  to  lay  down  regula- 
tions as  to  what  numbers  may  go  to 
Trafalgar  Square?  Such  a  regulation 
would  be  perfectly  absurd  and  futile. 
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Or  as  to  the  subject  of  discussion,  what 
regulation  can  you  lay  down  except  that 
you  have  a  right  to  discuss  in  a  proper 
place  every  subject  that  falls  short  of 
sedition  or  those  matters  which  are  pro- 
hibited by  law?  The  result  of  the 
matter  is  this.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  started  upon  this  inquiry  in  the 
belief  that  he  could  condemn  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  respect  of  it.  It 
was  publicly  announced  that  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  was  going  to  bo 
moved  in  this  matter.  I  have  the  autho- 
rity of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  for  saying  that  any  Amend- 
ment to  the  Address  was  a  Vote  of  Want 
of  Confidence ;  and  it  cannot  for  a  mo- 
ment be  admitted  that  because  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  altered  the 
form  in  which  the  subject  is  presented 
the  Government  ought  to  meet  him  by 
acquiescing  in  it,  thereby  practically 
admitting  that  there  was  a  case  to  which 
they  had  no  answer.  If  it  is  desired  to 
mako  any  Amendment  in  the  law,  it 
ought  to  be  considered  carefully.  I3ut 
it  is  idle  to  suggest  that  you  can  claim 
an  existing  right  in  respect  of  this  par- 
ticular place  higher  than  you  can  claim 
in  respect  of  any  other  public  thorough- 
fare or  public  place.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  shown  that  they  would 
support  the  responsible  Authorities  when 
the  responsible  Authorities  felt  that  in 
the  interests  of  public  safety  certain 
action  should  be  taken.  This  Motion  in 
effect  asserts  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  wrong  in  that  course.  I 
ask  those  who  believe  in  the  rights  of 
the  people  being  protected,  but  who  do 
not  believe  in  spurious  rights  set  up  and 
alleged  for  the  purpose  of  claiming  for 
particular  individuals  that  which  is  not 
enjoyed  by  their  fellow  men,  to  join 
with  us  in  rejecting  this  Motion  on  the 
ground  that  we  have  interfered  with  no 
right,  public  or  private,  enjoyed  by  the 
people,  but  have  merely  taken  care 
that  the  user  of  public  places  shall  be 
consistont  with  the  safety  of  person  and 
property. 

Sin  WILLIAM  HAIlCOUET(  Derby): 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General,  I  think,  need  not 
havo  apologized  for  not  having  suffi- 
ciently exhausted  the  treatment  of  this 
question.  He  has  treated  it  quite 
sufficiently  exhaustively  and  quite  suffi- 
ciently broadly  for  this  purpose  at  least 
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— that  if  his  argument  is  accepted  and 
acted  upon  as  the  Government  have 
acted  upon  it,  there  is  no  longer,  either 
in  London  or  elsewhere,  any  right  of 
public  meeting  in  this  country.  Now 
he  began  his  argument  by<  absolutely 
challenging  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing. On  the  other  hand,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
in  his  speech  last  night  said  that — 

"Tho  Govomment  wore  of  opinion  that 
public  discontent  should  find  a  free  and  open 
voice,  and  should  not  bo  driven  to  express  itsolf 
in  secret  conventicles.** 

I  am  very  glad  that  there  is  one  Membor 
of  the  Government,  at  all  events,  who 
holds  that  opinion,  because  in  justifying 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  relation 
to  another  part  of  the  country  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  stated 
that  its  principal  merit  was  that  at  all 
events  it  had  driven  discontent  into 
secret.  Well,  now,  to  use  a  celebrated 
phrase  of  Sir  James  Graham,  I  think 
we  have  had  enough  of  Niti  PHus,  and 
that  with  reference  to  this  question  we 
may  have  a  little  too  much  of  the  Cen- 
tral Criminal  Court.  I  would  ask  leave, 
therefore,  to  look  at  this  question  in  a 
little  freer  and  broader  atmosphere  than 
that  which  is  found  at  the  Old  Bailey. 
What,  then,  is  tho  proposition  for  which 
tho  Government  contend,  and  for  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
has  argued?  He  says,  and  we  admit 
that  there  are  various  conditions  upon 
which  alone  public  meetings  can  bo 
held.  First  of  all,  a  meeting  must  be 
for  a  lawful  object,  which  is  not  dis- 
disputed ;  and,  secondly,  it  must  be  in  a 
place  whore  a  man  has  a  right  to  be ; 
and  then  he  proceeds  to  demonstrate 
that  there  is  no  place  where  anybody 
has  a  right  to  be  for  a  public  meeting. 
What  is  the  meaning  of  proving  that 
Trafalgar  Square  belongs  to  the  Crown? 
If  Trafalgar  Square  belongs  to  the 
Crown  in  the  same  right  as  the  Park 
belongs  to  the  Crown,  will  you  deduce 
from  that  the  consequence  that  the 
Crown  has  the  right  to  forbid  public 
meetings  either  in  the  Park  or  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  ?  This  very  right  was 
set  up  in  1866  in  reference  to  the  Park, 
and  what  was  the  consequence  ?  Does 
tho  right  of  public  meeting  exist  in  the 
Park  or  does  it  not  ?  What  is  the  view 
of  the  Government  upon  that  sub- 
ject ? 
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Sib  EICHARD  WEBSTEE  :  It  ex- 
ists by  Statute. 

Sir   WILLIAM    HARCOURT:  By 
Statute !    The  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  [  am  afraid,  has  not  read 
the  Statute,  because  the  Statute  does 
not  confer  upon  the  public  a  right  of 
meeting;  it  assumes  that  the  right  of 
public  meeting  exists,  and    gives  the 
Crown  the  right   to  regulate   a  public 
meeting  there.     I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned    Attoniey   General,   before   he 
advises  the  Home  Office,  and  talks  of 
the  traditions  of  the  Home  Office,  had 
better  acquaint  himself  with  the  opinions 
of  those  who  preceded  him  in  relation 
to  this  question.     Now    it   is    a   little 
too  much   that   the  hon.   and  learned 
Attorney  General  should  deprecate  re- 
ference to  former  legal  opinions  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Grown.     For  what 
does    the   right    hon.    Gentleman    the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment do  ?   He  comes  down  here  and  says 
— **Iact  upon  the  traditions  of  the  Home 
Office  and  on  the  opinions  I  found  there." 
Now,  I  undertake  to  say  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  is  in  contradic- 
tion of  every  tradition  that  existed  at 
the  Home  Office  when  I  was  there — and 
I  hope  I  left  it  in  this  matter  as  I  found 
it — and  contrary  to  every  opinion  given 
by  the  Law  Officers  to  previous  Secre- 
taries of  State.    I  assert  that  with  the 
most  absolute  confidence.     What  was 
the  case  at  Hyde  Park  ?    When  a  claim 
was  made  to  hold  meetings  in  the  Park, 
just  as  in  Trafalgar  Square,  the  right  of 
the  Crown  as  proprietor  of  the  Park  to 
forbid  the  public  to  hold  a  meeting  in  the 
Park  was  set  up.  Did  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  advise  that  upon  that  ground 
such  a  meeting  could  be  treated  as  an 
unlawful  meeting  ?    They  certainly  did 
not.     The  question  was  put  in  1866  to 
the  Law  Officers  whether,  supposing  a 
number  of  persons  who  had  already  en- 
tered Hyde  Park  to  form  itself  into  a 
meeting  for  the  discussion  of  political 
subjects,  any  legal  authority  to  disperse 
such  meeting  by  force  exists,  though 
general  notice  may   have  been  given 
that  meetings  of  this  description  would 
not  be  allowed  ?    That  was  the  distinct 
question  put  to  two  as  groat  Law  Offi- 
cers as  ever  filled  the  offices  of  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown— Sir  Hugh  Cairns 
and  Sir  John  Karslake— and  their  an- 
swer was  in  substance  this — 


"There  is  not  for  any  practical  purpose  a 
legal  authority  to  disperse  by  force  a  meeting 
of  the  kind  supposed  consisting  of  a  large 
number  of  people,  and  that  whether  notice  has 
been  given  or  not." 

This  is  most  material,  and  shows  exactly 
how  it  was  that  the  right  of  public 
meeting  in  Hyde  Park  was  recognized. 
There  was  absolutely  no  right.  It  stood 
absolutely  on  usage. 

Sir  RICHAED  WEBSTER:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Qontleman  read  the  be- 
ginning of  that  opinion?  He  gels  it 
out  of  jffansard. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I 
have  not  got  JIansardf  and  I  did  not 
take  it  out  of  Hansard,  1  took  it  from 
my  own  private  notes.  [Sir  Chables 
EussELL  here  handed  up  a  volume  to 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemao,  who  read ; — 
'*  We  think  there  is  a  right  in  point  of 
law  to  close  the  gates  of  the  Park."]  But 
my  whole  argument  is  that  that  did  not 
carry  with  it  a  right  to  disperse  the 
meeting  as  an  unlawful  assembly.  What 
it  carried  with  it— and  that  is  what 
these  Law  Officers  pointed  out — was  the 
right  to  bring  an  action  for  trespass  or 
proceeding  by  way  of  intrusion.  That 
is  of  the  essence  of  the  whole  thing.  I 
consider  that  the  whole  thing  turns  upon 
that.  Now,  the  Oovernment  have  not 
taken  the  course  which  they  might  have 
taken  of  proceeding  against  these  people 
for  trespass  or  intrusion  on  Trafalgar 
Square,  but  they  have  dispersed  them 
as  an  unlawful  meeting  by  force,  and 
that  is  what  Sir  Hugh  Cairns  and  Sir 
John  Karslake  said  they  had  no  right  to 
do  in  the  case  of  Hyde  Park. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  read  the 
whole  opinion  ? 

SiB  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  point 
out  what  he  wants  read  I  will  read  it. 
Is  it  not  there?  [handing  the  volume 
across  the  Table]. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  (after 
looking  at  the  page) :  There  is  an  opi- 
nion, but  not  the  opinion  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted.  The  opi- 
nion that  is  quoted  in  Hansard  is  that  of 
Lord  Cockburn,  Lord  Westbury,  and 
Mr.  Wills.  The  opinion  which  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  quoted  is  said 
to  be  the  opinion  of  Sir  Hugh  Cairns 
and  Sir  John  Karslake,  and  is  taken, 
I  understand,  from  private  notes ;  that 
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opinion  has,  as  far  as  I  know,  never 
been  published. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  do 
not  know  why  it  should  not  be  published 
as  much  as  other  opinions  have  been 
published.  I  want  to  point  out  the 
notorious  fact  that  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  had  been  advised — ^you  will 
find  it  all  over  the  debates  of  the  time — 
that  you  could  only  proceed  in  this  way 
by  trespass  or  intrusion ;  and  that  was 
clearly  the  ground  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment found  it  impossible  to  put  down 
meetings  in  Hyde  Park.  I  will  refer  to 
another  thing  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  will  not  object  to,  I 
think.  There  was  a  police  order  in  1862 
in  which  it  was  said  that — 

'*  Any  one  threatening  to  deliver  any  speech 
or  address  or  discuss  any  popular  or  exciting 
topic  is  to  be  cautioned  that  ho  cannot  be 
allowed  to  do  so,  and  if  he  persists  he  is  to  bo 
removed  out  of  the  Park,  and  the  persons 
forming  the  meeting  are  to  be  told  to  depart." 

Well,  that  was  the  police  order  which 
was  enforced  in  Hyde  Park,  and  then, 
upon  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown,  was  withdrawn  because  it 
could  not  be  enforced.  I  am  bound  to 
make  this  statement  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  has  chosen  to 
say  that  the  course  the  Government  has 
taken  is  in  conformity  with  the  former 
traditions  of  the  Home  Office.  I  heard 
that  with  great  astonishment,  for  it  is 
wholly  inconsistent  with  all  traditions 
and  with  all  the  opinions  that  I  have 
seen.  The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  has  referred  to  the  case  of  a 
common.  I  think  that  is  a  good  illus- 
tration, and  I  was  going  to  refer  to  it. 
People  have  a  right  to  go  on  a  common 
to  play  football  and  cricket.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  says  they 
have  no  legal  right.  Well,  you  may 
proceed  against  them  if  you  like  by  an 
action  of  trespass,  but  what  good  would 
it  do  you  ?  What  damages  would  you 
get?  It  is  because  you  have  not  the 
right  of  arrest,  only  to  proceed  by  tres- 
pass, that  people  do  play  football  and 
cricket  on  the  common.  It  is  the  right 
of  user ;  it  is  a  valuable  social  right,  and 
I  will,  in  the  case  of  public  meetings, 
call  it  a  political  right.  You  know  that 
the  House  of  Commons  has  refused  to 
allow  the  owners  of  the  commons  to 
hat  up  those  commons  without  providing 
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by  absolute  allotment — which  a  lawyer 
may  say  is  not  a  legal  right  at  all.  But 
they  recognize  the  rights  of  user  and 
treat  them  as  substantial  rights,  although 
they  may  be  proved  in  a  Court  of  Law 
not  to  be  technically  legal  rights.  That 
was  exactly  the  view  taken  in  the  case 
of  Hyde  Park.  There  there  was  a  right 
of  user  of  public  meetings  and  of  general 
public  enjoyment,  and  Parliament  would 
not  allow  it  to  be  taken  away,  and  I 
hope  they  will  not  allow  it  to  be  taken 
away  in  the  case  of  political  meetings. 
You  say  the  ownership  is  in  the  Crown. 
I  dare  say  it  is.  The  ownership  in 
other  cases  may  be  in  private  indi- 
viduals, and  when  you  have  raised  that 
what  does  it  amount  to  ?  If  the  Crown 
prevented  public  meetings  and  private 
owners  prevented  them,  what  would  bo- 
come  of  public  meetings  ?  They  would 
be  put  an  end  to  by  the  arguments  of 
the  Government  and  by  the  policy  of 
the  Government.  You  may  go  into 
Scotland ;  you  may  ^o  into  the  county 
of  Sutherland.  Nobody  has  a  legal 
right  there,  or  in  the  greater  part  of  it, 
except  the  Duke  of  Sutherland.  Well, 
is  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
going  to  say  that  no  man  has  a  right  in 
Sutherland  except  the  proprietor  of  the 
soil  *?  And  yet  the  argument  would  be 
just  as  valid  as  the  argument  he  has 
now  set  up.  Why,  as  regards  this 
argument  of  his,  I  could  have  helped 
him  to  authorities  even  stronger  than 
those  which  he  quoted.  He  will  find 
one  in  the  Kingston-on-Thames  ease, 
where  it  was  an  indictable  offence.  I 
will  quote  him  the  words  of  Chief  Jus- 
tice Cooke,  who  said  that  if  players 
caused  an  unusual  concourse  of  people 
to  assemble  to  see  them  at  their  tricks, 
that  was  an  unlawful  assembly  for 
which  they  might  be  indicted.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  is  at  this  moment  looking  up 
precedents  upon  the  history  of  unlawful 
assemblies  in  this  country.  I  repudiate 
arguing  this  question  in  that  way. 
The  right  is  there.  It  is  a  political 
right  which  has  belonged  for  genera- 
tions to  the  people  of  this  country,  not 
asserted  in  the  Courts  of  Law,  but  of 
which  Parliament  may  take  cognizanoe 
and  make  provision  for  as  in  the  case  of 
the  common.  How  was  the  right  of 
public  meeting  established  in  Hyde 
I'ark?    I  do  not  know  bow  soon  %h^ 
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Goyernment  will  attack  that.  I  will 
quote  from  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  of 
High  political  authority  at  the  time.  It 
18  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
senior  Memher  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright).  It  is  a  letter  dated 
Kochdale,  July  19.     He  says — 

'*  DiAnSiR, — I  thank  your  council  for  the  invi- 
t.ition  to  the  meeting  intended  to  be  held  in  Hyde 
Park  on  Monday  next." 

That  is  the  meeting  the  Government 
had  prohibited. 

**  I  cannot  leave  home  for  some  days,  and  cannot 
be  in  London  on  the  23rd  instant.  1  see  that 
Ihe  Chief  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Force  has 
announced  his  intention  to  prevent  the  holding  of 
the  meeting.  It  appears  from  this  that  the  people 
may  meet  in  the  Park  for  every  purpose  but  that 
which  ought  to  be  most  important  and  most  dear 
to  them.  To  meet  in  the  streets  is  inconvenient." 

lCheir9.^  Oh,  yes;  but  this  is  to  be 
contradicted.  You  are  cheering  too 
soon. 

"To  meet  !n  the  streets  is  inconvenient;  to 
meet  in  the  Park  is  unlawful.  This  is  the  theory 
of  ihe  police  authorities  of  the  Metropolis  " — 

in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Bright. 

"  Toa  have  asserted  your  right  to  meet  on 
Primrose  Hill  and  in  Trafalgar  Square." 

He  considers  the  right  there  as  estab- 
lished. 

"  I  hope  after  Monday  next  no  one  will  doubt 
your  right  to  meet  in  Hyde  Park.  If  public 
meeting  in  the  pablio  Parks  is  denied  you,  and  if 
millions  of  intelligent  men  are  denied  the  fran- 
chise, on  what  foundation  does  our  liberty  rest, 
or  is  there  in  the  country  any  liberty  but  the 
toleration  of  the  ruling  classes  ?  *' 

Well,  now,  the  toleration  of  the  ruling 
classes  is  the  condition  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting  if  we  believe  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary.   Then  the  letter  ends — 

"  This  is  a  serious  question,  but  it  is  necessary 
to  ask  it,  and  some  answer  must  be  given  to  it.  — 
Jonx  Bright.*' 

That  is  the  way  in  which  the  right  of 
public  meeting  was  established  in  Hyde 
Park.  It  was  denied,  challenged  by 
the  Government,  and  yet  it  was  estab- 
lished. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  says  that  he  expresses 
the  view  of  the  Home  Office  as  to  Tra- 
falgar Square.  He  expressed  the  view 
of  the  Home  Office  as  held  in  former 
times  when  he  said  to  a  deputation — '^I 
shall  not  object  to  any  bond  fide  public 
political  meeting."  That  was  the  view 
of  the  Home  Office,  but  he  threw  that 
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overboard  last  night,  and  said  he  would 
make  us  a  present  of  his  speech.     I,  for 
one,  wish  he  could  keep  his  speech,  and 
not  make  a  present  of  it.    I  know  what 
the  traditions  of  the  Home  Office  were, 
because  in  1881  there  was  a  meeting 
announced  to  be  held  in  the  Square,  and 
I  had  to  consider  what  should  be  done. 
I  then  had,   among  other  advice,  the 
counsel  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Bury 
Division    of    Lancashire    (Sir    Henry 
James)  and  Sir  Farrar  Herschell,  and 
what  was  the  advice  they  gave  me  and  I 
followed  ?    The  meeting  then  proposed 
to  be  held  had  two  objects.    The  first 
was  to  hold  a  meeting  in  the  Square, 
and  the  second  was  to  come  down  to 
Westminster.     The  advice  I  received 
was    that    the    meeting    in    Trafalgar 
Square  was  to  be  permitted,   but  the 
people  were  not    to  be    permitted  to 
come  down  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
Therefore,  I  know  what  the  traditions  of 
the  Home  Office  were  then,  and  I  know 
what  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  was  at  that  time.     Then, 
again,  during  the  administration  of  Sir 
Biohard  Cross,  in  the  case  of  the  Dod 
Street  affair,  if  I  remember  right,  the 
action  then  taken  by  the  police  was  not 
sustained  by  the    Courts.     Some   men 
were  then  arrested  for  obstruction,  and 
the  Sessions  did  not  maintain  the  pro- 
ceedings ;  and,  if  I  remember  right,  Sir 
Eichard  Cross  did  not  approve  of  the 
course  that  had  been,  pursued,  and  a 
different  method  of  proceeding  was  after- 
wards adopted.  Therefore,  I  say  you  have 
departed  altogether  from  the  practice, 
the  principle,  and  the  traditions  hitherto 
acted  upon.    And  what  is  the  defence 
for  your  departure  ?    You  say  there  was 
disorder    aud    that    seditious  speeches 
were  made.    I  do  not  defend  that  dis- 
order ;  I  do  not  defend  those  seditious 
speeches.     They  form  a  very  good  rea- 
son for  suppressing  the  meeting  at  which 
they  are  uttered ;  but  what  justification 
is  it  for  issuing  an  order  against  all  pub- 
lic meetings  at  all  future  times,  whether 
they  are  disorderly  or  not?     Nothing 
can  be  more  unstatesmanlike  when  you 
have  an  evil  to  deal  with  than  to  apply 
a  remedy  which  goes  far  beyond  that 
evil ;  and  nothing  can  be  more  impolitic 
when  you  are  dealing  with  the  abuse  of 
a  right  than  to  attempt  to  abolish  the 
right  itself.     Exactly  the   same  thing 
was    attempted    b^    the    Metropolitan 
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Board  of  Works.     When  they  became 
proprietors  of  various  open  spaces  they 
enacted    by-laws    which    required  the 
sanction  of  the  Secretary  of  State.     One 
of  those  by-laws  dealt  with  the  subject 
of  public  meetings,  and  so  long  as  they 
dealt  properly  with  them  I  could  have 
no  objection   to  the   by-law ;    but   the 
moment  I  found   out  that  they  were 
dealing  with  them  by  stopping  them  al- 
together I  remonstrated  with  the  Board. 
I  said  that  London  was  a  place  that 
must  have  sites  at  which  public  meetings 
could  be  held,  and  I  insisted  on  a  spot 
being  marked  for  the  purpose  on  S treat- 
fa  am  Common.    I  know  that  some  people 
object  to  open-air  meetings  altogether. 
I  know  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
object  to  them.     I  do  not  impute  any 
bad  motive  to  them,  but  open-air  meet- 
ings are  a  sort  of  pursuit  not  recognized 
among  them —they  are  not  to  their  taste. 
Yet  hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  have  a 
good  many  other  pursuits  which  equally 
lead  to  obstruction,  and  they  do  not  ob- 
ject to  it  when  it  arises  out  of  those  pur- 
suits.     The    greater    the    feeling    of 
effervescence  is,  the  more  desirable  it  is 
that  there  should  be  an  escape  for  it, 
and  to  object  to  a  meeting  which  is  tur- 
bulent and  noisy  is  to  object  to  that 
which  is  a  very  valuable  safety-valve  in 
the  State.    In  London  you  have  plenty 
of  processions  and  concourses  of  people 
which  lead  to  obstruction  from  time  to 
time.  You  sometimes  have  illuminations 
at  night.  You  have  the  University  boat- 
race.     I  myself  have  experienced  great 
inconvenience  in  being  obliged  to  send 
1,500  policemen  to  keep  the  ground  at  the 
University  boat-race.    Then   you  have 
balls  andparties  which  create  obstruction, 
and  you  have  the  Lord  Mayor's  show. 
You  have  great  occasions  like  the  entry 
of  Oaribaldi  into  London,  and  great  ob- 
struction was  caused  on  the  auspicious 
occasion  of  the  Queen's  Jubilee.    Those 
were  obstructions  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  object,  and  yet  they  said 
that  the  streets  must  be  kept  clear  for  all 
purposes,  and  no  one  had  the  right  to 
use  the  streets  except  for  ordinary  traffic. 
That  was  entirely  absurd,  and  opposed 
to  the  spirit  of  the  Statute — the  spirit  in 
which  it  has  always  been  acted  upon — 
which  was,  that  there  should  be  regula- 
tion and  not  suppression  of  such  obstruc- 
tion.    There  have  always  been  proces- 
sions to  regulate,  and  the  police  have 
always  been  ready  to  do  it  and   have 
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done  it   with  success.     If  you  really 
wanted  to  try  this  question  of  right,  why 
did  you  not  try  it  ?    I  have  never  heard 
a  more  lame  excuse  than  that  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
in  Saunders'  case.    The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  it  was  not  a  case  for 
summary  procedure.     What  has  it  to  do 
with  the  case  that  it  is  not  a  matter  for 
summary  procedure?    I  will  tell  you 
why  you  did  not  proceed  against   him. 
It  was  because  you  were  advised  that 
you  could  not  find  him  guilty  of  taking 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly.    It  is  be- 
cause you  received  that  advice  that  you 
have  not  proceeded  against  Saunders, 
and  it  is  because  you  have  not  dared  to 
bring  this  question  of  law  to  a  legal 
issue.     Now,  Sir,  the  Government  claims 
a  discretionary  power.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  says  that  a 
discretion  must  rest  with  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter.     I  think  this  is  a 
very  unwise  doctrine.    It  was  most  un- 
wise, too,  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  to  say  that  he  should 
be  the  judge  as  to  whether  a  meeting 
was  a  bond  fide  political  meeting  or  not. 
I  think  the  Government  should  have  as 
little  discretion  as  possible  in  such  a 
matter.     So  long  as  a  meeting  is  not 
held  for  an  unlawful  purpose  and  is  con- 
ducted in  an  orderly  manner  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  allow  it  to  take  place 
without  any  oonsideration  of  their  own 
opinion.      This     discretionary    power 
claimed  by  the  Government  is  a  most 
unwise  power  to  exercise,   and  I  say 
exactly  the  same  thing  with  regard  to 
the  place  of  a  meeting.    I  think  the  only 
safe  principle  you  can  adopt  is  to  allow 
meetings  with  lawful  objects  and  con- 
ducted in  an  orderly  manner  to  be  held, 
and  to  allow  them  to  be  held  in  the  place 
where  they  have    been    usually  held. 
That,  I  think,  is  the  sound  and  moderate 
doctrineon  the  subjeotof  public  meeting. 
That  is  all  we  contend  lor,  and  that  is 
the  practical  and  common  sense  view  of 
the  matter.     My  view  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  is  not  so  much  that  it 
is  illegal — though  I  do  hold  that  it  is 
illegal  to  treat  as  an  unlawful  assembly 
that  which  at  the  highest  can  only  be 
called  a  matter  of  trespass,  and,  more- 
over,  a   trespass  you  have  yourselves 
created  by  prohibiting  that  which  you 
ought  to  have  allowed — it  is  not  for  the 
illegality  of  the  course  they  have  taken 
that  I  blame  the  Government.    I  blame 
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them  for  their  lamentable  want  of 
common  sense.  I  think  they  have 
shown  a  great  want  of  common  sense  in 
restraining,  not  only  the  harmful  use  of 
Trafalgar  Square — and  I  admit  that  in 
November  of  last  year  they  were  quite 
right  in  restraining  those  meetings 
which  produced  so  much  disorder— but 
why  on  earth  was  it  necessary  to  declare 
for  that  purpose  that  there  shall  be  no 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  hereafter  ? 
I  do  not  join  in  any  blame  of  the  police. 
I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  thing  to  blame 
the  police.  I  do  not  say  that  upon 
sufficient  allegation,  the  course  adopted 
in  1856  should  not  bo  taken  now,  but  I 
took  no  part  in  any  attack  on  the  police 
in  the  matter.  But  I  do  blame  the 
Government  for  emploj^ing  the  police  in 
Buoh  a  way  as  to  bring  them  into  conflict 
with  the  people.  That  is  a  very  gprave 
evil  indeed.  You  have  created  by  this 
unnecessary  prohibition  an  unnecessary 
conflict  which  you  ought  to  have  avoided. 
You  ought  to  teach  the  people  to  regard 
the  police  as  their  friends ;  but  if  you 
employ  them  to  restrict  what  the  people 
re^fird  as  a  just  public  right,  then  you 
turn  the  police  from  what  they  have 
been,  and  from  what  they  have  always 
won  respect  as  being,  a  civil  force  into 
a  body  of  gendarmes.  That  is  the  most 
injurious  thing  you  can  do  in  the  cause 
of  law  and  order.  Objection  had  been 
taken  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  sufficient  notice  has  not  been  taken 
of  the  meaning  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Resolution.  In  vindication  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  assertion  that 
Sir  George  Grey  had  stated  that  Trafalgar 
Square  is  a  lawful  place  of  meeting,  I 
will  just  read  one  sentence  from  Sir 
Goorge^Qrey — 

**  When  the  meeting  was  to  bo  held  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  I  itated  that  as  far  as  I  was  in- 
formed it  was  a  legal  meeting ;  but  that  any 
meeting  in  which  language  was  held  calculated 
to  provoke  a  broach  of  the  peace  was  an  illegal 
meeting,  but  that  a  meeting  held  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  t'arliamontary  reform  was  not  in 
itself  iUegaL" 

That  entirely  justifies  all  that  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  said  on  the  sub- 
ject. With  reference  to  this  Motion, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  said, 
"  What  does  it  want  to  inquire  into  ?  " 
I  think  it  is  necessary  after  the  course 
the  Government  have  taken  to  inquire 
where  the  people  of  London  are  to  bold 


open  public  meetings.  You  have  said 
they  shall  not  hold  them  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  I  should  like  to  have  some 
explicit  statement  from  that  Bench  as  to 
where  they  consider  public  meetings 
should  be  held.  Quite  apart  from  any 
question  of  technical  right,  that  is  a  very 
proper  matter  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. They  took  into  their  hands  the 
right  of  meeting  in  Hyde  Park  in  186G. 
They  determined,  although  it  was  chal- 
lenged by  the  Grown,  although  notice 
wai  given  by  the  Crown  that  no  meeting 
should  be  hold,  that  meetings  should  be 
hold  there  under  regulation.  Why 
should  not  we  deal  with  Trafalgar 
Square  in  1888  as  wo  dealt  with  Hyde 
Park  in  1866?  In  both  cases  we  arc 
challenged  by  the  Crown  on  the  grounds 
of  proprietary  right.  I  will  grant  you 
the  title  is  precisely  the  same  as  in  Hyde 
Park.  Then  deal  with  the  case  in  the 
same  way.  That  is  not  taking  any  re- 
sponsibility out  of  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  is  taking  the  judgment 
of  Parliament  as  to  the  places  in  which 
public  meetings  may  properly  be  held. 
Then  you  may  have  unfettered  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Government  as  to  the  re- 
gulations to  be  made.  The  objection, 
therefore,  that  we  are  improperly  hamper- 
in  g  the  discretion  of  the  Government  is 
unfounded.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  of 
common  sense  upon  which  we  have  a 
right  to  insist,  and  which  is  the  object  of 
this  Besolution.  I  do  not  see  that  the 
Government  have  any  right  to  take 
offence  at  it.  It  is  a  proper  time  to  con- 
sider how  far  the  present  facilities  of 
public  meeting  are  sufficient,  and  if  they 
are  insufficient  how  they  should  be  pro- 
vided for  and  under  what  conditions. 
Then,  as  regards  the  interference  of  the 
Government  in  the  matter.  It  might 
well  be  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  of  opinion  that  it  is  not  a  wise 
or  proper  thing  for  the  Advisers  of  the 
Crown  to  set  up  the  proprietary  rights 
of  the  Crown.  That  was  the  opinion 
expressed  by  Parliament  in  respect  of 
Hyde  Park  in  1866.  I  doubt  whether 
even  this  Government  would  dare  to  set 
aside  that  opinion.  Why  should  not  an 
investigation  of  that  character  be  con- 
ducted by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons?  I  ask  the  Government  to 
state  before  the  end  of  this  debate  how 
many  places  there  are  in  which  they 
think  open-air  public  meetings  may  be 
held  by  tho  people  of  London,  and  bow 
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they  ought  to  be  held  ?  But  as  long  as 
we  have  such  speeches  as  that  we  have 
heard  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General,  which  goes  to  the  root  of 
the  right  of  public  open- air  meetings  in 
this  Metropolis — whatever  course  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  take— I  cannot 
conceive  how  any  man  who  professes  to 
belong  to  the  Liberal  Party  can  do 
otherwise  than  vote  for  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  MURDOCH  (Reading)  said,  ho 
had  taken  a  prominent  part  in  the  pre- 
sentation of  a  Petition  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
against  the  holding  of  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square,  which  was  signed  by  a 
large  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
district.  The  Petition  prayed  that  steps 
would  be  taken  in  future  to  prevent 
meetings  being  held  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
and  that  the  rights  of  ratepayers  to 
have  free  and  uninterrupted  use  of  the 
streets  in  the  district  might  not  be  taken 
from  them.  It  was  the  result  of  a  meet- 
ing entirely  of  a  non-political  character, 
and  it  was  signed,  amongst  others,  by  a 
most  prominent  supporter  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Liberal  Party  in  the  borough  of 
the  Strand,  and  he  and  others  of  that 
Party  had  cordially  worked  with  the 
Committee,  not  only  in  carrying  up  a 
Petition  to  the  House,  but  also  in  wait- 
ing on  the  Home  Secretary.  Those 
whom  he  now  represented  had  been  in 
every  step  most  careful  to  avoid  mixing 
anything  in  the  nature  of  politics  with 
the  matter ;  and  he  could  say  that  to  his 
Colleagues  and  himself  it  was  a  subject 
of  considerable  regret  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
should  have  brought  forward  at  a  time 
when  this  question  was  likoly  to  be 
raised  a  Motion  that  could  not  be  con- 
sidered otherwise  than  as  damaging  to 
the  Government.  He  would  not  enter 
at  all  into  the  legal  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  he  was  no  lawyer,  and  was  thank- 
ful that  he  had  rarely  anything  to  do 
with  law.  But  the  legal  question  had 
been  discussed,  and  in  a  way  which 
had  given  much  pleasure  to  laymen,  by 
the  most  eminent  lawyers  in  the  land. 
He  wished  to  emphasize  the  fact  that 
the  condition  of  things  in  regard  to  Tra- 
falgar Square  had  altered  very  materi- 
ally from  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago. 
In  the  Petition  it  was  admitted  that  the 
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meetings  had  from  time  to  time  been 
held  in  Trafalgar  Square  ;  the  Peti- 
tioners stated  that  they  were  in  favour 
of  open-air  meetings  being  held,  but 
they  urged  that,  in  the  altered  condition 
of  circumstances,  the  holding  of  meet- 
ings in  Trafalgar  Square  had  become  a 
positive  danger  to  the  community.  It 
was  impossible  for  anyone  not  to  be 
aware  that  what  took  place  in  1886  had 
materially  altered  the  character  of  the 
meetings  which  were  held  in  the  Square. 
Up  to  that  time,  although  there  had 
been  meetings  held  which  had  caused 
traders  in  the  neighbourhood  some  in- 
convenience and  annoyance,  there  had 
never  been  any  meetings  at  which  an 
outbreak  had  occurred.  But  the  meet- 
ing of  1866  must  have  brought  home  to 
the  minds  of  all  who  witnessed  it  that 
an  element  had  been  imported  into  it 
which  was  of  considerable  danger  to 
the  community.  The  result  of  that 
meeting  was  that  not  only  did  consider- 
able  inconvenience  result,  but  loss  of 
property ;  and  it  became  necessary  for 
the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
compensate  the  sufferers  from  the  riot 
which  occurred.  He  wished  to  quote 
from  an  article  which  on  the  20th  of 
January  appeared  in  a  paper  certainly 
not  friendly  to  those  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  The  Echo  said  there  was  no 
room  in  Trafalgar  Square  for  a  great 
public  demonstration ;  as  soon  as  a 
gathering  became  large  enough  to  make 
any  impression  it  necessarily  orerflowed 
every  approach  and  became  an  obstruc- 
tion, and  that  was  a  fact  which  could 
not  be  brushed  aside  by  any  amount  of 
grand  eloquence.  That  was  exactly 
what  the  Petitioners  said,  and  he  pointed 
out  that  not  only  was  the  Petition  he 
had  alluded  to,  but  the  resolutions  of  the 
meetings  also  which  had  taken  place 
with  reference  to  Trafalgar  Square,  sup- 
ported by  the  whole  of  the  Metropolitan 
Press  with  the  exception  of  Th«  Pall 
Mall  GMeite^thej  all  su^orted  the 
contention  of  the  people  of  the  district 
that  the  time  had  come  when  meeting^ 
iu  Trafalgar  Square  ought  no  longer  to 
be  held.  He  spoke  on  behalf  of  the 
sufferers  by  the  meetings  which  had 
been  held,  and  in  laying  before  the 
House  some  few  figures  showing  what 
the  losses  had  been,  he  trusted  he  should 
be  pardoned  for  entering  upon  some 
rather  dry  particulars.  In  the  first 
place,  he  might  mention  that  the  figures 
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lio  should  quote  were  taken  from  the 
books  of  the  traders  coDcerned.  A 
well-known  upholsterer,  not  far  from 
Trafalgar  Square,  during  six  weeks 
lost  £1,400,  and  several  letters  had  been 
addressed  to  him  from  ladies,  stating  that 
until  tranquillity  was  restored  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  visit  his  shop. 
Another  trader  stated  that  his  loss 
during  the  same  period  exceeded  £1,100. 
An  optician  in  the  Strand,  whose  takings 
had  oeen  £400  a-week,  said  he  lost 
every  week  at  least  half  that  amount. 
Two  silversmiths  in  the  Strand  stated 
that  their  losses  averaged  from  £200 
to  £300  a-week.  One  whose  losses 
amounted  to  £1,200  also  said  he  had 
received  several  telegrams  and  letters 
desiring  that  the  plate  in  his  custody 
should  be  sent  elsewhere  for  safe-keep- 
ing. This  showed  that  there  existed  a 
reasonable  dread  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  riots  taking  place  and  loss  being  sus- 
tained. A  well-known  firm  in  Begent 
Street,  whose  name  he  was  not  at 
liberty  to  mention,  told  him  that  in 
their  business,  which  had  up  to  the 
time  of  the  meetings  gone  on  steadily, 
a  decline  set  in.  The  receipts  of  a 
jeweller  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
Grand  Hotel  fell  off  by  one-half.  The 
Society  for  the  Promotion  of  Christian 
Knowledge,  which  had  premises  in 
Northumberland  Avenue,  had  lost  dur- 
ing'six  weeks  at  least  one-half  of  their 
average  takings  ;  and,  upon  inquiry  of 
the  Manager,  I  was  informed  that  the 
principal  custom  resulted  from  ladies, 
many  of  whom  had  written  to  him  say- 
ing that  they  were  in  terror  of  coming 
into  the  neighbourhood  of  Trafalgar 
Square  in  consequence  of  the  disturb- 
ances which  had  taken  place.  He  also 
desired  to  call  attention  to  the  loss 
which  some  picture  galleries  in  the 
neighbourhood  had  sustained;  the 
Boyal  Society  of  Painters  in  Water 
Colours,  who  were  holding  an  exhibition 
at  the  time,  stated  that  their  receipts  had 
fallen  to  one-third ;  and  the  Photo- 
graphic Society,  who  were  holding  an 
Exhibition,  were  compelled  to  close 
their  doors  in  consequence  of  the  fall- 
ing off  of  receipts.  He  could  mention 
many  losses  sustained  by  the  smaller 
class  of  traders  in  tho  neighbour- 
hood, and  it  was  that  class  who 
were,  perhaps,  the  greatest  sufferers, 
because  their  margin  of  profit  was  not 
80  great.  Again,  the  Grand  Hotel  had 
1,000  visitors  in  six  weeks  less  than 


usual,  and  the  falling  off  at  tho  Metro - 
pole  was  about  the  same,  while  there 
was  also  a  large  decrease  in  the  number 
of  visitors  to  the  Victoria  Hotel.  Another 
well-known  hotel  lost  nearly  half  of  its 
customers,  and  the  manager  stated  that 
a  family  came  to  the  door  just  as  one  of 
the  meetings  was  being  held  and  left 
immediately  to  go  elsewhere.  Tho  pro- 
prietor of  another  hotel  had  received 
letters  stating  that  it  was  impossible  to 
bring  ladies  to  the  hotel,  as  they  could 
not  be  sure  of  being  able  to  do  their  shop- 
ping. At  least  one-half  less  people  went 
during  the  six  weeks  to  the  Charing 
Cross  Hotel,  and  the  manager  informed 
him  that  he  had  received  letters  from  the 
Continent  saying  that  until  matters  were 
more  tranquil  the  writers  could  not 
come  to  London;  and  it  was  also  a 
noticeable  fact  that  at  the  time  the  custom 
at  the  hotel  at  Folkestone  fell  off.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  manv  Americans,  who 
intended  to  visit  England  and  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  taking  London  and 
Folkestone  on  their  way  to  the  Continent, 
diverted  their  journey  and  went  direct. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  if  this  was  after  the  13th 
of  November  ? 

Mr.  MURDOCH  said,  it  was  between 
the  13th  of  November  and  the  first  or 
second  week  of  December ;  and  here  he 
wished  to  contradict  a  statement  which 
appeared  in  T/te  Fall  Mall  6a%$tte  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  untrue  that  the  hotels 
were  half  empty.  It  said  that  a  gentle- 
man asked  whether  he  could  have  a 
room  at  Morley's  Hotel  and  was  refused. 
It  was  perfectly  true  that  a  person  did 
inquire  at  Morley's  Hotel  for  a  room ; 
but  as  he  came  there  without  luggage 
he  was  refused,  according  to  the  in- 
variable custom.  For  these  reasons,  he 
(Mr.  Murdoch)  said  it  was  high  time 
that  steps  should  be  taken  to  put  an  end 
to  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square,  which 
had  been  nothing  less  than  a  national 
disgrace.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
this  was  in  a  great  measure  a  work- 
ing-man's question;  becaufo  in  the 
hotels  contained  in  the  district  there 
were  employed  1,350  persons,  and,  besides 
that,  in  connection  with  them  there  was 
standing  employment  given  to  artizaLS 
of  various  classes,  and  those  men  knew 
full  well  that  when  these  meetings  took 
place  the  custom  of  the  hotels  was  inter- 
fered ivith  and  that  a  great  part  of  their 
standing  labour  would  be  taken  ftovsL 
them.    As  he  Ufii.  ^^V^,  \\i^  ODAx^^\.«^'t 
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of   the  meotinga    had    eo     materially 
altered  that  it  was  no  longer  possible 
that     they    could      be    with     safety 
continued.      He    admitted    that    those 
who  convened   them    took  what    steps 
they    could  to    prevent    disorder    and 
violence,  and  he  would  go  further  and 
say  that  those  who  organized  the  proces- 
sions did  the  same ;  but  he  said   also 
that  no  leaders  of  the  meetings  or  orga- 
nizers of  the  processions  could  prevent 
their     being     attended    by    disorderly 
characters,   and  roughs  well-known  to 
the  police,  who  went  with  the  sole  aim 
and  purpose   of   taking    advantage  of 
any  disturbance  that  might   arise.     It 
was   the   presence    of  such    people   as 
these  that  made    meetings  dangerous. 
Trafalgar  Square,  he  pointed  out,  was 
not  a  large  space ;  it  was  not  so  large 
AS  Eussell  Square,  Lincoln's  Inn  Felds, 
and  one  or  two  other  squares  in  London ; 
and  however  suitable  it  might  have  been 
in  the  days  when  small  meetings  were 
hold  in  it,  it  was,  under  present  circum- 
stances,  quite  unfit    for    the    purpose. 
Therefore,  those   on  whose   behalf    he 
spoke  called  upon  the  Government  to 
do  in    perpetuity  what  they  had  done 
during  the  last   few  months,  and  pre- 
vent any  meetings  taking  place  in  the 
Square.     It  was  utterly  impossible  for 
the    Government    to    discriminate    be- 
tween those  meetings   which  could  bo 
safely  held   in   Trafalgar   Square,  and 
those  which  should    be    prohibited  ;  it 
was  also  very  difficult  for  them  to  judge 
whether  a  meeting  would  or  would  not 
cause  disorder.     There  was  an  instance 
of   that  in  the   riot  which  occurred  in 
1886.     The  authorities   then  took  pre- 
cautions ;     but   they    did    not    believe 
there  was  likely  to  be  any  serious  dis- 
turbance ;    but    there    was,    and     that 
disturbance    in    itself   ought    to    prove 
that  meetings  could  no  longer  be  held 
in  the  Square  without  fear  that  disorder 
and  riot  would  ensue,  and  therefore  he 
called  on  Her   Majesty's   Government, 
who,  he  was  sure,  would  have  the  sup- 
port of  the  House,   to  bo  iirm  in  this 
matter,  and  continue  in  the  course  which 
they  had  already  inaugurated. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  it  was 
somewhat  astonishing  to  him  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  see  their 
way  to  accept  the  simple  proposal  con- 
tained in  the  Eesolution  submitted  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
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Bussell).      The    Eesolution    contained 
nothing  which  amounted  to  a  censure 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  it  only 
asked  for  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  into  the  conditions  on  which 
public  medtings  might  be  held  in  the 
Metropolis.    He  understood  them  to  say, 
in  reply,  that  those  conditions  were  so 
well  known  that  it  was  quite  unneces- 
sary to  appoint  a  Committee  of  Inquiry; 
but  the  course  of  the  debate  had  shown 
that  even  to  men  qualified  to  speak  of 
it,  the  law  on  the  subject  was  not  so 
clear  that  a  Committee  ought  not  to  be 
appointed  to    inquire  into   it.     If  the 
Commissioners  of  Police,  as  formerly, 
had  a  legal  adviser,  these  difiiculties 
would  never  have  arisen  with  regard  to 
Trafalgar  Square,   because  when  they 
had  a  legal    adviser  they  themselves 
arranged  for  the  holding  of  a  meeting 
there.     They  put  then  a  construction  on 
the   52nd   Section  of  the    Police  Act 
which  many  considered  to  be  the  true 
construction.    It  was  not  long  since  he 
had  read  similar  provisions  in  the  Police 
Eegulations  of  San  Francisco,  in  which  the 
words  '^  except  in  case  of  public  meet- 
ings" occurred,  and  there  was  also  a 
special  clause    regulating  processions. 
Notwithstanding  the  argument  of  the 
hon.    Member    for  Westminster   (Mr. 
Burdett-Coutts),  it  still  appeared  open 
to  some  doubt  whether  the  law  was  so 
absolutely  clear  as  to  be  beyond    dis- 
pute.   If  the  law  were  so  clear,  he  asked 
how  it  was  that  it  was  found  necessary 
for  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police, 
for  whose  conduct  the  Home  Secretary 
was  answerable,  to  issue  two  proclama- 
tions ?    If  the  law  were  clear,  the  first 
proclamation   would    have    been    suffi- 
cient ;  and,  therefore,  the  proposal  made 
here  was  fair  in  itself,  and  cast  no  slur 
upon  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    How  could  it  be  a  censure 
on  the  Administration  to  ask  that  the 
rights   of    public    mooting    should    bo 
limited  and  de6nod  ?     If  the  people  had 
no  right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
then  it  ought  to  bo  known  ;  but  he  pro- 
tested against  the  question  being  shelved 
and  text  books  being  thrown  at  the  heads 
of  hon.   Members  who  supported   the 
Motion    for    inquiry.       It    was    Lord 
Brougham  who  said  that  if  an  Act  of 
Parliament  were  passed  to  prohibit  the 
right  of  public  meeting,  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  effective  for  tho  purpose,  but 
it  would  be  grossly  unconstitutional; 
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and  he  said  that  the  history  of  the  Con- 
stitution showed  how  readily  the  rights 
of  the  people  might  be  trampled  upon, 
and  that  the  people  never  could  be  safe 
without  a  constant  determination  to  re- 
sist in  every  way  as  long  as  their  rights 
were  assailed.  That  was  exactly  the 
principle  which  actuated  the  men  who 
led  the  processions  of  the  13th  Novem- 
ber. They  had  heard  a  good  deal  about 
preceding  meetings,  and  something 
irom  the  last  speaker  with  respect  to  the 
unemployed ;  but  there  was  no  compa- 
rison between  the  two  meetings.  With 
regard  to  the  unemployed,  their  meet- 
ings were  allowed  to  be  held ;  and  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Works  had  said 
tbat  he  had  neither  the  will  nor  the 
power  to  interfere  with  them.  In  the 
proclamation  of  the  8th  of  November 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Police  ex- 
cepted the  case  of  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Show.  Wliat  was  the  object  lesson  he 
was  thus  placing  before  the  people  of 
Jjondon?  The  whole  traffic  of  the 
Strand  was  to  be  broken  up  for 
hours  and  hours,  without  the  slightest 
excuse,  for  the  benefit  of  men  who, 
according  to  a  recent  Boyal  Commis- 
sion, misappropriated  many  thousand 
pounds  a-y ear— [ CVi>«  of  **0h!"] — 
or  appropriated  it  in  a  manner  different 
from  that  which  they  recommended — and 
which  money  would  have  given  assistance 
to  the  unemployed.  There  was  no  need 
now  that  the  Law  Courts  were  removed 
from  Westminster  for  the  Lord  Mayor's 
Show  to  go  beyond  TempleBar ;  and  the 
Police  Commissioner,  by  making  this  re- 
servation, had  given  a  lesson  to  the  people 
of  London  which  they  would  not  lose 
sight  of.  He  regretted  to  hear  it  stated 
that  the  people  had  only  a  right  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  by  the  sufferance  of  the 
Crown.  He  thought  it  was  a  great  mis- 
take to  bring  the  personal  will  of  the 
Sovereign  into  a  controversy  such  as 
this,  which  affected  the  wishes  of  millions 
of  people.  Everyone  knew  the  story  of 
the  Minister  who,  when  asked  by  the 
King  how  much  it  would  cost  to  fence 
round  St.  James's  Park,  replied — **  Only 
a  Crown,  Your  Majesty ! "  The  procla- 
mation of  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Poliee  was  issued  late  in  the  day  on 
November  12 ;  and  on  the  13  th  of 
November  he  arranged  his  forces  just 
as  if  he  was  going  to  meet  an  impi 
of  Zulus,  instead  of  English  citizens, 
And   stopped  the  processions.      There 


was  a  bond  fide  intention  to  hold  a 
lond.  fide  meetiogon  the  13th  November, 
as  had  been  before  announced,  to  express 
an  interest  in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien. 
There  was  a  large  number  of  the  artizan 
class  who  did  not,  after  the  proclama- 
tion, care  to  go  to  Trafalgar  Square; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  a 
large  number  who  did,  and^  there  were 
in  the  procession  some  men  who  be- 
longed to  the  best  artizan  clubs  in  Lon- 
don. The  whole  of  the  Police  Force  of 
London  was  but  as  the  finger  of  a  man 
for  the  defence  of  order  as  compared  with 
the  infl  uence  of  those  men .  They  brought 
no  gas- pi  pes  or  oyster  knives  with  them, 
and  if  the  proclamation  had  not  been 
issued  there  was  no  chance  of  difficulty 
or  danger  even  to  a  child ;  but  the  effect 
of  the  proclamation  was  to  gather  two 
classes  of  men — one  which  had  no  feel- 
ing of  sympathy  with  the  object  of  the 
meetiog  at  all,  and  wanted  to  see  what 
would  turn  up ;  and  another  which  came 
to  see  whether  they  could  benefit  them- 
selves to  the  disadvantage  of  others. 
These  men  who  had  always  been  kept 
in  order  by  the  lond.  fide  portion  of  the 
processionists,  wore  brought  to  Trafalgar 
Square  by  the  proclamation  of  the  First 
Commissioner.  The  police  had  broken 
the  heads  of  a  great  many  men,  and 
brutally  ill-treated  those  who  went  to  the 
Square  for  a  purpose  which  thoy  thought 
right.  They  had  not  gone  to  anything 
like  the  extent  which  Lord  Brougham  had 
spoken  of  in  asserting  their  right  to  ap- 
proach and  enter  the  Square.  The  effect 
of  the  action  of  the  police  had  been  to  do 
away  with  the  strong  support  which  this 
large  class  of  tho  people  had  given  to 
order  in  the  Metropolis.  Therefore, 
he  thought  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ought  to  inquire  into  the  action 
of  tho  police,  as  proposed  in  the 
Amendment,  and  also  to  institute  an 
inquiry  into  the  law  affecting  the 
right  of  public  meeting.  At  any  rate 
the  matter  would  have  to  be  seriously 
considered.  He  had  said  nothing  in 
derogation  of  the  members  of  the 
Police  Force ;  but  there  was  in  it  a 
certain  proportion  of  men  who  were  not 
men  of  a  high  class — men  who  took  ad- 
vantage of  opportunities  of  this  kind, 
and  found  in  them  a  reason  for  putting 
in  operation  some  of  the  violence  of 
their  nature.  That  was  an  opinion  that 
was  held  by  a  large  number  of  people. 
Now,  whatever  the  GK)vernment  wet^ 
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going  to  do  with  this  Resolution,  what 
were  they  going  to  do  in  order  to  bring 
back  the  people  of  London  to  the  sap- 
port  of  the  forces  that  were  necessary  if 
order  were  to  be  preserved  in  the  capital? 
They  knew  perfectly  well  how  enormous 
and  dangerous  were  the  forces  of- the 
people  if  they  were  properly  organized. 
They  had  divorced  the  class  of  trained 
artizans  who  argued  in  public  halls  with 
their  friends  and  others  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  Constitutional  action — they  had 
divorced  these  men  from  the  anxiety  to 
help  on  the  cause  of  order.  They  had 
not  made  these  men  disorderly,  but  had 
divorced  them  from  sympathy  with  the 
authorities.  And  what  were  they  going 
to  do  ?  He  took  it  that  they  could  not 
very  well  leave  the  present  state  of 
things  unaltered.  At  one  of  the  City 
banquets,  where  eminent  men  were 
accustomed  to  enjoy  themselves,  Sir 
Charles  Warren  had  had  -  the  insolence 
to  compare  the  men  who  joined  in  these 
processions  with  the  class  whom  he 
termed  *^  loafers,"  and  whom  he  said  ex- 
isted in  ancient  Rome.  Between  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Police  and  these 
men,  on  whose  support  he  ought  to  rely, 
according  to  the  Common  Law,  and  on 
whom  he  was  entitled  to  rely,  the  divorce 
in  sentiment  and  opinion  was  absolute. 
This  he  said  with  very  great  regret. 
The  Government  ought,  or  might  use- 
fully, if  they  wished  to  re-establish  a 
good  state  of  feeling  in  London,  grant 
the  inquiry.  If  they  would  not,  at  any 
rate  they  might  promote  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police.  He  thought  that 
that  was  a  thing  which  was  almost 
necessary  to  be  done.  There  were  some 
people  who  thought  that  the  Government 
had  entered  upon  a  down  grade  policy, 
of  which  they  had  seen  the  full  force  in 
Ireland,  of  which  the  first  step  was  to 
break  the  heads  of  the  people,  and  the 
second  step,  the  tracking  of  men  by  detec- 
tives, for  every  one!  of  the  delegates  sent 
to  Ireland  by  the  English  working  men 
had  been  followed  by  police  spies.  He 
greatly  regretted  that  the  Government 
had  not  seen  their  way  to  accept  the 
Resolution  proposed  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Russell). 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  Firth)  affirmed  that  ho 
spoke  with  some  knowledge  of  Lon- 
don ;  but,  he  was  in  no  manner  a 
Representative    of    London     opinion. 
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In  188«5  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
sought  a  seat  in  North- West  London,  in  a 
district  he  had  long  represented ;  but  he 
wasbeateningloriously  there.  In  1886he 
tried  to  obtain  a  seat  for  a  South  London 
constituency,  but  failed  there  also ;  and 
now  any  right  he  might  have  to  repre- 
sent the  opinion  of  Londoners  was  de- 
rived from  the  fact  that  ho  was  the 
accepted  Representative  of  a  constitu- 
ency in  the  North  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  FIRTH  asked,  if  it  was  in  order 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  put 
Dundee  in  the  North  of  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  WHITMORE  said,  he  spoke  as 
the  one  who  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent a  portion  of  that  borough  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundee 
once  sat  for  and  worked  so  well  and 
ably  for  five  years.  He  ventured  as  a 
Member  for  that  borough  to  give  his 
hearty  support  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  course  they  were  now 
pursuing.  The  Amendment  was  moved 
with  one  of  two  objects.  Either  it  was 
put  to  the  House  with  an  ingenious 
curiosity  to  ascertain  a  point  of  law,  in 
which  case  either  that  point  of  law  was 
a  very  clear  one,  as  was  contended  by 
the  Government,  or  it  was  one  of  singular 
complexity  and  great  difficulty,  in  which 
case  surely  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  was  about  the  last  tribunal  in  the 
world  which  ought  to  be  asked  to  settle 
it  ?  It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  when  Committees  were 
deliberating  upon  all  those  difficult 
questions  which  arose  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment from  the  attempt  of  the  junior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  to  take  his  seat,  on  each  occasion 
with  one  single  exception,  that  of  Mr. 
Hop  wood,  every  single  legal  Member  of 
those  Committees  always  found  that  his 
view  on  each  point  of  law  exactly  coin- 
cided with  the  view  taken  by  his  own 
Party  Whips  at  the  particular  moment. 
So  it  would  bo  again.  Or,  if  the  Motion 
was  not  put  forward  with  that  purpose, 
it  was  put  forward  as  a  plausible  Motion 
through  which  to  pass  a  Vote  of  Censure 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  what 
they  did  in  November.  In  that  case  he 
should,  with  the  greatest  cordiality,  give 
his  vote  against  the  Amendment.  But 
whilst  he  did  so,  he  protested  that  he  was 
not  in  tho  least  any  less  in  favour  of  the 
right  of  public  meeting  or  free  speech 
than  any  one  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  opposite.    But  very  likely,  in  some 
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ways,  his  view  of  what  constituted  a 
genuine  public  meeting  dififored  from  the 
view  of  some  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen. 
He  could  not  believe  that  in  a  place  like 
London  public  meetings  ought  to  be 
held,  if  he  might  use  the  words,  semper 
ubtque,  ei  ah  omnibut.  He  said  that, 
though  he  knew  that  the  life  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch  (Professor 
Stuart)  was  one  long  public  meeting. 
There  were  hon.  Members  in  the 
House  and  gentlemen  outside  who 
had  other  business  and  other  occupa- 
tions, and  he  believed  that  in  regard 
to  public  meetings  the  Executive  ought 
to  try  while  preserving  that  right, 
not  unnecessarily  to  interfere  with  the 
ordinary  business  habits  and  quiet 
avocations  of  other  people.  Then  again, 
he  maintained  that  a  public  meeting  was 
useful  Justin  proportion  as  it  wasorderly, 
and  as  the  speakers  were  audible.  It 
lost  its  value  just  in  proportion  as  it 
was  made  a  pretext  for  demonstrations 
of  mob  numbers  or  in  any  way  made  an 
excuse  for  the  terrorism  of  those  who 
did  not  happen  to  agree  with  the  objects 
in  view.  Could  anyone  doubt  that  the 
series  of  public  meetings,  so  called,  held 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  in  October  last 
was  a  series  of  bastard  public  meetings 
in  which  all  the  best  attributes  of  real 
public  meeting  and  of  genuine  free 
speech  .  were  conspicuous  by  their 
absence,  but  in  which  every  one  of  the 
worst  features  that  could  characterize 
tumultuous  assemblies  was  conspicuous 
by  its  presence?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  had  said  that  the 
Government  had  visited  the  sins  of 
one  political  meeting  upon  a  suc- 
ceeding meeting.  He  (Mr.  Whitmore) 
asserted,  on  the  contrary,  that  in  that 
series  of  public  meetings  there  was  an 
hereditary  continuity  of  evil  doing,  and 
that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to 
separate  the  disorder  which  had  become 
chronic  in  that  district  from  any  meet- 
ing. There  had  grown  up  a  local  spirit 
of  turbulence.  It  had  become  the 
fashion  for  all  that  was  turbulent, 
all  that  was  criminal,  and  all  that  was 
dangerous  in  London  to  congregate  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  thence  to  disperse 
themselves  through  the  adjacent  streets 
with  the  view  of  terrorising  the  peaceful 
inhabitants  of  the  West  of  London. 
They  had  heard  that  the  numbers 
were  increasing,  that  they  were 
l>eoomiDg  more  organized,  and  that  they 


were  beginning  to  be  able  to  perform 
certain  elementary  manoeuvres.  There- 
fore, it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
plainly  the  bounden  duty  of  any  Executive 
Government  to  interfere.  He  must  say 
that  if  the  Government  were  blame- 
worthy in  any  degree,  it  was  because 
they  hesitated  so  long.  He  said  that 
most  deliberately.  At  the  same  time, 
he  thought  there  was  this  to  be  said — 
that  the  Government  considered  it  well 
to  wait  until  the  evil  was  patent  to  all 
men ;  until  it  was  quite  plain  that  the 
enect  of  these  so-called  public  meetings 
was  to  terrorise  and  intimidate  and 
destroy  the  business  of  peaceful  citizens. 
It  was  well  to  keep  on  the  side  of 
Government  an  overwhelming  mass  of 
public  opinion,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  do.  He  did  not  intend 
to  argue  the  legal  question,  but  he 
maintained  that  if  an  Executive  Go- 
vernment had  not  an  inherent  right 
when  it  thought  that  a  public  meeting 
would  cause  disorder,  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  and  a  disturbance  to  peaceful 
citizens,  to  prevent  and  proscribe  that 
meeting  before  the  harm  was  done,  the 
whole  reason  and  cause  of  the  existence 
of  a  Government  was  lost.  He  quite 
admitted  that  that  was  a  tremendous 

gower  for  any  Executive  Government  to 
ave.  He  quite  admitted  it  must  be 
exercised  with  the  utmost  prudence  and 
the  utmost  discretion ;  but,  after  all, 
the  public  had  always  got  a  safe- 
guard that  the  power  would  be  exer- 
cised prudently,  because  the  exercise  of 
it  was  subject  to  the  approval  or  dis- 
approval of  this  House.  They,  as  indi- 
vidual Members  of  the  House,  knew 
that  their  votes  would  be  criticized  by 
their  constituents.  He,  with  the  clearest 
conscience  and  the  lightest  of  hearts, 
was  inclined  to  support  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  pointing  out  how  necessary  it  was 
there  should  be  places  for  open  air 
public  meetings  in  London,  said  the 
population  of  London  was  equal  to  the 
population  of  Scotland.  Exactly :  it 
was  on  that  very  account  that  the  ques- 
tion of  how  they  were  with  safety  to 
hold  public  meetings  was  surrounded 
with  so  many  difficulties.  What  sane 
man  would  propose  that  the  whole 
people  of  Scotland  should  congregate  in 
one  central  square  in  Edinburgh  ?  It 
was  the  very  size  of  London  which  made 
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this  question  one  of  such  magnitude  and 
importance.  He  would  suggest  that  all 
of  them  who  reallj  were  anxious  to 
maintain  in  its  integrity  the  right  of 
public  meeting  should  try  to  localize 
public  meetings — ^that  whenever  a  fresh 
open  space  was  dedicated  to  the  public 
they  should  take  care  that  some  part 
of  it  was  preserved  for  public  meetings ; 
that  they  should  take  care  that  in  every 
district  in  London  there  was  some 
open  air  space  in  which  public  meet- 
ings might  be  held.  He  asserted  that 
as  a  matter  of  physical  fact  it  was 
impossible  that  the  whole  manhood  of 
London  could  be  expected  to  congregate 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  to  proceed  in 
procession  through  the  adj  acen  t  thorough  - 
fares  without  creating  a  dislocation  of 
the  traffic  and  a  disturbance  of  business 
which  must  be  injurious  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  community  as  a  whole. 
He  should  be  very  sorry  indeed  if 
any  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  thought 
that  because  he  supported  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  on  this  occasion 
he  was  not  just  as  anxious  as  any 
one  of  them  to  preserve  unimpaired 
the  right  of  public  meeting  in  the 
open  air  in  London.  He  joined  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  the  hope 
that  on  some  future  day  a  representa- 
tive body  of  Londoners  might  be  able  to 
draw  up  rules  under  which  public 
meetings  might  be  held  in  London.  He 
was  not  in  the  least  an  old-fashioned 
Tory.  He  was  quite  convinced  that  they 
must  in  London  have  a  central  repre- 
sentative body.  He  should  be  glad  in- 
deed if  the  odium  now  placed  on  the 
central  Government  of  having  to  deal 
with  these  questions  and  of  having  to 
meet  all  kinds  of  unnecessarily  factious 
and  frivolous  opposition  were  removed. 
He  should  be  very  glad  if  that  heavy 
responsibility  of  deciding  under  what 
conditions  public  meetings  should  be  held 
in  the  Metropolis  were  shifted  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  Executive  Government 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  a  body  di- 
rectly representing  the  people  of  Lon- 
don. He  did  not  believe  that  if  this 
was  done  there  would  be  any  less  security 
for  the  public  peace  than  existed  at  this 
moment;  he  was  certain  that  such  a 
representative  body  acting  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  whole  community  would 
sec  that  the  right  of  public  meeting  did 
not  degenerate  into  a  nuisance.  But  in 
the  meanwhile,  and  until  that  day  came, 


it  was  the  plain  duty  of  the  Executive 
Government  to  keep  the  right  unim- 
paired, and,  at  the  same  time,  do  all  they 
could  to  strengthen  it  by  reconciling  the 
exercise  of  it  with  the  ordinary  avoca- 
tions, the  private  rights,  and  the  busi- 
ness interests  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  huge  town. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
said,  the  Government  had  taken  a  course 
which  was  at  once  strong,  strange,  and 
unusual.  They  had  refused  to  grant  an 
inquiry  at  the  request  of  the  late  Attor- 
ney General  (Sir  Charles  Kussell),  and 
had  laid  down  that  there  was  no  prim^ 
facie  case  for  investigation,  although 
they  had  against  them  the  authoritative 
opinion  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
and  of  a  lawyer  whose  reputation  was 
universally  acknowledged,  Sir  Horace 
Davey.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Whitmore)had  doubted 
whether  a  Select  Committee  was  a  proper 
tribunal  to  decide  questions  of  this  kind; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  where  they 
had  a  case  of  authority  against  autho- 
rity, of  opinion  against  opinion,  it  was 
most  requisite  to  get  a  decision  one  way 
or  the  other.  They  wanted  a  practical 
and  general  decision,  not  a  legal  and 
technical  one.  He  had  far  more  trust  in 
the  fair-mindedness  and  in  the  ration- 
ality of  hon.  Members  when  sitting  Up- 
stairs than  he  had  when  they  were  in  the 
atmosphere  of  the  Division  Lobby ;  and  he 
was  perfectly  certain  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Eesolution 
desired  nothing  more  than  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  submitted  to  a  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House, 
and  reflecting  each  Party  in  due 
proportion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Whitmore)  had  re- 
minded the  House  that  London  suffered 
from  the  absence  of  any  central  body, 
capable  of  deciding  these  matters  which, 
of  course,  it  should  be  able  to  decide  for 
itself.  He  (Mr.  Lawson)  was  aware  of 
that.  Everybody  knew  that  London 
suffered  immensely  in  pocket  and  im« 
mensely  in  character  from  the  want  of 
those  local  powers  and  that  local 
organization  which  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  deny  them.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  feel  their  responsi- 
bility, when  they  had  at  their  back 
48  out  of  the  59  Hepresentativea 
of  the  Metropolis,  to  give  some  satis* 
faction    at    least   to   what   had  been 
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yery  truly  said  was  a  widespread  desire 
that  there  should   be  an  inquiry,    as 
asked,  either  on  the  original  Motion  or 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for     Northampton     (Mr.    Bradlaugh). 
They  had    heard    from  the  hon.   and 
learned    Qentleman    (Mr.    Whitmore) 
some  strange  doctrines  with  regard  to 
the   right    of    public    meeting.      The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  professed 
to  uphold  the  right  just  as  much  as 
any  one  in  the  House;  but  it  seemed 
he  would  limit  it,   and  make  it  suit 
the  convenience  and  purpose  of  those 
who  had  business  avocations.     It  was 
a  strange   thing    that  mass    meetings 
of  London  working  men,  who  had  from 
time  to  time  been  accustomed  to  express 
their  opinions  in  public,  should  cease  in 
order  to  suit  the  convenience  of  any 
hon.  Member,  who,  like  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  had  other  occupa- 
tions to  hand.    They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  of  these  meetings  being  held  to 
terrorize,  but  the  meetings  wore  held 
under  conditions   over  ('which  the  Go- 
vernment had  control.    At  those  meet- 
ings wild  and  wicked    language    was 
used,  and  this  had  been  alluded  to  in 
order  to  divert  the  attention  of  hon. 
Members    frc|m    the  real    question    at 
issue.     He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Beading  (Mr. 
Murdoch)  that  the  Government  might 
well  have  done  something  in  the  case  of 
the  bogus  meetings  which  were  not  bond 
fide  meetings  in  any  sense  of  the  word. 
But  the  Government  took  no  action  what- 
ever, and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man (Mr.    Whitmore)   had   said    they 
were  censured  because  they  did    not. 
The  Government  might  and   ought  to 
have  prosecuted    the  men    who    used 
inflammatory  and  violent  language  for 
sedition.    It  was  no  excuse  whatever  to 
say  that  the  men  were  not  worth  powder 
and  shot ;  it  was  just  as  necessary  that 
the  men  should  be  prosecuted   as    if 
they  had  been  men  of  more  note.     The 
Government  were  induced  to  take  the 
step  of  proclaiming  all  political  meetings 
in    Trafalgar    Square.      The    common 
sense  view  of  the  matter  was  that  the 
Government  should,  in  the  usual  man- 
ner, have  taken  some  notice  of  the  pre- 
vious meetings  which  often  led,  according 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Beading  (Mr. 
Murdoch),  to    the    suspension  of    the 
traffic  of  the  world  and  the  intercourse 
with  the  Continent  of  Europe.    No  one 


suggested  that  seditious  language  ought 
to  be  used  in  any  place ;  no  one  sug- 
gested that  sedition  ought  to  be  treated 
otherwise  than  by  prosecution.   Accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  of  some  Members,  the 
Government  had  grossly  neglected  its 
duty  in  not  taking  notice  of  the  language 
when  it  was  used,  and  in  not  dealing 
with  the  meetings  as  seditious  meetings 
had  been  dealt  with  before.    One  other 
point  had  been  raised  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.    It  had  been  said  that  most 
of  the  men  who  attended  the  great  mass 
meeting  on  the  Idth  of  November,  had 
the  original  intention  of  coming  armed 
with  sticks  and  bars  of  iron.    He  should 
like  to  remind  the  House  that  if  the 
notice  which  was  sent  out  by  the  Se« 
cretary    of    the  Metropolitan   Badical 
Federation  was  late,  it  was  because  the 
meeting  was  only  proclaimed  tho  night 
before,  and  he  had  no  previous  warning 
that  the  Gt)vemment  intended  to  pursue 
the  course  of  action  they  afterwards  took. 
It   seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Lawson)  that 
they  might,  to  a  certain  extent,  consider 
this  from  the  point  of  view   that  was 
urged  by  the  Home  Secretary  last  night ; 
they  might  well  look  upon  it  as,  to  a 
certain  extent,  a  police  question.     He 
believed  it  was  most  important  that  the 
Government    and   the    House    should 
realize  that  there  was  a  growing  danger 
to  social  order  in  London  in  the  friction 
and  the  exasperation  which  was  arising 
between  the  public  and  the  police  of 
which  tho  Trafalgar  Square  meeting  and 
the  matters  which  led  up  to  it,  in  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  admitted  there 
was  a  good  deal  of  shuffling  and  blun- 
dering, was  but  one  example.     Owing 
to  the  autocratic  action,  and  owing  to 
the  military  organization  of  the  police 
forco,  it  was  very  probable  that  there 
would  cease  to  be  that  sympathy  and 
co-operation  with  the  agents  and  guar- 
dians of  the  law  on  the   part  of  the 
populace,  which   he   agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.    Firth)     had    been    one    of    the 
healthiest  and  happiest  influences    in 
the  social  condition  of  this  city.     They 
all  knew  what  the  cause  of  that  was. 
The  great  cause  was  the  want  of  local 
feeling    and  local    sympathy,   the   ab- 
sence of  municipal    management    and 
civic  control.     What  they  wanted  in 
London  was  local  authority,  and  it  was 
from  the  want  of  it  that  they  were 
suffering  so  much  at  the  present  time« 
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Allusion    had     been    made    to    other  I  time  a  deputation  presented  a  memorial 


boroughs.    Everyone  know  that  in  the 
boroughs  and  municipalities  of  England 
outside  the  Metropolitan  area,  the  police 
were  controlled  by  local  authority,  and 
that  the  local  feeling  which  existed  be- 
tween the  police  and  the  public,  the  Chief 
Constable  and  theWatch  Committee,  had 
led  to  the  happiest  results.    The  two  ex- 
ceptions where  there  was  no  local  respon- 
sibility for  social  order  were   London 
and  Ireland,  and  in  London  they  had 
the  additional  disadvantage  and  addi- 
tional provocation  of  being  able  to  con- 
trast their  own  condition  outside    the 
City  with  the  state  of    things    which 
existed  in  the  City  itself.     It  was  ad- 
mitted so  loDg  back  as  1837  when  the 
Commission  to  inquire  into  local  govern- 
ments and  municipal  corporations  was 
appointed,    that  there   was  no  middle 
course  in  the  establishment  of  an  efficient 
police.    The  Commission  seemed  to  lean 
to  the  side  of  entrusting  Local  Authori- 
ties with  the  entire  command  of   the 
police,   which  they  believed  would  be 
most  valuable  in  its  results.     No  one 
could  have  lived  long  in  this  city  with- 
out noticing  that    there  was   a  much 
better  feelins^  between  the  City  Police 
and    the  police  outside  the  city  boun- 
daries.    There  was  sympathy  between 
the  police  in  the  city  and  the  people,  and 
the  police  there  acted  in  the  spirit  of 
public  responsibility.     He  did  not  in- 
tend to  enter  this  evening  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  loss  that  accrued  to  this 
city,  the  large  loss,  from  the  want  of 
local  control  and  local  management,  but 
merely  wished  to  point  out  that  in  this 
city  thoy  paid  a  very  large  tax  in  the 
difference  between  the  price  paid  in  the 
Metropolis  for  the  police  and  the  price 
paid  outside.     The  whole  of  the  general 
organization  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force  was  in  the  hands  of  a  clerk  sitting 
in  a  back  office  of  the  Home  Secretary's 
Department,  whose  very  name  was  un- 
known to  the  public  and  the  G-ovorning 
Bodies  with  whom  he  had  to  deal ;  yet 
this  man  was  the  ruler  in  many  of  these 
most  important  matters.     This  was  not 
the  first  time  that  hon.   Members  and 
the  local  bodies  of  London  had  asked 
there  should  be  in  this  matter  that  local 
connection  and  local  control  which  he 
believed  they  prized  above  all  things. 
In  1869,  when  Colonel  Henderson  was 
appointed  the  Chief  Commissioner,  there 
was  exactly  the  same  outcry,  and  at  that 
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to  the  Home  Secretary  on  hehalf  of  the 
vestries  and  District  Boards,  pointing 
out  that  in  London,  as  elsewhere,  there 
should    be    a    popular    representative 
Board,  or  a  Watch  Committee,  with  the 
control  and  management  of  the  police. 
They  complained,  then,  that  the  police 
was  a  quasi  military  force,  drilled  and 
managed  as  soldiers.   The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had 
pointed  out  the  fact  that  on  the  day  in 
question,  Trafalgar  Square  was  occupied 
virtualb**  in  a  military  manner.     In  the 
memorial  which  was  presented  to  the 
Homo  Secretary  in  1869,  complaint  was 
made  that  the  police  were  not  confined 
to  strictly  police  duty.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  though  a  great  deal  was  done  by 
Colonel  Henderson  in  his  time  to  remedy 
the  state  of  things  complained  of,  there 
was  now  a  deliberate  attempt  to  drive 
the  police  force  back  into  a  military  and 
anti-popular  groove,  both  as  regarded 
work  and  discipline.     The  original  in- 
tention when  the  force  was  founded  60 
years  ago  was  that  at  the  head  of  the 
force  there  should  be  two  men,  one  a 
lawyer  and  one  a  military  man.     He 
believed    that    after    Colonel   Bound's 
death  there  were  two  military  men  asso- 
ciated with  Sir    Bichard  Mayne    who 
represented    the    civil  element.     Now, 
the  civil  element  was  conspicuous  by  its 
absence,   owing  to    the  wrong-headed 
recommendation  made  by  the  Police  Be- 
organization  Committee  in  1886,  in  a 
panic  after  the  riots  which  then  tcok 
place.     There  were  appointed  in    the 
place  of  the  old  District  Superintendents 
new  Chief  Constablop,  and  these  Chief 
Constables  were  in  every  instance  men 
on  the  active  list  of  the  Army.     They 
were  men  who  had  received  their  train- 
ing in  most  instances,  he  fancied  in  the 
far  East,  in  our  Indian  possessions  or 
in  South  Africa,  where  they  were  hardly 
likoly  to   have  acquired  that   delicate 
touch  and  appreciation  which  enabled 
them    to    deal    with    the     wants    of 
the  London  population.     The  numbers 
of  the  force  were  being  yearly  increased, 
but  if  the  authorities  went  much  further 
in  militarizing  the  force,  the  numbers 
would  have  to  be  doubled.    The  contact 
and    intercourse    between    the   police 
and   their   fellow    citizens    was    Doing 
gradually  done  away  with.     In  the  first 
place,  new  conditions  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  manner  in  which  men 
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are  enlisted  in  the  force.  There  was 
growing  disinclination  to  take  married 
en,  and  the  unmarried  men  were  all 
it  in  barracks.  When  married  men  were 
ken,  they  were  told  they  were  taken 
1  condition  that  they  accepted  lodgings 
barracks,  lodgings  which  were  offered 
them  at  a  smaller  rent  per  week  than 
ey  could  get  them  at  in  the  surround- 
g  neighbourhood.  The  men  them- 
hres  were  not  very  well  satisfied.  Hon. 
entlemen  representing  Metropolitan 
•nstituencies  constantly  received  letters 
Dm  the  men  complaining  of  the  man- 
ir  in  which  they  were  treated  with 
gard  to  promotion  and  other  matters, 
biere  was  indeed  very  great  dissatisfac- 
)n  in  the  Force,  as  might  well  be 
:pected  in  consequence  of  what  had 
>en  going  on  lately.  But  even  more 
rious  than  that  was  the  alienation 
^  the  police  from  the  Local  Autho- 
ties.  The  methods  which  used  to 
revail  had  come  to  an  end.  He  was 
Id  by  skilled  and  competent  adminis- 
ators  that  formerly  they  were  in  the 
ibit  of  going  to  the  police  in  small 
atters,  and  that  the  local  requests  were 
eated  in  a  manner  which  was  satisf ae- 
ry to  all  parties.  At  the  present  time 
en  who  went  on  this  sort  of  errands 
ere  met  with  black  looks  and  rigid 
lies ;  their  requests  were  referred  to 
x>tland  Yard,  and  they  had  to  put  up 
ith  the  worst  of  all  red  tape,  the  red 
pe  of  the  military  administration, 
aen,  the  most  important  point  of  all 
as  tihe  refusal  of  the  police  to  perform 
le  usual  duties  for  the  maintenance  of 
iblio  morality.  As  the  House  knew, 
lere  had  been  a  good  deal  of  corre- 
londence  going  on  in  respect  to  this 
atter ;  and  that  the  other  day,  when  a 
)putation,  representing  20"Yestries, 
aited  upon  the  Home  Secretary,  the 
ght  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  the  law 
.  a  way  certainly  not  carried  out. 
;  was  rather  curious  to  note  the  sort 
!  answer  the  Vestry  of  St.  Pancras 
)t  when  they  applied  to  the  Chief 
ommissioner.  The  Home  Secre- 
.ry  told  them  that  if  they  wanted 
en  to  carry  out  these  duties  they  must 
>  back  to  the  parish  constable.  Mr. 
aggallay's  case  was  well  known  to  all, 
it  it  was  not  the  only  case  in  which 
le  Ohief  Commissioner  of  Police  had 
ied  to  ride  rough-shod  over  those  who 
&d  to  administer  law  in  the  different 
istricts  of  London.     Where   was  the 


present  state  of  things  leading  to  ?  If 
the  Home  Secretary  was  to  have  the 
right  to  decide  what  meetings  were  con« 
yenient  and  what  were  not,  and  if  the 
Chief  Commissioner  was  to  carry  out  his 
instructions  without  reference  to  the 
wishes  of  Londoners,  where  was  this 
two-man  rule  to  end  ?  He  assured  the 
Qovernment  that  their  troubles  in 
London  would  go  on  increasing  so  long 
as  they  did  not  make  up  their  minds  to 
give  the  people  that  local  power  and 
organization,  the  want  of  which  even 
hon.  Members  opposite  had  admitted 
the  people  suffered  from  so  much.  At 
the  present  moment  the  inhabitants  of 
London  were  held  absolutely  at  the 
mercy  of  officials,  or  of  an  office  which, 
like  the  ostrich,  buried  its  head  in  the 
sand,  while  its  legs  were  bound  round 
with  red  tane 

Me.  BATjMANN  (Peckham)  said,  he 
hoped  that  Gentlemen  who  might  fol- 
low in  this  debate  would  not  imitate 
what  he  thought  was  the  very  bad 
example  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
St.  Pancras  (Mr.  Lawson),  who  initiated 
a  discussion  on  the  reform  of  Local 
Government  in  London.  This  debate 
was  quite  difficult  enough  and  quite 
complicated  enough  without  the  impor- 
tation into  it  of  such  a  new  and  foreign 
difficulty  as  that.  Perhaps,  as  a  Eepre- 
sentative  of  the  constituency  in  which 
Peckham  Eye  was  situated,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  express  his  thanks,  even  in 
his  absence,  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  for  having  forced  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  mark 
out  a  place  on  Streatham  Common  and 
on  Peckham  Bye  within  which  public 
meetings  ought  to  be  confined.  That 
was  a  very  considerable  convenience 
to  the  inhabitants  of  Streatham  and 
Peckham  Eye.  But  that  was  just  what 
they  could  not  do  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
They  could  not  mark  out  a  particular  plot 
within  which  meetings  were  to  be  con- 
fined.  He  listened  with  the  very  greatest 
attention  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  be- 
cause the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  if 
not  the  Leader,  at  any  rate  the  ad  interim 
curator  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  he  (Mr. 
Baumann)  was  very  anxious  to  know  pre- 
cisely the  grounds  on  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  in  the  name  of 
that  Party,  condemned  the  Government. 
Listening  with  the  greatest  attention 
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to  his  speech,  so  far  as  he  could 
follow  him,  he  (Mr.  Baumann)  did 
not  gather  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
xnan  condemned  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  action  which  thej  took  in 
November,  but  for  having  prohibited, 
as  he  said,  all  public  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  for  the  future.  Well,  so 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Baumann)  understood  the 
speeches  of  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Home  Secretary,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  done  nothing  of  the 
kind.  They  had  not  prohibited  all 
public  meetings  for  ever  and  a  day  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  They  had  prohibited 
such  meetings  during  such  time  as 
might  seem  good  to  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment. Now,  this  debate  had 
turned  almost  entirely  upon  the  large 
and  general  question  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting.  That  was  a  question 
so  embedded  in  conflicting  statutes,  and 
so  involved  in  what  he  might  call  poli- 
tical metaphysics,  that  in  its  argument 
the  real  purport  of  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell)  had  been  almost  completely 
obscured.  Might  he  venture  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  what  was  the 
main  and  central  purport  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  proposition  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  must  think  them 
extremely  simple  in  the  structure  of 
their  minds  if  he  imagined  that  they 
did  not  see  through  the  nature  of  the 
move  he  was  making  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day.  Under  the  guise  of 
asserting  an  ancient  and  time-honoured 
right,  which  was  not,  and  which,  under 
an  extended  suffrage,  never  could  bo,  in 
the  slightest  danger  in  this  country, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  invited 
the  House  to  declare  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  was  so  little  worthy  of  its 
confidence,  that  one  of  the  most  elemen- 
tary functions  of  the  Executive  must  be 
taken  out  of  its  hands  and  transferred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Legislature.  It  was 
their  misfortune  to  witness  daily  en- 
croachments upon  the  domain  of  the 
Executive  by  the  Legislature  in  the 
shape  of  needless  and  idle  questions 
aboutthe  administration  of  the  law  ;  but, 
as  a  rule,  these  questions  proceeded  from 
those  who,  without  offence,  and  without 
disrespect,  might  be  termed  irresponsible 
Members  of  the  House.  But  now,  thoy 
had  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemao  who 


had  filled  the  office  of  Attorney  (General, 
and  who,  apparently,  was  supported  by 
the  late  Prime  Minister  of  the  coantiy, 
inviting  the  House  to  dedare  that  one 
of  tho  most  elementary  duties  of  any 
Government  should  be  handed  over  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Legislature  as  a  sub- 
ject for  inquiry.  He  (Mr.  Baumann) 
would  undertake  to  say  that  no  under- 
graduate going  in  for  a  pass  degree  and 
being  asked  to  define  the  terms  ''  Legis- 
lature" and  ''Executive,"  would  be 
guilty  of  so  gross  a  confusion  of  ideas 
and  duties  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Hackney. 
Either  the  Government  was  absolutely 
incompetent  to  manage  the  affairs  of  the 
Empire,  or  it  was  not.  If  it  was  incom- 
petent, let  hon.  Members  convince  the 
House  and  the  country  of  the  fact,  and 
turn  the  Government  out;  but  if  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  possessed  the 
slightest  competence  to  manage  the 
affairs  of  the  Empire,  then,  to  his  mind, 
they  would  be  stultifying  themselves 
and  abdicating  the  first  duties  of  a  Go- 
vernment if  they  allowed  any  Commit* 
tee  of  the  House  to  come  between  them 
and  a  mere  matter  of  police  regulation. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
knew  that  the  law  on  this  subject  was 
perfectly  clear  and  perfectly  well-estab- 
lished, invited  them  to  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  conditions 
under  which  public  meetings  might  be 
held  in  the  metropolis.  And  for  what 
purpose  ?  In  order,  as  he  said  in  his 
Motion,  to  prevent  ill-will  and  dis- 
order. There  would  always  be  ill-will 
and  disorder  amongst  the  malicious  and 
disorderly  when  they  came  into  conflict 
with  the  Executive  Government,  but  it 
wasjthe  duty  of  any  Government  worthy 
of  the  name  to  ignore  iU-will  and  to 
put  down  disorder.  There  was  a  point 
touched  upon  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  St.  Pancras  to  which 
he  would  here  like  to  allude.  The  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  vast  responsi- 
bility that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  feel  from  the  fact  that  they  had 
behind  them  (as  the  hon.  Member  in- 
correctly said)  48  Conservative  Members. 
So  much  importance  had  been  attached  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon .  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Hackney,  that 
it  might  not  be  amiss  to  discount  the  just 
weight  and  authority  which  attached  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  name 
by  reminding  the  House  of  bow  very 
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small  a  proportion  of  London  he  and 
his  Friends  represented,  and   by  pro- 
pounding a  doubt  whether,  upon  this 
particular  question,  those  Gentlemen  had 
at  their  back  the  approval  of  their  con- 
stituents.    London  contributed  to  this 
House  62  Members,  51  of  whom  gener- 
ally supported  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  1 1  of  whom  sat  and  acted  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
But  there  was  more  than  that  in  this  pro- 
portion of  five  to  one.  What  e vid  ence  had 
they  that  of  this  residuary  sixth  of  Glad- 
stonian  electors  in  the  Metropolis  the  ma- 
jority were  in  favour  of  the^continuance 
of  public  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  ? 
If  they  looked  at  the  Petitions  which 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  they 
found  that  5,000  signatures  had  been 
attached  to  one  praying  that  such  meet- 
ings should  be  discontinued,  and  if  they 
looked  at  the  petitions  presented  to  the 
House  favouraole  to  the  continuance  of 
these  meetings  they  found  no  more  than 
637  signatures  attached  to  them.   But  as 
a  Metropolitan  candidate  of  many  years 
standing,   he  regretted  to  say  he  had 
some  experience  of  London   Liberal- 
ism,    and    knowing    as    he    did    that 
London  Liberalism,  while  strongly  tinc- 
tured with  Dissent,  was  quite  untainted 
by  Socialism,  he  ventured   to  express 
a  strong  doubt  whether  the  majority 
of  the    constituents   of   hon.    Gentle- 
men opposite  supported  them  in  their 
contention,  that  Trafalgar  Square  should 
be  turned  into  a  bear  garden,  and  his 
doubt  on  this  head  was  not  only  an  in- 
ference from  his  experience  of  me  aver- 
age London  Liberal,  whom  he  knew 
was  quite    as   much    opposed  as    the 
average    London   Conservative  to  the 
red    nag    and    the    black    flag    and 
tumultuous  processions,  but  it  was  an 
inference  from  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  themselves.  How  many  Met- 
ropolitan Members  were  present  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  on  that  memorable  Sunday 
when   the    hon.    Member   for   North- 
West  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Cunninghame 
Graham)  was  arrested?    Where  were 
the  Houndsditoh  Hampdens?    Where 
were    the  Sidneys  and  Eussells  from 
Shoreditoh  and  Bethnal  Green,  who  were 
always   ready  to   die  on    the  nearest 
scafiold  in  the  sacred  cause  of  uncivil 
and  irreligious  liberty  ?    Why,  not  one 
of  them  was  there  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
Perhaps  they  were  taking  tea  in  North- 


umberland   Avenue,  waiting    for   the 
corpses  to  come  in.     But  at  any  rate 
they  were  conspicuous  by  their  absence. 
They  left  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Lanarkshire  to  take  the  thumps 
and  imprisonment,  and  now  that  he  had. 
emerged  reeking  from  the  fray,  these 
prudent    patriots     came    forward    and 
offered  to  plaster  his  cracked  crown  with 
their  paper  resolutions.  But  even  assum- 
ing for  the  purposes  of  argument  that 
the  entire  number  of  Liberal  electors 
in  London  were  in  favour  of  the  con- 
tinuance   of   these    meetings   in    Tra- 
falgar Square,   a  very  large  assump- 
tion,   especially    after  the    speech    of 
the    hon.  Member    for    Beading  (Mr. 
Murdock),    even  assuming    that,   they 
were  still  face  to  face  with  this  fact, 
that  an  overwhelming  majority  of  Lon- 
don,  something   like  five-sixths,   wero 
on  one  side  in  this  question,   and    a 
microscopic  minority  of  not  more  than 
one-sixth  were  on  the  other  side.     He 
thought  it  would  be  conceded  by  every 
rational  man  that  some  overwhelming 
principle  of  public  policy,  some  principle 
of    cardinal    and  catholic   imporUince, 
must  be  cited  to  justify  the  sacrifice  of 
the  wishes  and  convenience  of  so  large  a 
majority  to  those  of  so  small  a  minority. 
No  doubt  the  right  of  public  meeting  was 
such  a  principle  of  public  policy — was  a 
principle  of  cardinal  and  catholic  value ; 
but   to  say    that  the  right  of   public 
meeting  was  attached  to  a  particular 
spot  was  childish  and  absurd,  and  to 
contend  that  with  10  or  12  parks  and 
with  hundreds  of  public  halls  m  London 
open  to  anybody  who    liked    to  hire 
them,    many    of   them    being    offered 
gratuitously  by  their  owners — to  con- 
tend that  because  public  meetings  were 
prevented  in  Trafalgar  Square,  there- 
fore the  right  of  public  meeting  was 
taken  away,  was  perfectly  farcical.    The 
truth  was  that  these  meetings  were  held 
in    Trafalgar   Square   not    because  it 
was  a  convenient  place,  but  because  it 
was  an  inconvenient  place — because  it 
afforded  the  best  basis  for  the  practice 
of  intimidation  and  annoyance.     Tra- 
falgar Square  was  chosen  because  it  was 
in  the  middle  of    those  shops  which 
Burke    described    as    ''  bursting    with 
opulence."     It  was  chosen  because  it 
was  in  the  middle  of  the  clubs  and  the 
plate  glass.     The   fact  was  that    the 
only   objects   for   which  the    majority 
of   Londoners  were  asked  to  toleratQ  a 
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colossal  nuisance  in  their  midst  was  to 

afford  a  field  of  display  for  the  crazy 

vanity  of  a  few  feather  brains,  the  tools 

in  their  turn  of  an  excited  editor,  aping 

the  absurd  airs  of  a  Tribune — 

*'  Who  puts  his  shall — his  popular  shall— against 
A  graver  bench  than  ever  frowned  in  Greece." 

The  sum  of  his  business  was  this — that 
a  vast  and  overwhelming  proportion  of 
the  electors  of  London,  if  they  took 
into  account  the  women  who  are  non- 
voters,  a  still  larger  proportion  of  the 
residents  in  London,  and  a  great  num- 
ber of  people  in  the  country  who  had 
been  prevented  from  coming  to  London 
to  shop  through  fear  of  these  meetings, 
all  these  classes  of  persons  were  in  fa- 
vour of  maintaining  Trafalgar  Square 
as  it  had  hitherto  been,  a  beautiful 
public  place  of  resort ;  that  the  minority 
who  wished  to  turn  Trafalgar  Square 
into  a  Jacobin  Olub  was  a  very  small 
minority,  and  not  a  very  respectable 
minority;  that  the  holding  of  public 
meetings  in  any  part  of  Trafalgar 
Square  was  incompatible  with  its  main- 
tenance as  a  place  of  public  resort,  be- 
cause of  the  obvious  and  proved  impos- 
sibility of  confining  the  meetings  within 
reasonable  limits,  and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Qovernment,  for  the 
preservation  of  order  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  property,  to  prohibit  in  future 
all  meetings  of  any  kind  in  any  part  of 
the  Square.  They  had  already  been  in- 
formed that  the  Executive  Government 
intended  to  take  away  the  right  of 
public  meeting  there  for  a  certain  time. 
They  had  not  told  the  House  how  long 
they  intended  to  keep  the  embargo  up. 
For  his  part,  he  should  like  to  see  it 
made  perpetual.  He  should  like  to  see 
Trafalgar  Square  laid  down  in  turf  and 
turned  into  a  place  like  Leicester  Square. 
If  that  were  done,  it  would  be  what  it 
ought  to  be — namely,  an  ornament  to 
the  Metropolis.  London  had  done  a 
great  deal  for  the  present  Government. 
It  had  returned  51  Members  who  sup- 
ported them,  and  London  expected  the 
Government  to  do  something  for  it.  It 
expected  that  at  least  the  Government 
would  preserve  order  and  protect  the 
vast  stores  of  property  which  were  ac- 
cumulated at  the  West  End. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  had,  on  one  or  two 
occasions,  endeavoured  to  catch  the  eye 
of  Mr.  Speaker  since  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  on 
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the  other  side,  which  he  felt  required 
an  answer  from  some  Liberal  Metropo- 
litan Member,  and  to  which  an  answer 
should  be  given  as  early  as  possible. 
The  Attorney  General  made  some  re- 
marks and  found  fault  with  the  endea- 
vour which  was  made  to  tack  on  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  th^  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  expressed 
an  inability  to  see  what  the  one  portion 
had  to  do  with  the  other.  Presumably 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  held  the 
same  view  with  respect  to  an  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  (Mr.  Stuart's) 
name.  The  inability  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  see  the  connection 
between  these  two  Motions  arose  from 
what,  no  doubt,  was  his  opinion  — 
namely,  the  view  that  hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House  below 
the  Gangway  were  the*  friends  of  dis- 
order. If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  look  into  the  Besolutions  he 
would  see  what  their  object  was — that 
they  desired  to  re-establish,  as  far  as 
possible,  and  to  maintain  the  confidence 
which  the  people  of  the  Metropolis  ought 
to  have  in  the  police  and  in  the  manage- 
ment of  public  meeting  in  London.  He 
(Mr.  Stuart),  for  one,  felt  that  there 
was  no  object  which  could  be  more 
sacred  to  the  mind  of  any  responsible 
person,  or  anyone  in  the  House  in  con- 
nection with  public  aflTairs  at  this  mo- 
ment, than  to  maintain  that  confidence 
in  the  powers  that  put  the  law  into 
execution,  which  had  happily  been 
maintained  in  most  parts  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. The  obj  ect  of  the  Besolution  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney was  to  introduce  order  and  clearness 
into  the  subject,  which  was  at  present, 
from  the  debates  in  the  House,  evidently 
one  on  which  varied  opinions  existed. 
Could  there  be  anything  more  unfortunate 
for  the  Government  of  the  day  to  do 
than,  after  the  events  which  had  taken 
place  in  connection  with  Trafalgar 
Square  in  November  last,  to  positively 
put  down  their  foot  and  say  that  there 
was,  in  their  opinion,  really  no  right  of 
public  meeting  at  all,  and  that  any 
public  meeting — of  course  he  meant  in 
open  spaces — in  the  Metropolis  was 
exercised  entirely  subject  to  their 
supervision  and  free  will?  He  (Mr. 
Stuart)  believed  that  such  an  action  had, 
unfortunately,  got  a  tendency  to  iiiQreas^ 
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the  present  uneasy  feeling  that  there 
was  in  the  Metropolis.  He  believed 
{hat  those  who  moved  the  Besolution, 
and  those  who  moved  the  Amendments 
which  were  going  along  with  it,  would 
be  found  to  be  those  who  were  really 
keeping  the  peace  of  the  Metropolis  by 
endeavouring  to  put  clearly  the  right 
of  public  meeting,  and  to  establish  it 
under  suitable  conditions.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Qeneral  went  so  far 
as  to  say,  or  to  represent  those  hon. 
Members  as  saying,  that  they  desired 
that  there  should  be  an  absolute  power 
to  hold  a  meeting  at  any  hour,  of  any 
size,  and  to  give  any  amount  of  free 
will  to  everybody  in  Trafalgar  Square 
and  other  open  spaces.  That  was  not 
at  all  the  object  of  those  who  moved  and 
those  who  supported  the  Eesolution  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney.  They  were  perfectly  aware 
that  if  the  right  of  publio  meeting  was 
to  be  of  advantage  to  the  community, 
and  if  it  was  to  continue  unimpaired,  it 
must  be  exercised  subject  to  proper  re- 
gulations and  to  any  useful  restrictions 
that  might  be  required.  But  they,  at 
the  same  time,  were  of  opinion  that  in 
the  case  of  Trafalgar  Square  and  of 
other  open  spaces  in  London  where 
meetings  at  present  were  commonly 
hold,  it  would  be  desirable  to  apply 
provisions  similar  to  the  Parks  Begu- 
lation  Act  of  1872.  He  would  point 
out  what  it  was  in  connection  with 
that  Act  which  gave  security  to  pub- 
lic meetings  and  rendered  them  free 
from  danger  and  alarm.  There  was 
a  body  established,  not  the  police,  but 
separate  and  apart  from  the  police, 
to  whom  anyone  desiring  to  hold  a 
meeting  in  Hyde  Park,  or  other  place 
under  their  control,  was  required  to 
apply.  He  thought  that  distinction  of 
a  separate  body  was  a  very  valuable 
distinction,  which  did  not,  in  any  sense, 
exist  in  the  case  of  Trafalgar  Square  or 
other  like  situated  open  spaces.  There 
was  anoth^  very  important  point  in  the 
regulation  under  that  Act  which  had 
received  the  sanction  of  the  House,  and 
that  was  the  notice  that  had  to  be  given 
some  days  beforehand  to  Her  Majesty's 
Board  of  Works,  the  body  concerned, 
of  the  intention  to  hold  a  meeting. 
Such  a  notification  took  in  the  case,  for 
instance,  of  Hyde  Park,  precisely  the 
same  position  that  the  engaging  of  a 
hall  would  take,  were  there  a  hall  suit- 
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able  for  such  a  meeting ;  and  it  had  been 
his  experience  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  treated  very  fairly  any 
proposals  that  were  brought  before 
them,  and  were  very  willing  to  enter 
into  any  arrangement  for  the  good  order 
and  good  conduct  of  the  meetings.  And 
he  could  feel  no  doubt  whatever  that 
were  such  an  Act  in  its  general  character 
extended  to  Trafalgar  Square,  the  meet- 
ings there  would  be  free  from  all  those 
features  which  had  from  time  to  time 
been  objected  to,  and  that  the  uneasy 
feeling  which  existed  in  a  large  measure 
on  the  part  of  the  people  of  London, 
that  they  were  losing  some  right  through 
the  action  of  the  Government,  would 
cease  and  disappear.  The  next  point 
on  which  those  who  were  bringing  for- 
ward these  Besolutions  were  endeavour- 
ing to  secure  peace  and  confidence  in 
London  was  contained  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
moved  for  an  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  the  police.  Do  not  let  anyone  think 
that  an  attack  was  being  made  on  the 
police  force  in  general.  On  the  contrary, 
it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  obtain  such 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  proposed,  to 
show  some  primd  facie  case  of  improper 
acUon  on  the  part  of  certain  members 
of  the  police  force.  That  such  improper 
action  had  taken  place  on  the  part  of 
several  members — a  considerable  number 
of  members  of  the  police  force — he 
thought,  after  the  spoech  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  after  such  other  particulars 
as  they  would,  he  hoped,  have  brought 
before  them  before  the  end  of  the  debate, 
there  could  be  no  reasonable  ground  for 
denying.  Surely,  to  inquire  into  such 
allegations  as  had  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Northampton  would  not  in  themselves 
lead  to  the  weakening  of  the  force.  On 
the  contrary,  in  the  interests  of  the 
police  themselves — in  the  interests  of 
their  proper  position  and  utility — and 
in  the  interests  of  the  peace  of  the 
Metropolis,  and,  above  all,  in  the  in* 
terests  of  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  London  in  the  police,  he  believed 
that  such  an  inquiry  was  urgently  re- 
quired. As  to  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  (Mr.  Stuart)  had  siven  Notice, 
it  would  be  out  of  Order  to  refer 
to  it  in  more  than  one  passing  word.  As 
I  had  been  said  in  many  quarters  of  the 
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House,  it  was  hard  to  believe  that  any 
regulation  of  the  circumstances  under 
which  meetinfys  were  held,  or  any  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  police,  could 
establish  what  might  be  called  a 
stable  equilibrium  in  the  position  of 
the  police  in  the  Metropolis,  for 
the  growth  of  confidence  was  a  very 
slow  growth,  and  the  confidence  of 
the  people  of  London  in  the  Metro- 
politan Police  had  been  sadly  shaken. 
The  question  had  arisen  how  was  confi- 
dence to  be  re-established,  and  he  could 
not  believe  that  it  could  be  effectually 
and  permanently  re-established,  except 
by  utilizing  their  experience  from  what 
certainly  existed  in  England — namely, 
that  confidence  was  best  established  and 
best  maintained  in  the  police  force,  when 
that  force  was  in  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers for  whom  it  acted.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General,  and  not  a  few  other  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  had 
spoken  with  great  force  of  the  meetings 
of  the  unemployed  which  had  taken 
taken  place  previously  to  the  18th 
November.  They  had  all  fallen,  it 
seemed  to  him,  into  the  same  error  of 
conceiving  that  the  meetings  of  the  un- 
enployed  which  took  place  previously  to 
the  13th  November  and  the  meeting  of 
the  13th  November  itself  had  anything 
whatever  to  do  with  one  another.  The 
meeting  of  the  13th  November  was  one 
which  was  carried  out  by  the  same  body 
as  had  organized  many  meetings  in  the 
Metropolis,  both  in  Trafalgar  Square 
and  elsewhere,  with  great  success  and 
free  from  all  elements  of  disorder,  and 
from  any  cause  or  possible  cause  of 
alarm.  In  speaking  of  the  meetings  of 
the  unemployed  which  were  not  inter- 
fered with  by  the  Government,  he  should 
like  to  say  this — that  he  felt  that,  how- 
ever disorderly  they  might  have  been — 
and  certainly,  in  many  cases,  they  were 
disorderly — the  expression  of  opinion  by 
the  poor  and  the  weak  and  the  miser- 
able of  this  great  City  was  not  a  thing 
which  could  lightly  be  repressed,  even 
though  that  expression  of  opinion  might 
have  connected  with  it  many  foolish 
statements  and  many  foolish  proposals. 
It  should  be  the  aim  of  all  in  the  House 
to  ascertain,  as  far  as  they  could  ascer- 
tain it,  where  the  root  of  the  difficulty 
of  these  unemployed  lay,  and  that  could 
not  be  ascertained  without  listening  to 
what  they  themselves  had  to  say.    They 

Jfr,  James  Stuart 


had  not  the  means  of  hiring  large  halls 
for  their  meetings ;  their  speeches  were 
not  reported  in  the  newspapers;  they 
were  obliged  to  hold  their  meetings  in 
some  places  or  under  some  circum- 
stances which  enabled  them  to  attract 
attention.  And  here,  with  respect  to 
these  meetings  and  the  unemployed  and 
their  demands,  let  him  repeat  in  the 
House  words  which  he  had  used  else- 
where. There  was  no  doubt  in  the  de- 
mands of  these  people  something,  muoh 
of  which  was  wrong,  and  much  of  which 
was  erroneous ;  but  the  origin  of  their 
demands  was  that  a  real  cause  and  a 
real  trouble  existed,  which  was  not  only 
felt  by  these  people,  but  was  a  trouble 
in  consequence  to  the  whole  body  politic. 
There  was  nothing  that  he  and  his 
Friends  felt  more  at  this  moment  in  the 
beginning  of  these  democratio  times 
than  the  necessity  of  guarding  the  secu- 
rity of  property.  That  security  was  a 
thing  at  which  they  all  must  aim ;  but 
he  had  said  this — that  whereas  the  law 
had  in  the  past  very  largely  aimed  at 
securing  to  those  who  had  the  enjoy- 
ment of  what  they  had,  it  ought  also 
to  set  about  more  than  it  had  done 
creating  that  condition  of  existence  in 
which  those  who  earned  should  get 
their  fair  share  of  what  they  earned, 
and  thereby  establish  one  of  the 
best  sources  of  security  that  those 
who  had  should  secure  the  free  and 
undisputed  enjoyment  of  what  they  had. 
The  meeting  of  the  13th  November, 
which  was  undertaken  by  a  number 
of  persons  well  accustomed  to  carry 
through  such  meetings,  and  who  in 
other  cases  carried  them  through  with- 
out any  cause  of  alarm  and  without 
any  danger,  differed  also  in  another 
respect  from  these  meetings  of  the  un- 
employed. They  took  place  under  cir- 
cumstances in  which  there  might  be, 
and  there  was,  considerable  evil  done  to 
the  shopkeepers  and  others  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. He  should  like  here  to  call 
attention  to  what  an  hon.  Member,  who 
quoted  a  considerable  number  of  letters 
respecting  the  falling-off  of  visitors  at 
hotels  and  the  like,  replied  in  answer  to 
a  question  which  he  (Mr.  Stuart)  inter- 
posed. The  hon.  Member  said  that  the 
letters  as  to  the  falling-off  of  visitors  at 
the  hotels,  and  of  persons  coming  from 
foreign  countries  to  London,  were  dated 
subsequent  to  November  13,  bearing 
out  what  had  been  all  along  said,  that 
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it  was  tbo  action  of  tbe  Qovornment  and 
the  authorities  which  created  the  alarm. 
Dut  that  meeting  was  bold  on  a  Sunday  \ 
the  traffic  was  absent ;  the  Btreets  were 
not  tbrongcd  with  ordinaiy  pa^soni^ers. 
The  shops  were  shut,  so  that  the  difficul- 
ties which  were  said  to  have  existed,  and 
which  did  exist,  iu  connection  with  other 
meetings,  had  not  existed  in  connection 
with  this  one.  It  was  remarkably  un- 
fortunate for  the  Government,  who  dis- 
arowed  all  intention  of  interfering  with 
political  meetings,  and  meetings  for 
hmdfiHe  political  purposes,  that  the  Grst 
meeting  they  did  interfere  with  was  held 
for  a  bond  fide  polittcnl  purpose,  and  freo 
from  sit  those  subsidiary  disadvantages 
— if  he  might  call  them  so — attendant 
on  the  other  meetings.  As  to  the  meet- 
ing of  the  13th  November,  it  was  said 
that  some  of  the  people  went  to  it  with 
serious  arms.  So  far  that  was  a  groat 
misfortune ;  but  they  had  before  them 
evidenoe  which  they  had  got  from  many 
sources,  that  club  after  club  which  came 
to  the  meeting  in  the  procession,  in  order 
to  evade  any  appearance  of  violence  or 
threat,  left  behind  them,  intentionally, 
not  only  their  sticks,  but  even  their 
umbrellas,  and  that  they  bad  arranged 
as  thoy  advanced  towards  the  Square  to 
have  some  sort  of  Homorio  controversy 
■  with  the  police  who  would  meet  them, 
in  order  that  they  might  assert  their 
legal  right,  as  they  believed,  to  go  to  the 
public  meeting  in  the  Square,  and  then 
turn  aside  and  go  to  Hyde  Park  or 
elaewhers.  Evidence  largely  to  that  effect, 
no  doubt,  could  be  brought  before  any 
Committee,  should  the  Government  re- 
pent of  the  position  they  bad  taken  up, 
and  enable  the  House  to  establish  a 
Cqmmittee  of  Inquiry.  The  processionists 
had  reason  to  believe  that  the  police 
would  meet  them  without  violence  and 
without  force.  Considerable  confidence 
had  grown  up  in  the  police,  in  the 
gradual  growtn  of  that  slow-growing 
plant,  since  the  Metropolitan  Police  was 
first  introduced  into  London,  and  in  the 
previous  large  meetings  and  gatherings  i 
which  had  been  held  the  police  had 
offered  very  considerable  help.  In  re-  | 
gard  to  one  of  those  meetings  which  he 
was  connected  with  last  Easter  Monday, 
be  bad  had  occasion  to  write  thanking 
tho  police  for  the  great  care  and  good 
sense  with  which  they  had  conducted  : 
their  various  arrangements ;  but  with 
regard  to  that  meeting  and  with  respect  | 
to  other  meetings  which  passed  off  with  j 
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I  great  ease  and  quietness,  those  whose 
I  cue  was  always  to  represent  the  people 
as  turbulent  bad  used  before  the  event 
[  language  no  less  inflamed  than  they  did 
I  of  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square.  If 
an3-ono  would  turn  to  The  Morning  Poit 
of  friday,  April  8,  a  few  days  before 
that  Hydo  Park  meeting,  tlioy  would 
see  a  leading  article  there  which  con- 
tained the  following  words : — 

"  It  cna  only  be  by  Bonie  nnfortuaikte  tecboi- 
caiitj-  tIiB,t  such  a  meoting  can  eacapa  being 
called  trcnaonablo.  I'liWic  opinion  must  not 
allow  itself  to  be  blinded  by  a  namo.  It  bsi 
now  to  uLooso  under  which  kin{;  it  will  servo. 
A  rule  shared  by  Parliamont  with  tho  mob  ia  a 
farce  to-dav,  and  will  be  a  tcagody  to-morrow. 
There  is  no  middlo  course.  There  can  be  no 
delay  in  the  decision." 

The  Executive  Government,  fortunately, 
did  not  yield  to  that  incitement.  He  had 
no  doubt,  if  they  bad,  they  would  have 
plunged  liondon  into  the  same  disorder 
and  condition  into  which  they  plunged 
it  on  the  13th  November  last.  The 
meeting  was  uninterfered  with,  and 
passed  off  peaceably.  Some  jonmals 
had  made  a  considerable  effort  to  repre- 
sent the  people  of  London  as  turbulent 
and  not  law-abiding.  He  would  read  an 
extract  from  TAa  Obierver,  of  December 
11,  1S87— a  passage  from  an  account  of 
a  meeting  of  a  body  styling  itself  "  The 
English  Land  BestoratJon  League." 
The  objects  of  that  body,  like  the  objects 
of  the  Socialists,  might  be  good  or  oad. 
That  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
question,  and  as  yet  the  Government 
had  net  ventured  to  prevent  any  meeting 
on  the  speci&ed  ground  that  they  did  not 
agree  with  its  object.  The  only  instance 
in  which  they  did  that  was  in  Ireland, 
in  the  case  of  the  suppressed  branohea 
of  the  National  League.  But  of  this 
meeting,  here  was  the  concluding  part 
of  the  account — 

"A  force  of  foot  police  attended  from  the 
local  police  station,  and  wai  under  the  direction 
of  luspectora  Alstin  and  Bobinson.  Beraral 
horse  patrols  were  also  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  gathering  " — 

an  item  of  news  whioh  be  would  venture 
to  say  had  practically  no  other  utility 
than  to  alarm  nervous  people,  and  to 
keep  up  tho  delusion — the  wicked  and 
wickedly  fostered  delusion — that  the 
people  of  London  generally  wore  turbu- 
lent and  law-breaking.  It  was  short 
shrift  that  these  gentry  would  give  to  the 
common  people.  Here  was  a  quotation 
from  The  Qlobt  of  May  13,  referring  to 
a  meeting  of  Socialists.  It  ftsid. — 
E  2 


103      Puhlie  Meetings  in 


{COMMONS) 


the  MetropolU. 


104 


"There  is  really  no  need  to  waste  public  time, 
outside  the  House  any  more  than  in  it,  by  dis- 
0  ussing  the  rights  and  wrongs  of  the  case.  The 
first  duty  of  the  police  is  emphatically  not  to 
protect  public  meetings,  which  are  dangerous 
to  public  order,  but  to  suppress  them.** 

All  very  good ;  but  the  whole  thing  lay 
in  the  words  **  dangerous  to  public 
order,"  and  his  contention  was  that 
whatever  of  the  nature  of  alarm  and 
danger  it  partook  was  entirely  due  to 
the  action  of  the  Government  and  the 
police.  That  was  not  the  first  time 
events  of  that  kind  had  happened  in 
connection  with  the  police  force.  An  in- 
stance in  which  an  inquiry  into  the 
action  of  the  police  was  granted  by  the 
House  had  been  quoted  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton. 
Ho  would  give  another,  which  wfis  still 
more  germane  to  the  case  in  point.  A 
meeting  announced  to  take  place  on  the 
13th  of  May,  1833,  in  Coldbath  Fields, 
was  proclaimed  as  an  unlawful  assembly ; 
but  the  people  gathered,  and  a  conflict 
ensued  between  them  and  the  new  police, 
in  the  course  of  which  one  policeman 
was  killed  and  two  others  were  griev- 
ously wounded.  On  July  12  a  Select 
Committee,  with  power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records,  was  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  police 
in  dispersing  the  meeting.  It  reported 
on  August  23.  It  exonerated  the  police 
from  blame,  at  any  rate  on  most  points ; 
but  its  7th  Eesolution  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  That,  while  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Com- 
mittee that  the  conduct  of  the  police  as  a  body 
on  the  occasion  in  question  afforded  no  just 
ground  of  complaint,  they  feel  it  a  duty  to  ad- 
vert to  the  importance  of  the  utmost  caution 
and  vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  superintendents 
and  other  officers  of  the  police  to  chock  any  un- 
necessary violence  among  their  men  on  all  occa- 
sions, but  more  especially  where  largo  bodies  of 
them  are  employed  in  the  preservation  or  sup- 
pression of  disturbance,  and  the  maint'^nanoo  of 
the  public  peace." 

Not  a  word  of  such  caution  had  escaped 
from  any  Member  of  the  Government 
to  those  responsible  for  the  action  of 
the  police.  The  right  of  public  meeting 
in  Trafalgar  Square  had  been  much 
disputed,  and  it  had  been  treated  by 
others  better  able  to  deal  with  the 
matter  than  ho  was ;  ho  only  desired  to 
read  to  the  House  an  extract  from  a 
letter  he  had  received  from  a  gentleman 
who  was  engaged  in  the  temperance 
organization  of  London.  The  writer 
said — 
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*'  It  happens  that,  in  eonjanction  with  a  friend, 

I  have  had  an  exceptional  experience  of  meetings 
in  Trafalgar  Square.  We  have  held  more  meet- 
ings there  than  any  other  men  in  London,  ha?ing 
conducted  them  weekly,  weather  permitting, 
during  all  the  summer  months  from  the  begin- 
ning of  May  to  the  end  of  September  each  year 
from  1878  to  1885 ;  and  I  supplied  certain  infor- 
mation to  Mr.  Saunders  when  charged  at  Bow 
Street  which  was  regardedas  valuable,  inasmach 
as  it  tended  to  show,  on  the  authority  of  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police,  that  the  present 
interpretation  of  the  law  by  thoso  who  contend 
for  the  right  of  meeting  is  the  same  as  the  official 
interpretation  during  the  years  mentioned.  When 
about  to  start  Sunday  morning  meetings  at  Tra- 
falgar Square,  on  the  first  Sunday  in  May,  1878, 1 
made  the  police  acquainted  with  our  intention. 
Haying  no  reply,  my  friend  and  I  attended  for 
the  purpose ;  but  just  as  we  commenced  the 
constable  on  duty  interrupted  us;  and  upon  an 
appeal  to  a  sergeant,  who  professed  to  know  no- 
thing of  our  right  to  be  there,  or  of  our  comma- 
nicntion,  suggested  it  would  be  well  if  he  were  to 
simply  report  the  circumstances,  and  that  we 
should  postpone  our  meeting  until  the  following 
week.  This  we  agreed  to  do.  The  same  evening 
some  police  officers  made  inquiries  about  me  at 
my  lodgings  in  North  Street,  Westminster,  and  I 
afterwards  recciTed  an  acknowledgment  of  my 
letter,  signed  by  Colonel  Henderson,  and  dated 
7th  May,  1878,  in  which  he  said—*  I  haTe  no 
power  to  grant  any  permission  to  hold  meetings 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  I  cannot  but  think  it  a 
very  unsuitable  place  for  public  meetings  on 
Sundays.'  I  replied  to  Colonel  Henderson,  ex- 
plaining our  object,  and  simply  asking  not  to  be 
interfered  with.  The  next  letter  I  received,  dated 

I I  th  May— which  was  left  in  the  custody  of  the 
Court  after  my  evidence  before  the  magistrate  in 
the  Graham  and  Burns  case — stated  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner  had  neither  power  to  prohibit 
or  permit  meetings,  and  that  the  police  could  only 
act  according  to  instructions,  without  regard  to 
the  object  of  the  meeting.  The  words  underlined 
are  significant,  taken  in  conjunction  with  subse- 
quent action.  Acting  on  our  right,  we  continned 
the  meetings,  and  afterwards  received  an  intima- 
tion that  the  police  had  received  instructions  not 
to  interfere.  Such  instructions  were  literally 
repented  year  by  year  as  our  intention  to  resume 
the  meetings  was  announced.  Thas,  and  ac- 
cording to  all  usage  up  to  the  recent  action,  it 
would  nppcar  that  our  interpretation  of  the  law 
now  was  the  official  interpretation.  I  ought  to 
add  that  Mr.  Poland,  in  cross-examination,  afler 
I  had  proved  receipt  of  the  second  letter,  sought 
to  show  that  our  meetings,  being  quiet,  ordinary 
temperance  meetings,  could  not  be  regarded  as 
objectionable.  This  is  answered  by  the  £act  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  did  express  opinion 
against  the  meetings,  but  virtually  admitted  he 
had  no  right  or  power  to  interfere.*' 

Before  leaving  this  part  of  the  subject, 
ho  would  say  that  undoubtedly  there 
tvas  danger  and  alarm  in  Trafalgar 
Square  on  the  1 3th  of  November ;  but 
the  danger  arose  from  filling  the  Square 
with  armed  men  to  prevent  the  people 
going  there.  No  people  had  more  firmly 
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endeavoured  to  prevent  a  recurrence  of 
such  danger  than  those  who  represented 
the  Liberal  Party  in  London.  Passing 
the  Resolution  even  with  the  addition 
of  the  Amendment  would  not  entirely 
suffice.  Continued  confidence  in  the 
police  could  not  be  expected  so  long  as 
the  force  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  of  the  day,  necessarily 
representing  one  Party.  It  was  a  most 
unfortunate  position  for  the  police,  and 
the  source  of  many  troubles.  Let  them 
act  ever  so  immaculately,  they  could  not 
interfere  with  any  political  meeting, 
where  even  there  might  be  just  ground 
for  interference,  without  raising  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  Metropolis 
grave  suspicion  of  the  propriety  and 
motives  of  their  action.  He  desired  to 
set  the  Government  free  from  that  diffi- 
culty ;  to  free  the  police  from  that  sus- 
picion. It  would  require  the  best  wits  and 
firmest  minds  to  define  the  exact  position 
of  the  police  force  in  the  futuro,  but 
warnings  were  offered  from  experience. 
In  France  there  was  a  police  force  which 
had  developed  in  one  way,  and  in  the 
boroughs  of  England  there  was  a  deve- 
lopment in  another  direction.  In  France 
bureaucratic  centralization  had  borne  its 
full  fruit.  In  France  the  police — in 
Paris  at  any  rate — had  ceased  to  a  great 
extent  to  be  that  protective  force  it  ought 
to  be,  and  had  become  the  ready  instru- 
ment of  oppression,  revolution,  and 
personal  ambition.  We  had  in  London 
seeds  of  the  same  dangerous  growth. 
As  in  Paris,  the  police  were  under  the 
control  of  the  Executive  Government, 
and  with  a  head  irresponsible  to  the 
people.  The  people  had  no  power  over 
their  police,  and  such  an  arrangement 
was  apt  for  political  misrule,  and  still 
more  apt  for  the  suspicion  of  such.  In 
the  towns  of  England,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  no  such  suspicion  or  fear  of 
conflict,  for  the  police  were  the  servants 
rather  than  the  masters  of  the  people, 
and  any  cotnplaint  of  police  action  was 
at  once  referred  to  the  Watch  Com- 
mittees. He  looked  forward  with  great 
hope  and  expectation  to  the  day  when 
there  could  no  longer  be  such  debates  as 
these  in  the  House  of  Commons.  [  *  *  Hear, 
hear!"]  Not  that  the  debates  would 
cease  for  reasons  hon.  Members  ap- 
plauded, not  because  defence  of  popular 
rights  would  cease,  but  because  the  people 
would  have  a  Representative  Court  of 
Appeal  short  of  Parliament.    ['*  Hear, 


hear !  "]  The  present  position  in  London 
was  a  standing  menace  to  the  liberties 
of  England,  and  steps  in  the  wrong 
direction  were  being  taken  in  London 
just  now.  The  police  of  London  had  in 
the  last  few  years  become  more  and  more 
an  embarracked  body,  separated  from 
the  civil  life  of  the  people.  He  would 
have  them  restored  to  a  position  of  a  civil 
and  less  of  a  military  body.  Surely, 
Londoners  were  not  less  capable  than 
the  inhabitants  of  other  towns  of  manag- 
ing their  own  police  affairs?  The  state 
of  London  was  a  standing  menace  to 
liberty,  and  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  how  this  matter  stood.  The 
general  Police  Act  for  England  was 
passed  in  1839,  and  at  that  time  the 
police  were  under  the  management  of 
and  paid  by  the  localities.  But  in  1856 
an  unfortunate  change  was  made,  and  a 
quarter  of  the  charge  for  police  was 
placed  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  a  pro- 
portionate share  of  control  being  given  to 
the  Central  Authority.  In  1876  a  further 
step  in  the  same  direction  was  taken, 
and  the  contribution  from  Imperial 
Funds  raised  to  one-half.  Further,  he 
would  point  out  that  when  a  Conservative 
Government  carried  out  the  centralizing 
policy  in  reference  to  prisons,  it  was  an 
open  secret  that  the  then  Home  Secre- 
tary— Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross— made  in- 
quiries in  several  of  the  large  boroughs 
to  ascertain  if  it  could  be  made  accept- 
able to  local  opinion  that  a  larger  share 
of  the  cost  of  the  police  should  fall  on 
the  Imperial  Fund,  and  the  management 
pass  into  the  hands  of  the  Central 
Authority.  An  excuse,  a  possibility  for 
that  happening,  a  ground  of  argument 
by  which  it  could  be  urged,  existed  in  the 
position  of  the  present  Metropolitan 
Police  Force.  He  therefore  urged  the 
House  to  adopt  not  only  the  original 
Kesolution  but  also  the  Amendment,  and 
to  adopt  them  in  the  interests  of  peace, 
of  security,  and  of  good  government  in 
the  Metropolis. 

Me.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham,  Bordesley)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Hoxton  Division  of  Shoreditch 
(Mr.  Stuart)  had  made  a  very  interest- 
ing speech,  with  the  greater  part  of  which 
many  on  that  side  would  thoroughly 
agpree ;  but  hardly  anything  in  the 
speech  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  Eesolution  or  the  Amendment. 
Municipal  Government  in  London,  or 
in  Ireland,  the  stopping  of  the  bureau* 
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cratic  tendencies,  the  transfer  of  prisons 
to  the  control  of  Government,  all  these 
were  interesting  matters  to  be  brought 
up  for  discussion  at  a  proper  time.  The 
hon.  Member  appealed  to  Provincial 
Members  on  the  question,  and  Provincial 
Members,  though  they  might  not  know 
much  about  London,  were  perfectly  well 
awaro  of  what  the  people  of  the  Pro- 
vinces thought  with  regard  to  this 
Trafalgar  Square  business  ;  and  when 
hon.  Members  got  to  know  what  those 
thoughts  were  they  would  see  that  they 
had  failed  to  blind  the  people  of  the 
Provinces  as  to  the  nature  of  these  pro- 
ceedings by  references  to  the  want  of 
London  Municipal  Qovernmeut  and 
other  things.  He  agreed  that  the  poor 
should  have  facilities  for  expressing 
their  grievances.  Who  amongst  them 
wished  for  a  moment  to  deny  such  ?  It 
was,  indeed,  in  favour  of  the  liberties  of 
the  poor  that  law-abiding  observances 
were  to  be  insisted  upon.  Then  tho 
hon.  Member  asked  that  the  Amend- 
ment should  be  agreed  to,  having  a  few 
minutes  before  stated  that  nothing  in 
the  Resolution  or  the  Amendment  would 
secure  tho  object  he  had  in  view.  Ho  was 
reluctant  to  impose  himself  on  the  atten- 
tion of  tho  House,  but  on  this  occasion  he 
was  specially  unwilling  to  give  a  silent 
vote.  It  had  been  stated  by  more  than  one 
speaker  that  this  was  not  a  Party  ques- 
tion. In  our  system  of  Party  Govern- 
ment too  many  things  were  reduced  to 
the  level  of  a  lever  to  lift  the  Opposition 
into  power,  but  ho  trusted  that  no  Party 
would  ever  allow  the  question  of  law 
and  order,  on  which  all  government  must 
exist,  to  be  degraded  into  a  Party  weapon 
to  secure  a  Party  triumph.  An  appeal 
was  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
Dissentient  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Party — what  his  right  hon.  Friend  meant 
he  did  not  know.  Did  ho  refer  to  the 
80-callod  Unionist  Liberals  tho  *' remnant 
that  remaineth "  of  the  old  Liberal 
Party,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Qladstone)so  thoroughlysmashed  in  1 886? 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  ob- 
jected to  the  term  **  Separatists ;"  then 
why  did  he  apply  to  others  the  term 
"  Dissentient  Liberals  ?  "  To  be  Dis- 
sentients there  must  bo  something  to 
dissent  from — would  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  have  the  courago  to  define  tho 
thing  from  which  they  wero  dissenting  ? 


He  had  not  permission  to  do  that.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundee 
said  it  was  unwise  to  bring  the  Crown 
into  the  controversy,  but  he  was  inclined 
to  think  it  was  an  unwise  thing  to  bring 
on  the  controversy  at  all,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  find  that  they  had  attained 
very  little  from  the  alliance  they  had 
made,  and  the  new  form  of  Liberalism 
they  had  introduced.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundee  said — and 
he  was  not  the  only  one  who  had  said 
it  —  that  the  respectable  artizans  of 
Lend  on  were  divorced  from  law  and  order. 
He  (Mr.  Jesse  Collings)  did  not  believe 
a  word  of  it.  Of  the  respectable  artizans, 
tho  workmen — by  which  he  meant  the 
men  who  worked — he  did  not  believe  for 
a  moment  that  they  were  divorced  from 
law  and  order.  Just  to  the  extent  which 
that  democracy  to  which  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  referred  gained  ground 
would  the  workmen  recognize  that  law 
and  order  formed  the  basis  of  democracy, 
without  which  it  could  not  progress  and 
would  cease  to  exist.  There  was  one 
feature  in  the  controversy  he  regretted. 
No  one  on  the  Liberal  side  had  uttered 
one  word  of  sympathy  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  police  had  been  served.  In 
the  thronged  community  of  London, 
men,  women,  and  children  went  about 
the  streets,  not  thinking  of  arming  them- 
selves for  self-defence,  simply  because 
they  trusted  in  and  relied  on  the  pro- 
tection of  the  law,  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  law.  He  could  understand 
the  terror  that  would  be  excited  if  for 
a  moment  there  were  introduced  into 
the  minds  of  men,  women,  or  children  a 
feeling  that  there  was  anything  like 
rottenness  in  the  representatives  of  the 
power  of  tho  law.  What  made  the 
policeman  so  powerful  ?  Man  for  man 
he  was  not  physically  superior  to  his 
fellow-citizens,  and  as  a  body  the  police 
wero  much  less  numerous.  It  was  only 
because  they  bore  the  bad^e  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  law,  omy  because 
it  was  felt  that  tho  whole  power  of  the 
Kingdom  was  behind  them,  that  half-a- 
dozen  policemen  could  in  tolerably  large 
towns  enable  the  inhabitants  to  walk 
the  streets  in  peace  and  sleep  securely 
in  their  homes.  They  were  not  friends 
of  a  Liberal  democracy  who  would  put 
out  a  finger  to  disturb  this  state  of 
things.  It  was  this  that  Liberals  had 
been  fighting  for  for  the  last  50  years, 
but  the  proceedings  and  the  speeches  of 
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so-called  Liberals  during  the  debate 
contained  doctrines  that  did  much  to 
check  the  progress  made  and  the 
victory  almost  achieved.  Nearly  the 
whole  of  the  controversy  had  turned 
upon  legal  points,  and  to  non-legal 
minds  it  was  an  intellectual  pleasure  to 
listen.  The  case  as  put  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell) 
seemed  to  admit  of  no  contradiction, 
and  in  listening  to  him  they  thought 
he  was  right.  But  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  began  to  speak  in  reply  the 
non-legal  mind  was  disposed  to  consider 
that  he,  too,  was  absolutely  right.  This 
was  the  bewilderment  the  non-legal 
mind  got  into  by  the  everlasting  dealing 
with  legal  teclmicalities  and  subtleties 
which  had  been  how  the  subject  had 
been  treated.  It  would  seem  impertinent 
for  him  to  refer  to  what  had  been  said 
on  nice  points  of  law,  but  there  were 
one  or  two  points  that  presented  diffi- 
culties to  the  non-legal  mind.  For 
instance,  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  (Sir  Oharles  Eussell)  which 
occupied  so  much  time,  and  to  which  he 
attached  so  muoh  importance,  was  the 
' '  historical  creation  of  Trafalgar  Square. ' ' 
He  did  not  think  that  had  anything  to 
do  with  it.  He  had  no  doubt  that  at 
one  time  people  went  bird's-nesting  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  If  Trafalgar  Square 
were  suitable  for  pursuits  of  that  sort 
then  it  was  hardly  suitable  for  them 
now.  One  could  quite  understand  that 
30  years  ago  there  might  be  many 
places  in  this  City  and  in  other  towns  of 
England  quite  suitable  for  a  purpose 
for  which  they  were  no  longer  suitable. 
There  had  been  much  talk  about  the 
right  of  ingress  and  thoroughfare.  Of 
course  there  was  a  right  of  ingress  and 
thoroughfare  in  the  streets,  but  if  500  or 
600  people  possessing  that  right  were  to 
stop  and  to  address  each  other,  and  form 
a  public  meeting,  the  whole  case  would 
be  altered.  Let  them  come  down  from 
these  legal  heights  to  the  region  of 
common  sense— he  meant,  by  com- 
mon sense,  the  sense  of  common 
people;  the  sort  of  argument  which 
the  people  of  the  country  would 
understand.  They  might  depend  upon 
it  that  the  majority  of  people  would  not 
understand  many  of  the  arguments  hon. 


Members  seemed  to  rely  upon.  Now, 
the  Eesolution  must  be  taken  with  the 
Amendment  moved  to  it  ;  must  be 
taken  with  the  speeches  which  had  been 
delivered  in  the  House  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  and  with  the  speeches  which 
were  being  and  had  been  delivered  else- 
where ;  it  must  be  taken  with  all  those 
curious  proceedings  which  had  taken 
place  at  public  meetings.  That  being  so, 
the  Amendment,  which  appeared  in 
itself  so  very  innocent,  was  a  thing  of 
very  grave  meaning.  Two  statements 
were  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney which  seemed  to  him  to  surrender 
the  whole  case.  In  the  first  place, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  previous  to  the  13th  of 
November  there  had  been  held  a  num- 
ber of  meetings  of  a  disorderly  character 
and  causing  considerable  annoyance, 
inconvenience,  and  injury  to  persons 
whose  businesses  surrounded  Trafalgar 
Square;  and  he  admitted  that  it  was 
with  a  view  of  preventing  the  recurrence 
of  these  things  that  the  Government 
took  action.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  very  fairly — 

''  I  do  not  question  and  never  have  questioned 
the  right  of  the  Executive  to  stop  any  meeting 
which  they  can  satisfy  any  proper  trihunal  was 
an  unlawful  meeting,  either  because  of  its 
avowed  object,  or  because  it  was  calculated  to 
inspire  the  minds  of  ordinary  persons  in  the 
neighbourhood  with  fear." 

His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  practically 
admitted  that  there  were  abundant 
warnings  given  to  the  Government,  and 
that  the  Government  had  a  right  to 
interfere.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  Ceilings)  took 
it  that  the  right  carried  the  duty. 
ICriea  of  **  Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  Parlia- 
ment  did  not  put  powers  into  the  hands 
of  the  Executive  without  the  intention 
that  the  Executive  should  use  them,  and 
therefore  he  took  it  that  the  right  carried 
the  duty.  At  any  rate,  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  exercised  the  right  they 
would  have  had  to  bear  the  responsibility 
of  whatever  consequences  resulted.  Ac- 
cording to  the  admissions  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Motion  the  Government  had 
warnings  of  the  necessity,  and  they  had 
power  to  exercise  the  right.  They  did 
exercise  it,  and  according  to  the  opinions 
of  the  jury  at  the  recent  trial  they  exer- 
cised it  properly,  and  it  was  well  known 
that  the  exercise  of  the  right  had  resulted 
in  the  public  good.     Suppose  the  Go- 
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yemment  had  not  acted,  and  suppose 
the  police  had  been  overpowered  and  a 
part  of  London  had  been  sacked — and 
that  was  not  an  extravagant  supposition 
by  any  means — what  sort  of  a  Resolu- 
tion would  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  be  moving  at  the 
present  time  in  that  event  ?  They  would 
be  moving  a  Resolution  condemning 
this  weak  and  miserable  Government 
that  did  not  know  how  to  perform  the 
first  duty  of  Government — namely,  that 
of  governing.  He  did  not  forget  that 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Kussell)  referred  to  the  continuous  cha- 
racter of  the  regulation  affecting  Tra- 
falgar Square,  but  that  was  a  point 
which  the  people  of  England  would  not 
attach  much  importance  to.  It  was  too 
nice,  and  in  view  of  the  great  things 
that  had  to  be  settled  and  the  dangers 
that  had  to  be  encountered  it  disappeared 
altogether.  There  was  no  question  of 
free  speech  in  this  matter  whatever. 
There  was  no  question  of  the  right  of 
public  speaking;  nothing  of  the  kind 
was  involved.  The  only  question  in- 
volved was  as  to  whether  free  speech 
and  the  right  of  public  meeting  should 
be  so  arranged  as  to  be  a  terror,  an  in- 
convenience, and  a  source  of  danger  to 
other  members  of  the  community  who 
had  as  much  right  to  protection  as  those 
who  held  the  meeting.  It  was  really  a 
question  whether  the  people  might  live 
in  peace  in  their  own  houses.  They  had 
heard  much  talk  about  the  rights  of  the 
people.  AVhich  people  were  they  who 
were  referred  to  ?  Matters  must  be  so 
arranged  that  while  they  secured  the 
rights  of  one  section  of  the  people  they 
did  not  do  away  with  the  rights  of 
another.  Let  them  take  the  case  of 
America.  He  had  taken  considerable 
interest  in  this  matter,  having  always 
thought  himself  a  groat  upholder  of  free 
speech.  In  America  there  was  free 
speech  and  there  was  the  right  of  public 
meeting;  but  he  questioned  if  there  was 
any  country  in  the  world  in  which  an 
Executive  was  armed  with  such  powers 
for  the  regulation  of  meetings  with 
regard  to  time,  place,  and  purpose,  par- 
ticularly of  place,  as  America,  and  he 
shuddered  to  think  what  would  have 
happened  if  the  occurrences  in  Trafalgar 
Square  had  taken  place  in  America. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  would 
have  happened  if  such  occurrences  had 
taken  place  in  Switzerland  or  Belgium  ? 

J^.  Jif^se  C0lling$ 


He  was  glad  to  think  that  in  this  country 
we  could  secure  law  and  order  and  free 
speech  and  the  right  of  free  meeting 
without  resorting  to  the  terrible  expe- 
dients to  which  the  Executive  in  America 
had  recourse.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Charles  Eussell)  said  that 
there  was  a  feeling  of  disquiet  widely 
entertained.  He  assured  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  that  there  was  such  a 
feeling,  but  that  it  was  entertained  in  a 
very  opposite  direction  to  that  in  which 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  presumed  it 
was  entertained.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  Col- 
lings)  noticed  that  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  about  the  time  of  the  meeting 
in  Trafalgar  Square,  there  was  an 
angry  feeling  on  the  part  of  people  of 
all  classes  at  the  supposed  inaction 
of  the  Government.  He  was  not 
speaking  of  London ;  he  gave  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Resolution  London.  He 
knew  what  he  was  speaking  about. 
In  the  Provinces  and  amongst  the  law- 
abiding  people  —  the  solid- thinking 
people  of  the  Provinces — there  was  un- 
questionably at  the  time  a  very  angry 
feeling  ,on  the  supposed  inaction  of  the 
Government.  He  was  not  speaking  of 
the  shouting  classes ;  he  was  not  speak- 
ing of  the  Caucus  for  instance,  but  he 
was  speaking  of  that  vast  mass — that 
vast  majority  of  the  people  of  England 
— stay-at-home  men;  the  arm-chair 
politicians.  {Laughter, '\  Yes;  he  knew 
those  men  ;  they  had  been  a  trouble  in 
former  times  because  they  won  elections, 
and  they  had  won  elections  sometimes 
against  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged. 
His  hon.  Friends  upon  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  had  got  in  the  Caucus 
a  machine,  but  they  did  not  know  how 
to  use  it.  He  was  present  at  its  birth, 
attended  it  in  its  infancy,  and  he  knew 
its  tricks.  Tools  must  be  for  those  who 
could  use  them,  and,  because  they  did 
not  know  how  to  gauge  its  proper  value, 
the  Caucus  was  at  the  bottom  of  all 
the  misfortunes  of  his  hon.  Friends. 
He  hoped  they  would  be  wiser  in  future, 
because  when  that  body  promised  them 
large  majorities  and 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
constitution  of  the  body  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  is  not  now  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  JESSE  C0LLING8  said,  he 
begged  the  Speaker's  pardon  for  having 
been  led  into  digression.  The  constitu- 
tion of  the  Caucus  had  certainly  no  ap- 
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parent  connection  with  the  Resolution. 
He  had  intended  to  remark  when  he 
made  the  digression  that  in  his  speech 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  did  not 
utter  one  word  in  defence  of  disorder. 
He  was  sure  nothing  would  be  further 
from  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  wish 
or  will  to  do  anything  to  promote  dis- 
order, but  he  should  like  to  have 
heard  something  more  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  from  others 
in  favour  of  law  and  order.  He  should 
like  to  have  heard  from  them,  in 
defence  of  the  police,  some  recognition 
of  the  diiEculties  of  the  police ;  he  should 
like  to  have  heard  something  which 
would  have  indicated  that  there  was 
another  side  to  the  question,  because 
they  had  been  told  to-night  that  there 
were  112  policemen  who  were  severely 
injured,  some  of  them  permanently. 
That  was  a  matter  which  really  de- 
manded their  sympathy  in  some  form  or 
other,  because  these  men  had  acted  in 
the  pursuit  of  their  duty.  The  police 
were  the  arm  of  the  Executive,  and  when 
112  of  them  were  knocked  about  by 
people  whom  they  did  not  seek  after  at 
all,  and  when  this  happened  when  they 
were  in  the  pursuit  of  duty  imposed  upon 
them,  the  House  ought  at  least  to  have 
heard  a  little  more  expressions  of  sym- 
pathy with  them.  Again,  let  him  refer 
to  America.  If  hon.  Members  read  the 
American  papers  they  would  know  that 
most  severe  sentences  were  inflicted  upon 
any  men  who  opposed  the  police  or  put 
themselves  in  the  way  of  the  police  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty.  That  was 
quite  right,  because  it  was  the  only  safe- 
guard for  a  democratic  country.  There 
was  only  one  other  remark  he  had  to 
make  before  he  sat  down.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North-East 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell)  made  a 
remark  which,  in  his  opinion,  was  very 
regrettable.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
the  people  of  this  country  had  not  yet 
learned,  but  were  learning,  that  the 
only  way  to  get  justice  done  in  the 
House  of  Commons  was  to  create 
scenes  of  disorder.  That,  as  he  had 
said,  was  a  very  regrettable  remark 
to  make  in  the  House  of  Commons.  To 
him  the  government  and  management  of 
4,000,000  or  5,000,000  of  human  beings, 
with  all  their  varied  interests  and 
troubles  and  everything  else,  was  a  very 
serious  thing.  Society  itself  in  a  manner 
hung  upon  it.     When  he  heard  such 


sentiments  proceeding  from  a  democrat 
he  thought  it  was  regrettable  in  the 
highest  degree.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand it  if  they  lived  in  a  country 
with  a  despotic  Government,  but 
they  lived  in  a  country  where  every 
man  had  got  a  vote,  where  the  Executive 
had  no  hereditary  power  or  despotic 
power,  but  was    the    creation   of   the 

Eeople  and  the  Parliament ;  and,  that 
eing  so,  it  was  mere  folly  to  talk  about 
the  interference  of  the  police  with  this 
and  with  that.  It  was  not  only  folly, 
but  it  seemed  to  him  wicked  to  utter  such 
a  sentiment  as  the  one  he  had  referred 
to,  which  was  to  be  reported  and  to  be 
read  by  thousands  of  people  who  would, 
perhaps,  put  a  very  wrong  construction 
upon  it.  There  was  no  doubt  the  action 
of  the  Government  would  be  criticized 
in  the  constituencies.  Southwark,  for 
instance,  did  not  agree  with  it;  but 
Deptford  did  and  Doncaster  did.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  man  who  could 
by  letter  or  telegram,  or  in  any  other 
way,  suggest  to  the  people  any  other 
appeal  than  to  the  ballot  box  was  a  friend 
of  the  democracy — a  friend  of  the  poor. 
In  fact,  such  a  man  had  yet  to  learn  how 
democratic  and  popular  government  was 
to  be  built  up.  He  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings), 
for  one,  had  no  hesitation  in  voting  on 
this  occasion.  Hon.  Members  might 
move  as  innocent-looking  Resolutions 
or  Amendments  as  they  chose,  but  the 
common- sense  feeling  of  the  people  of 
this  country  would  be  that  the  question 
at  issue  was  really  whether  or  not  a  cer- 
tain number  of  people  should  disobey 
or  defy  the  law  they  did  not  agree  with 
— whether  or  not  they  might  break 
policemen's  heads  who,  in  the  execution 
of  their  duty,  sought  to  enforce  the  law. 
Such  was  what  the  people  of  England 
understood  by  this  Eesolution ;  and  he 
was  very  much  mistaken  if  his  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Friends  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  did  not  find  that  they  had 
made  a  great  blunder  from  their  own 
point  of  view  by  allowing  those  Resolu- 
tions to  be  proposed. 

Mb.  LOOKWOOD  (York) :  I  cannot 
follow  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
sat  down  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  through 
his  somewhat  discursive  observations; 
for  if  I  were  to  attempt  to  do  so  I  should 
bring  down  upon  myself  that  condemna- 
tion which  the  hon.  Member  brought 
down  upon  himself.  From  one  point  of 
view,  I  admit  the  observations  of  the 
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hon.  Member  liave  been  of  interest.  Ho 
bas  given  to  the  House  the  confessions 
of  an  old  Caucus-monger.  The  hon. 
Member  told  us  that  managers  of  Cau- 
cuses have  forgotten  the  tricks  of  the 
Caucus.  I  daresay  they  forget  them  at 
the  time  they  lost  the  services  of  the 
hon.  Member.  [_Cries  of  **  Order!"] 
AVell,  I  apologize,  and  will  not  pursue 
this  line  any  further.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  gave  a  challenge  to  this  side 
of  the  House  which  I  have  very  great 
pleasure  in  accepting.  It  has  been 
already  pointed  out  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  that  if  the  Government  really 
believe  in  their  case,  and  are  really 
serious  in  contending  not  merely  that  it 
is  a  question  which  may  be  disputed, 
but  that  the  legal  proposition  they  put 
forward  is  one  which  is  beyond  doubt, 
and,  therefore,  not  fit  to  be  a  subject  of 
inquiry,  why  did  they  not  test  the  legal 
position  when  they  had  the  opportunity 
of  prosecuting  Mr.  William  Saunders  ? 
The  Attorney  General  told  the  House 
that  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  have  raised  the  ques- 
tion in  the  prosecution  of  Mr.  Saunders. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  also 
invited  any  person  sitting  on  this  side 
who  assumed  to  himself  any  knowledge 
of  the  legal  condition  of  things  existing 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Saunders'  case  to 
point  to  him  the  mode  in  which  that 
prosecution  might  have  been  instituted 
and  maintained.  I  would  undertake, 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  were 
here,  to  give  him  the  information ;  but, 
in  his  absence,  I  will  give  it  to  the 
Solicitor  General,  pointing  out  the  two 
modes  by  which  the  Government,  if  in 
earnest,  might  have  raised  this  very 
question  in  the  prosecution  of  Mr. 
Saunders  in  the  Polioe  Act.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  mentioned  a  prosecution  under 
a  local  Police  Act  for  obstructing  a  high- 
way ;  and,  as  similar  provisions  existed 
in  the  Metropolitan  Police  Act,  a  similar 
charge  might  have  been  made  against  Mr. 
Saunders,  and  it  would  have  been  open 
to  him  to  have  set  up  a  defence  involving 
the  point  at  issue.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  the  notice  of  Sir  Charles  Warren 
was  issued  under  the  52nd  section  of 
2  &  3  Vict  The  54th  section  of  that 
Act  provides  that  every  person  shall  be 
liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  40«. 
who,  within  the  limits  of  the  Metro- 
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politan  Police  Act,  shall  commit  certain 
offences;  and  one  of  these  is  wilfully 
disregarding  or  not  conforming  himself 
to  the  directions  issued  under  the  sec- 
tion.    Sir  Charles  Warren  issued  his 
notice  under  the  section  ;  Mr.  Saunders 
gave  notice  that  he  would  disregard  it, 
and  he  went  to  the  place  and  disregarded 
it.     What  was  easier  than  to  institute  a 
prosecution  which  would    enable    Mr. 
Saunders  to  raise  the  defence  on  the 
proposition  of  law  involved  in  the  de- 
bate ?    We  ag^ee  in  the  main  with  the 
observations  of    the  Home    Seoretary, 
whose  speech  appeared  to  be  divided 
into  two  parts.    The  first  part  was  one 
of  law,  and  the  second  one  of  facts. 
The  Home   Secretary  presented  to  the 
House,  no  doubt,  a  deplorable  condition 
of  things,  and  I  am  not  here,  for  one 
moment,  to  palliate  any  of  the  outrages 
that  have  resulted  from  these  gatherings. 
He  is  but  a  poor  friend  of  the  cause  of  the 
people  who  would  attempt  to  defend  any 
of  the  outrages  that  were  committed^ 
and  he  does  but  little  justice  to  his 
cause.     But  this  is  the  answer  that  I 
make    to  my  right  hon.   Friend  (Mr. 
Matthews)  with  regard  to  that  portion 
of  his  case  in  which  he  dealt  with  the 
facts.    These  deplorable  instances  them- 
selves speak  more  eloquently  and  cry 
more  loudly  for  a  solution  of  this  ques- 
tion,  and  make  it  imperative  that  this 
question  must  be  determined  one  way  or 
the  other,  whether  we  regard  it  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Home  Seeretary,  or 
from  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Head- 
ing (Mr.  Murdoch).    Whether  we  re- 
gard either  of  the  pictures  drawn  by  the 
speakers,  so  far  as  the  facts  are  con- 
cerned they  establish  the  case  in  such  a 
way  as  to  call  upon  the  House  to  deal 
with  the  matter,  and  so  dispose  of  all 
doubt  in  connection  with  it,  so  that  no 
misapprehensions  shall  exist  either  on 
the  part  of  those  who  administer  the 
law,  or  in  the  minds  of  those  for  whom 
the  law  is  administered.     The  Attorney 
General  foisted  upon  the  House,  if  I 
may  use  the  expression,   this  proposi- 
tion— that  we  are  contending  in  support 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell's)  Motion  for  the  right 
of  public  meeting  in  a  public  thorough- 
fare.    But  we  do  nothing  of  the  kind ; 
it  has  never  been  suggested.    No  one  on 
this  side  ever  made  any  such  ridiculous 
contention.    My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
showed  that  this  is  not  the  ease  of  a 
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daim  of  the  right  to  meet  in  a  thorough- 
fare. The  Home  Secretary  has  argued 
that  the  section  of  the  Act  of  1844 
makes  it  impossible  for  any  lawyer  to 
contend  that  Trafalgar  Square  is  not  an 
ordinary  street  or  thoroughfare.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*|  Things  wore  put  up  in  Trafalgar  Square 
vhich  showed  that  Parliament  contemplated  a 
condition  of  affairs  inconsistent  with  the  dedi- 
cation of  the  Square  as  an  ordinary  highway, 
and  that  it  was  intended  by  Parliament  that  the 
pablic  should  have  the  use  and  enjoyment  of 
the  Square  possibly  in  a  more  complete  way  than 
they  had  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  the  Parks." 

I  agree  that  it  is  a  thoroughfare,  plus 
something  else;  but  I  contend  that 
there  were  rights  secured  by  the  public 
in  right  of  user.  That  is  really  the 
whole  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  case. 
He  admits  the  right  of  thoroughfare, 
and  ''  possibly  some  greater  right/'  and 
it  is  obvious  that  we  on  the  Opposition 
aide  of  the  House  must,  for  the  sake  of 
the  people  of  this  Metropolis,  and  also 
for  the  sake  of  other  people  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  ascertain  what 
those  rights  are.  We  want  to  know 
whether  there  is  a  right  of  user  or  not  ? 
We  do  not  know  if  there  is  such  a  right 
at  present,  and  the  Motion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  will,  if  accepted, 
afford  us  an  opportunity  of  ascertaining 
how  far  that  right  exists.  Mr.  Justice 
Charles,  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court, 
did  not  speak  of  Trafalgar  Square  as  a 
thoroughfare  coupled  with  any  rights 
obtained  by  user;  but,  having  considered 
the  observations  addressed  to  him,  he 
said— 

« I  can  find  no  warrant  for  telling  you  that 
thore  is  a  right  of  public  meeting  either  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  any  other  thoroughfare," 

showing  that  all  the  Judges  in  that 
case  considered  the  possession  of  this 
legality  utterly  apart  from  the  question 
of  user,  and  considered  it  merely  from 
the  point  of  view  of  a  public  thorough- 
fare. How  different  is  that  from  the 
position  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
who  put  forward  the  user  recogpiized 
by  various  Home  Secretaries,  by  the 
Law  OflBcers  of  the  Crown,  and  even 
protected  by  the  police  ?  Surely  that 
is  a  state  of  things  on  which  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  is  justified  in  rely- 
ing, and  I  hope  that  no  Party  spirit  will 
prevent  hon.  Gentlemen  from  giving  an 
opinion  on  this  matter  as  presented  to 
the  House  by  my   hon.   and  learned 


Friend — that  is,  a  question  for  decision 
and  inquiry,  and  the  sooner  that  in- 
quiry takes  place  the  better  will  it  be 
not  only  for  those  whose  duty  it  is  to 
administer  the  law,  but  for  those  who 
are  to  obey  the  law. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire) :  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  that  the  House 
will  be  somewhat  alarmed  at  the  prospect 
of  another  lawyer  taking  part  in  this  de- 
bate.    I  will  do  my  utmost  to  allay  that 
alarm   by  dealing  as  little  as   possible 
with  that  part  of  the  discussion  which 
touches  upon   the   legal  aspects  of  the 
question.     The    legal    aspects    of    the 
question  have  been  placed  before  us 
with  rare  ability  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Euesell),  and  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman   the   Attorney 
General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster) ;  but  I 
hope  I  may  be  forgiven  for  saying  that 
there   is  another  point  of  view  which 
renders    thair    arguments   immaterial. 
It  is  that  point  of  view  which  I  shall 
endeavour  to   place  before  the  House. 
The    proposition   which    my   hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  put  forward    in  his   speech, 
which  was  a  speech  of  great  moderation, 
of  great  discretion  as  well  as  of  ability, 
was  in  substance,  though  not  in  words, 
that  the  public  have  the  right  of  meet* 
ing — of    holding    public    meetings— in 
Trafalgar  Square.     He  did  not  pledge 
himself  to  that  proposition,  but  I  think 
he  conveyed  it  to  the  House  so  as  to 
justify  every  layman  in  fighting  behind 
the  shield  which  he  presented.     "While 
he  did  not  in  words  put  forward  exactly 
that  proposition,  he  was  endeavouring 
to  maintain  his  position  by  it.     My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  admits  that  if  this 
is  a  legal  right  even  as  he  has  put  it 
forward,  it  is  not  a  positive  right  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  word  that  can  be 
enforced.     My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  he  did  not  question,  and  never  has 
questioned,  the  right  of  the  Executive 
to  stop  any  meeting   which  they  can 
satisfy  any  proper  tribunal  is  an  unlaw- 
ful  meeting.      If  you   so   qualify  the 
right  by  a  rulo  so  laid  down,  I  think  we 
shall  be  pretty  nearly  agreed  that  it  is 
comparatively  immaterial   whether  the 
strict  technical  right  exists  or  not.     I 
think  that  what  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant  to  put  before  the  House 
was  not  that  there  was  a  legal  right  that 
could  be  enforced,  but  that  there  was  a 
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practice  grown  up  that  ought  not  to  be  ar- 
bitrarily dealt  with,  and  that  approached 
to  a  legal  right.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  has  urged  to  this  House 
a  strong  argument  that  there  is  owner- 
ship vested  in  the  Crown,  and  that  the 
ownership  enables  theHepresentative  of 
the  Crown,  the  Executive  Government, 
to  treat  any  persons  at  their  will  as 
trespassers,  and  to  prevent  any  persons 
taking  part  in  meetings  in  the  Square. 
That  argument  is  almost  perfectly  im- 
material in  the  consideration  of  this 
matter.  This  question  of  legal  ownership 
may  be  put  forward  to-night  as  an 
abstract  proposition,  but  it  is  a  right  that 
can  only  be  neld  in  reserve,  to  be  used  in 
circumstances  we  can  scarcely  realize, 
and  which  have  not  been  put  forward  in 
this  instance.  The  police  who  refused 
to  allow  the  meetings  to  take  place 
did  not  put  forward  interference  with  the 
right  01  ownership  in  the  Crown,  but 
interference  with  the  right  of  public 
safety.  That  right  of  protecting  public 
safety  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  admits ;  and  to 
the  exercise  of  that  right  it  is  admitted 
the  right  or  practice — call  it  which  you 
will — of  holding  public  meetings  in  the 
Square  is  subject.  If  the  action  of  the 
Executive  Government  has  been  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  performance  of  that 
admitted  duty,  where  is  the  blame  to  be 
attached?  The  Square  is  public  pro- 
perty. It  is  to  be  devoted  to  public  uses 
and  for  public  purposes ;  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that  the 
public  have  the  use  of  the  Square,  and 
to  so  regulate  it  that  the  rights  of  the 
public  shall  not  be  interfered  with.  Even 
if  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  could 
establish  the  right  to  hold  meetings  in  the 
Square,  no  one  knows  better  than  he  how 
the  right  of  every  citizen  is  controlled  by 
the  maxim  that  you  must  use  that  which 
is  your  own  so  as  not  to  injure  anybody 
else.  A  man  occupying  his  own  house 
has  a  right  to  indulge  in  music,  or  even, 
if  he  gives  an  evening  party,  to  hire  a 
band  of  music,  and  let  it  play  all 
night;  but  if  he  follows  out  that 
right  to  the  extent  of  having  music 
for  many  hours,  or  at  inappropriate 
hours  on  many  days  and  nights,  so  as  to 
interfere  with  the  comfort  of  his  neigh- 
bours, a  Court  of  Equity  will  very 
soon  restrain  him  in  the  exercise  of  his 
right.  So  that  if  the  use  of  the  Square  be 
established  as  a  public  right,  it  must  not 


be  exercised  by  one  section  of  the  public  to 
the  injury  or  annoyance  or  exclusion  of 
the  rest.  During  years  that  had  elapsed 
no  doubt  a  practice  of  holding  public 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  had 
sprung  up,  and  I  admit  that  user  would 
practically  deprive  a  Government  of  the 
right  of  arbitrary  interference.  If  the 
Government  had  come  forward  and  said 
— "  We  will  haye  no  meetings  at  all," 
they  must  give  good  reason  for  so  doing. 
If  they  had  allowed  the  holding 
of  one  meeting  which  was  favourable 
to  their  own  political  views,  and  forbade 
the  holding  of  another  meeting  which 
was  unfavourable  to  those  views,  they 
would  not  have  been  able  to  withstand 
for  one  month  the  pressure  of  public 
opinion.  But  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  cannot  show  that  the  action  of 
the  Government  has  been  influenced  by 
a  desire  to  prevent  one  particular  class 
of  public  meetings.  The  honesty  and 
the  honour  of  Members  of  this  House, 
to  whatever  Party  they  may  belong, 
would  denounce  a  Government  which 
had  acted  in  such  a  manner.  The 
phrase  ''  unlawful  meeting  "  is  an  awk- 
ward one  to  use.  The  sense  in  which 
we  must  employ  the  words  "  unlawful 
meeting ''  in  considering  the  Besolution 
now  before  the  House  is  that  the  meeting 
is  one  which  will  create  fear  in  the  minds 
of  ordinary  persons.  The  meetings  before 
February,  1 886,  were  not  so  likely  to  create 
such  fear  as  to  make  the  Government 
think  it  necessary  to  interfere  with  them. 
That  meeting,  I  believe,  belongs  to  no 
Government,  and  the  responsibility  for 
it  attaches  to  no  Government.  If  I  am 
not  mistaken,  it  took  place  on  the  very 
day  of  the  change  of  Government,  and 
there  was  no  Home  Secretary  to  bear  the 
responsibility  of  the  measures  that  were 
adopted.  But  it  was  that  meeting  which 
initiated  the  system  of  lawlessHess  that 
created  terror  in  the  minds  of  honest 
men.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
secuted two  of  the  speakers  at  that  meet- 
ing who  used  language,  as  he  alleged, 
which  tended  to  encourage  the  men  by 
whom  shops  were  looted  and  property 
was  destroyed.  If  there  were  a  reasonable 
fear  of  a  repetition  of  these  things  the 
meetings  became  unlawful.  While  such  a 
state  of  things  occasioned  alarm  to  peace- 
able subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in  the 
Metropolis,  it  was  an  attraction  to  another 
class  who  looked  forward  to  a  continuance 
of  the  meetings  in  the  hope  that  the 
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scenes  of  February,  1886,  miglit  be  re- 
peated. In  October,  1887,  we  came  to 
a  condition  of  things  which  could  never 
be  tolerated  in  any  country  where  civili- 
zation existed.  On  this  subject  I  do  not 
speak  from  mere  hearsay,  for  I  myself 
witnessed  the  meetings.  My  avoca- 
tion during  many  days  in  October  last 
caused  me  to  pass  through  Trafalgar 
Square.  There  were  some  honest 
enthusiasts  who  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain before  a  limited  audience  their 
views  on  political  and  social  topics,  but 
there  was  a  large  and  an  organized  crowd 
which  gatherea  round  these  few  speakers 
and  these  few  listeners.  It  was  not  the 
orators  and  their  audiences,  it  was 
not  the  Army,  but  their  camp  fol- 
lowers who  were  the  dangerous  per- 
sons. They  conducted  themselves  in 
such  a  way  as  to  render  it  unsafe  for  any 
woman  or  child  to  pass  across  Trafalgar 
Square.  Indeed,  it  was  dangerous  for 
the  strongest  man  to  go  there.  The 
crowd  were  looking  forward  to  an  oppor- 
tunity for  breaking  through  the  police 
and  performing  acts  of  destruction,  of 
robbery,  and  of  riot.  Of  course, 
people  have  a  right  to  pass  and  repass 
through  the  Square,  and  if  they  were 
prevented  from  so  doing  in  consequence 
of  meetings  being  hold  there  daily,  it 
became  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  to  interfere  on  behalf  of  all 
peaceful  subjects,  because  this  property 
was  public  property.  The  interference 
of  the  Government  became  a  duty,  the 
neglect  of  which  would  have  brought 
upon  them  deserved  censure.  It  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government  to 
prevent  the  continuance  of  a  state  of 
things  whioh  every  time  it  recurred 
would  produce  reasonable  fear  in  the 
minds  of  ordinary  persons.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  admitted  that  the  meet- 
ing of  the  13th  November  was  unlawful, 
and  that  the  Gt)vernment  acted  rightly 
in  stopping  it.  He  did  so  in  most 
distinct  terms.  What,  then,  is  the 
point  on  whioh  he  relies  in  order  to 
censure  the  Government?  He  says 
that  the  notice  was  general,  and  not 
particular  and  specific,  and  he  urges 
that  Sir  Oharles  Warren  ought  not 
to  have  declared,  as  he  did,  that 
until  further  notice  a  meeting  should 
not  be  held.  But,  after  all,  this 
is  a  practical  and  not  a  lawyer's 
question.    If  you  have  to  deal  with  an 


unlawful  meeting  of  the  character 
I  have  described,  you  must  stop  it  in 
advance.  If,  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
munity, you  are  entitled  to  prevent  an 
unlawful  meeting,  you  must  do  it  by 
anticipation.  If  you  do  not  a  collision 
must  occur,  and  you  accentuate  and 
do  not  prevent  the  evil  you  fear. 
The  condition  of  things  at  that  time 
was  that  if  for  one  day  permission 
had  been  given  to  hold  a  meeting  it 
would  have  been  attended  by  all 
the  camp  followers,  who  came  there 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  disturbance. 
If  that  general  notice  had  not  been 
given  the  whole  of  the  mischief  which 
the  Government  were  striving  to  prevent 
would  have  been  produced.  Upon  Sir 
Charles  Warren  rested  the  responsibility 
of  determining  whether  things  were  to 
continue  as  they  had  been  going  on,  and 
he  took  the  only  practical  course  that 
could  be  taken.  Let  me  say  a  word  on 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  who,  though  he  disparaged  a 
resort  to  a  bare  legal  argument  of  this 
question,  suggested  that  the  proper 
course  to  have  pursued  would  have  been 
to  serve  a  writ  of  intrusion.  I  wonder 
what  those  who  were  served  with  this 
writ  would  have  done  with  it.  What 
satisfaction  would  it  have  been  to  tho 
men  whose  property  was  at  stake 
every  hour  of  the  day  ?  I  cannot 
help,  however,  referring  to  one  sentence 
of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  for  which 
many  men  will  heartily  thank  him.  I 
keep  a  debtor  and  creditor  account  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  sayings,  and 
though  the  balance  is  at  present  much 
to  his  debit,  yet  this  saying  I  will 
put  down  to  his  credit  without 
deduction  and  without  discount — 
that  he  would  not  join  in  any  attack  on 
the  police.  Everyone  will  recognize 
the  loyal  spirit  in  which  that  was  said. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
knows  the  devotion  of  the  police  to  their 
duty,  and  he  knows  how  that  duty  is 
performed.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  York  (Mr. 
Lockwood^  says  that  he  and  his  Friends 
separate  themselves  entirely  from  those 
who  create  disorder.  But  they  cannot  if 
these  disturbances  take  place.  The 
police  themselves  cannot  separate  those 
who  create  disorder  from  those  who  do 
not,  if  these  meetings  take  place.  Those 
who  have  tho  conduct  of  these  meetings 
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do  nothing,  let  it  be  admitted,  to  en- 
courage riot  and  disorder  and  disturb- 
ance ;  but  these  are  the  inevitable  con- 
sequences of  such  meetings.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  asked  wliat  is  to  be 
done,  and  whether  tho  right  of  public 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  is  ever  to 
bo  restored  ?  I  hope  we  may  bo  able  to 
go  back  to  the  old  state  of  things;  but 
it  will  not  be  reached  until  a  loyal  sup- 
port is  given  to  those  who  have  to  keep 
the  peace,  and  until  every  discourage- 
ment is  given  to  those  who  break  the 
law,  especially  by  those  who  bear  high 
roaponsibility,  who  had  better  cease 
to  bring  forward  ambiguous  Motions 
which  may  mean  anything,  and  may  mis- 
load  many.  It  was  remarkable  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  brought 
forward  this  Motion  forgot  to  point  out 
what  kind  of  **  inquiry "  he  wanted, 
^ly  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  was  a  littlo  more  explicit,  and 
ho  said  that  the  inquiry  was  wanted  to 
determine  what  number  of  places  are 
open  for  the  purposes  of  public  meeting. 
I  can  tell  him.  They  are  exactly  the 
same  number  as  wore  open  for  public 
meeting  when  he  was  Ilome  Secretary. 
If  the  same  conditions  as  exist  now  had 
existed  when  he  was  Home  Secretary, 
the  number  would  have  been  exactly  the 
same.  If  those  who  now  demand  that 
Trafalgar  Square  shall  be  open  for  public 
mooting  could  guarantee  that  order  shall 
be  maintained,  the  same  number  of  places 
will  be  open  as  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Home  Secretary.  He 
has  endeavoured  to  cast  responsibility 
for  what  took  place  in  1881  upon  others 
beside  himself.  It  is  certainly  an  incon- 
venient practice  to  refer  to  advice  which 
he  received  from  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  advice  which  has  never  been 
made  public,  which  he  discloses  from 
memory,  and  advice  which  was  given 
on  a  case  which  he  has  not  mentioned 
to  the  House.  I  will  warrant  that  if  that 
opinion  was  signed  by  Sir  Farrer 
Herschell  it  was  quite  right ;  but,  as  far 
as  I  am  entitled  to  surmise,  the  question 
submitted  to  us  may  not  have  re- 
ferred to  the  disturbance  of  the 
public  peace.  It  may  have  been  a  ques- 
tion as  to  stopping  access  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  How,  then,  has  that  opi- 
nion any  bearing  on  the  question  as  to 
the  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  on  the 
13th  of  November,  when,  admittedly, 
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the  public  peace  was  gravely  disturbed, 
and  when  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  admits  an  un- 
lawful meeting  was  held?  There  is 
another  aspect  of  the  question  on  which 
I  should  like  to  touch.  Wo  are  now  face 
to  face  with  a  problem  as  great  and  as 
grave  as  any  that  ever  existed  in  any 
country— the  problem  that  has  arisen 
owing  to  the  rapid  increase  of  the  popula- 
tion, which  is  year  by  year  imposing  new 
duties  on  the  Government  and  new  anxie- 
ties upon  the  Executive.  That  growth 
of  population  has  caused  large  numbers 
to  drift  into  the  large  towns,  and  espe- 
cially into  the  centre  of  all — the  Metro- 
polis. Year  by  year  the  number  of  unem- 
ployed men  in  the  Metropolis  is  thereby 
being  increased,  men  to  whom  every  sym- 
pathy should  be  extended,  but  who  make 
demands  which  we  who  have  not  felt 
the  sharp  pangs  of  hunger  can  scarcely 
understand.  Of  one  thing  be  certain — 
that  the  worst  place  for  solving  this  g^eat 
problem  will  oe  the  streets  of  London, 
and  that  there  are  no  means  by  which  it 
will  be  BO  dangerous  to  attempt  to  solve 
it  as  by  means  of  conflicts  with  the 
armed  power  of  the  law  ;  and,  Sir,  I  say 
that  those  who  now  by  Motion,  by 
action,  and  by  their  votes  encourage 
these  men — who  ought  to  be  guided 
and  not  incited — to  attempt  to  meet  un- 
restrained and  uncontrolled  by  law,  are 
bringing  on  and  are  hastening  events 
that  will  create  disorders  which  will  end 
in  disasters,  and  the  responsibility  for 
which  I,  for  one,  will  take  no  part  in 
bearing. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  said,  that  although  he 
did  not  claim,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bordealey  Division  of  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Jesse  CoUings),  to  know  what  people 
thought,  he  should  like,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  to  endeavour  to  justify  his 
conduct  and  that  of  the  people  of  London 
in  the  events  which  had  occurred  daring 
the  last  four  months.  He  wished  to  free 
the  people  from  the  aspersions  cast  upon 
them  of  being  revolutionary.  He  looked 
upon  those  events  as  being  important 
rather  in  their  social  than  in  their 
political  aspects.  They  had  had  some 
ingenious  and  eloquent  speeches  from 
the  lawyers  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James)  —  in  a  nice  piece  of  special 
pleading— put  the  question  before  them 
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from  his  point  of  view ;  but  while  he  was 
tearing  his  passion  to  tatters,  he  could 
not  but  remember  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  been  ac- 
customed to  impart  passion  and  pathos 
into  his  speeches  all  the  days  of  his 
life,  according  as  his  brief  was  marked 
50  or  500.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  challenged  any  man 
in  the  House  to  be  the  guarantee 
for  publio  order  and  peace,  were  a 
meeting  held  in  Trafalgar  Square.  It 
was  a  curious  thing  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>Temment  were  unable  to  answer  for 
peace  and  order ;  but  he  (Mr.  Graham) 
relied  so  much  upon  the  law-abiding 
qualities  of  the  working  population  of 
London  that  he  would  endeavour,  were 
he  allowed  to  do  so  by  the  Government, 
to  hold  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
and,  as  a  private  man,  if  riot  or  damage 
ensued,  he  would  pay  for  it  with  his 
person,  or  in  any  way  the  Government 
might  think  fit.  He  had  some  little 
rignt  to  be  heard  on  this  question.  For 
what  he  considered  his  duty  he  was 
beaten  and  assaulted  in  the  sight  of 
London.  He  was  put  to  great  inconve- 
nience and  expense,  and  he  had  to  serve 
a  month's  imprisonment.  [_Laughterf 
and  €ries  cf  **  We  have  him  to  keep  the 
people  in  order  !  "]  He  could  tell 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  laughed  at 
the  poor  that  the  people  of  Loudon 
looked  at  the  question  from  a  vastly 
dififerent  aspect.  Was  it  wonderful  that 
the  people  of  London  did  not  attach  the 
same  importance  to  legal  argument  that 
that  House  was  disposed  to  attach  to  it  ? 
What  did  the  proletariat  of  London 
know  of  the  legalaspect  of  the  question  ? 
They  had  seen  what  they  considered, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  right  turned  against 
them.  They  had  seen  themselves  beaten 
down  on  a  place  where  they  thought  they 
had  the  right  to  assemble  for  merely  ex- 
pressing that  right  which  their  fathers 
had  exercised  for  40  years.  Would  they 
have  been  worthy  to  be  called  English- 
men had  they  failed  to  remonstrate? 
Was  it  wonderful  that  a  little  bitter- 
ness had  been  imported  into  their 
speeches  and  remonstrances,  when 
they  had  seen,  as  he  had  done,  the 
the  women  and  children  beaten  down  by 
police?  In  dealing  with  the  conduct  of 
the  police,  it  would  ill  befit  him  to  make 
an  attack  upon  them.  He  did  not  in- 
tend to  do  so.  A  policeman  was  a  man 
to  be  pitied.    Surely  a  man  who  lived 


execrated  amongst  his  fellows  was  an 
object  to  be  pitied.  He  deplored  not 
the  conduct  of  the  police,  but  of  those 
who  set  thorn  on.  He  would  attack  not 
even  the  Government,  but  the  social 
system  that  had  forced  the  best  of  our 
young  men  into  the  police  and  the  best 
of  our  youDg  women  into  the  streets. 
In  the  future  Government  would  have 
to  pay  their  janissaries  better,  or  else 
they  would  not  be  able  to  recruit  thorn 
from  the  people  of  England  when  they 
came  to  apprehend  the  duties  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  blood  money  entailed 
upon  them.  There  was  one  point,  how- 
ever, which  he  considered  totally  inde- 
fensible on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
and  that  was  why,  during  the  long, 
useless  guard  on  the  1 3th  November,  the 
police  were  kept  on  the  Square  without 
food  or  refreshment?  There  was  a 
design  in  that — the  design  being  delibe- 
rately to  create  a  feeling  of  hatred 
between  the  police  and  the  people.  If 
that  was  the  design  of  the  Government 
they  had  succeeded  —  [laughter,  and 
cries  of  "  We  are  glad  of  it!"] — and, 
having  sown  the  wind,  it  was  not  his 
fault  if  perchance  they  reaped  the  whirl- 
wind. If  the  temper  of  the  Government 
was  to  laugh  at  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  of  London,  and  to  suppress  all 
free  speech  there  as  they  were  endeavour- 
ing to  do  in  Ireland,  he  deplored  it,  and 
he  deplored  it  as  a  partizan  of  law  and 
order,  because  free  speech  was  their 
only  safety-valve  for  so  large  and  dense 
a  population  as  that  of  London.  The 
inevitable  result  would  be  that  secret 
societies  would  be  formed  here,  as  in 
Kussia,  and  lie  would  be  the  first  to 
deplore  that.  Hon.  Gentlemen  need  not 
flatter  themselves  that  the  same  spirit 
of  hatred  that  was  growing  up  betwixt 
class  and  class  in  Hussia  was  not  grow- 
ing up  here  in  England.  He  appealed 
to  anyone  who  had  followed  the  social 
and  political  movements  of  the  day  to 
say  that  the  proletariat  of  London  was 
not  as  well  able  to  judge  upon  social 
circumstances  as  the  proletariat  of 
Eussia.  They  were  not  deceived  by 
phrases.  They  estimated  a  cheat  upon 
the  Stock  Exchange  and  the  Turf  with 
the  habitual  criminals  in  our  gaols,  and 
they  failed  to  see  the  difference  betwoou 
the  titled  whore  of  Belgravia  and  the 
poor  prostitute  of  Kegent  Street,  except 
as  regarded  sympathy  and  censure. 
And  when  they  saw  such  a  bitter  spirit 
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of  hatred  at  work — and  it  was  at  work 
»-he  would  put  it  to  them  whether  it 
was  safe  to  shut  up  the  only  safety-yalve 
that  was  left  to  the  people — that, 
namely,  of  expressing  their  feelings  in 
public  meeting?  The  Government  had 
endeavoured  to  confuse  the  issue  by 
representing  the  working  men's  clubs  as 
bodies  of  revolutionaries  and  organized 
plunderers.  He  indignantly  denied  it, 
and  would  assert  that  if  they  had  not 
been  interfered  with  the  meeting  would 
have  been  as  orderly  and  legal  as  any 
meeting  that  was  ever  held  in  the 
Square.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  that 
the  trial  and  sentence  passed  upon  him 
was  not  a  perfectly  fair  and  legal  one 
from  the  Judge's  point  of  view  ;  but  it 
required  more  than  a  finding  of  a  Judge 
and  jury  to  lay  at  rest  for  ever  the  ques- 
tion of  free  meetin}^  in  the  capital  of  the 
British  Empire.  He  had  been  tried  on 
three  counts — assault  on  the  police, 
causing  a  riot,  and  illegal  assembly ;  but 
the  good  sense  and  honesty  of  a  British 
jury  acquitted  him  instantly  on  the 
counts  of  assault  and  riot ;  therefore,  he 
failed  to  see  how  any  fair-minded  man 
could  come  forward  with  the  stale  argu- 
ment of  a  riot  having  been  caused  either 
by  his  action  or  that  of  the  working  men 
of  London.  What  sort  of  riot  could  it 
be  when  60,000  men  were  to  have 
assembled,  and  all  the  properties  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Eichard  Webster)  could  produce  in 
Court  were  two  pokers,  a  piece  of  iron 
in  paper,  and  a  piece  of  wood  with  nails 
in  it  ?  That  was  a  formidable  array  of 
weapons  with  which  to  subvert  the 
British  Constitution.  There  was  an  il- 
legal assembly,  however,  and  that  was 
the  assembly  of  4,000  police  and  soldiery 
in  the  middle  of  the  Metropolis,  for  no 
adequate  reason,  and  in  times  of  high 

Seace.  That  there  was  no  bloodshed  or 
amage  to  property  was  not  the  result  of 
the  Government's  action,  but  of  the  good 
conduct,  the  good  temper,  and  the  self- 
denial  of  the  people  under  great  provo- 
cation. Bat  the  real  question  was  not 
touched  at  his  trial,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  raised  it  in  Mr.  Saunders's 
case,  because  he  presumed  they  thought 
they  had  no  chance  of  succeeding.  Why 
had  he  not  been  allowed  to  raise  the 
question  in  a  legal  way?  He  had 
hitherto  had  no  opportunity  of  defending 
himself  in  that  House;  but  he  would 
now,  in  the  little  time  loft  him,  endea- 
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vour  to  show  that  there  was  no  other 
course  open  to  him  than  that  which  he 
had  pursued.  He  totally  denied  that 
his  meeting  had  any  connection  with 
those  that  went  before.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  objection  to  his  meeting 
arose  from  the  fear  of  the  Government 
that  in  London  there  would  be  a  large 
vote  of  sympathy  passed  with  one  of  the 
most  prominent  victims  of  their  Irish 
administration.  He  challenged  anyone 
to  say  what  Statute  or  unwritten  law  he 
broke  on  that  occasion.  He  was  found 
guilty  of  the  obsolete  offence  of  illegal 
assembly.  He  admitted  it  was  bad  taste 
of  the  people  of  London  to  parade  their 
insolent  starvation  in  the  face  of  the  rich 
and  trading  portions  of  the  town.  They 
should  have  starved  in  their  garrets,  as 
he  had  no  doubt  many  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  most  of 
the  upper  classes  would  have  wished 
them  to  do.  [j^rtM  o/" Order!"  and 
^'  Divide ! "]  He  was  not  in  the  habit 
of  asking  for  mercy  at  the  hands  of  any 
man;  but  the  masses  of  the  Oity  of 
London  looked  to  the  Speaker  for  justice 
on  this  occasion.  They  looked  to  him  to 
let  him  (Mr.  Cunninghame  Ghraham), 
their  advocate,  lay  their  case  before  the 
House ;  and  he  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
now,  and  he  knew  he  should  not  appeal 
in  vain.  The  son  of  him  who  gave 
the  people  free  bread  would  not  deny 
their  Kepresentative  free  speech,  at 
least  in  Parliament.  It  had  been  charged 
against  him  that  he  had  stirred  up  a  lot 
of  ignorant  men  to  dash  their  heads 
against  a  wall.  It  had  been  charged 
against  him  that  he  had  spoken  sedition, 
and  that  he  was  a  revolutionary.  If 
to  be  revolutionary  was  to  wish  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  poor  of 
this  City,  to  wish  for  a  more  democratic 
form  of  government,  to  wish  that  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  should  be  paid 
for  their  services,  to  wish  to  pass  Li- 
beral measures  of  a  similar  nature, 
then  he  was  a  revolutionary.  It  had 
also  been  urged  that  he  had  stirred 
up  men  to  break  the  law.  That 
was  an  absolute  and  foundationless 
calumny.  He  would  not  ask  for  any 
more  indulgence  from  that  House,  but 
would  thank  them  for  the  courteous 
way  in  which  they  had  listened  to  a  man 
struggling  with  weakness  endeavoorine 
to  place  before  them  what  he  considered 
a  more  serious  aspect  of  a  Constitutional 
question ;  and  he  would  only  renew  the 
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pledge  he  had  given  before  in  public, 
but  in  no  spirit  of  challenge  to  this 
House,  and  no  spirit  of  disrespect  to  the 
Speaker,  that  a  time  would  come— he 
said  it  with  confidence,  certainly  being 
able  to  fulfil  his  pledge — when  he  would 
hold  a  meeting  of  as  many  men  as  Tra- 
falgar Square  would  contain,  and  when 
the  Government  of  tho  country,  no  matter 
whether  Whig  or  Tory — so  greatly  should 
public  opinion  have  developed  by  that 
time — would  be  but  too  glad  to  assist 
him  in  keeping  law  and  order  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  (who  was  received 
with  loud  and  prolonged  cries  of  **  Di- 
vide ! "  and  **  Spoken ! "  from  the  Eadical 
and  Home  Rule  Members)  said,  that  he 
wished  to  speak  on  the  Amendment  of 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who  had  made  certain 
charges  against  the  police  of  assaulting 
and  maltreating  persons  after  they  were 
in  custody.  But  he  only  mentioned  one 
case  in  which  evidence  of  assault  was 
adduced  in  Court — namely,  the  case  of 
the  man  Rogers,  who,  according  to  tho 
evidence  of  an  Inspector,  was  struck  by 
a  constable,  and  was  brought  before 
Mr.  Partridge  at  Westminster.  All  the 
other  cases  had  been  privately  commu- 
nicated to  the  hon.  Member,  and  he 
(Mr.  Matthews)  could  not  help  protest- 
ing against  this  mode  of  attacking 
members  of  a  responsible  force.  All 
the  men  who  were  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  have  been  maltreated  by  the 
Eolice  had  appeared  before  magistrates ; 
ut  in  only  one  case — that  of  Rogers — 
was  any  complaint  made. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  said,  that  the 
case  of  another  man  was  also  mentioned 
in  Court.  \_Loud  cries  of  **Name!"] 
He  had  not  the  papers  containing  the 
name  with  him  then,  having  taken 
the  bundle  downstairs  some  hours  ago, 
but  he  would  undertake  to  make  good 
his  statement  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  while 
these  matters  were  fresh,  they  had  not 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  the  au- 
thorities, and  they  had  only  now  been 
produced  for  a  particular  purpose.  As 
he  said,  since  these  proceedings,  he  had 
sat  day  by  day,  and  no  complaint  had 
reached  him  at  the  Home  Office.  Had 
any  charge  of  maltreatment,  supported 
even  by  a  shadow  of  primd  ffeit 
evidence,  been  brought  before  him,  he 
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would  at  once  have  ordered  an  inquiry 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Police  or  in- 
stituted a  prosecution.  He  might  tell 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  the  policeman  implicated  in  the 
case  of  Rogers  had  been  called  upon  to 
resign,  and  was  no  longer  a  member  of 
the  force.  He  protested  against  the 
police  having  such  charges  brought 
against  them  in  the  House  suddenly 
and  without  Notice,  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  weeks 
and  months  in  which  he  might  have 
brought  them  before  a  magistrate,  or 
before  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  in  the 
shape  of  an  action,  or  in  the  shape  of  a 
complaint  to  the  Home  Office,  where 
they  could  have  been  investigated.  And 
he  pledged  himself  even  now,  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  bring  bl -primd  facie 
case  of  misconduct  against  the  police, 
the  matter  would  be  taken  up  and 
thoroughly  inquired  into  by  the  Di- 
rector of  Public  Prosecutions.  [Mr. 
Bradlaugh  said  he  undertook  to  furnish 
evidence.]  There  was  another  allega- 
tion he  would  reply  to.  TJie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North-AVest  Lanarkshire  (Mr. 
Cunninghame  Graham)  had  alleged 
that  there  was  a  design  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  produce  hatred  be- 
tween the  police  and  the  public ;  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  Firth)  had 
said  that  the  conduct  and  management 
of  the  police  had  been  such  as  to  induce 
the  working  men  of  Ivondon  to  withdraw 
their  help  from  the  preservation  of  law 
and  order.  He  (Mr.  Matthews)  denied 
those  allegations  as  directly  and  abso- 
lutely as  possible.  It  was  not  the 
Government  who  desired  to  produce  ill- 
will  between  the  police  and  the  people 
of  the  Metropolis.  He  did  not  believe 
that  such  a  feeling  existed ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  really  honest  working 
men  of  the  Metropolis  had  as  much  con- 
fidence in  the  police  as  they  ever  had 
before.  He  (Mr.  Matthews)  warned 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  professed  to  be  the 
special  and  peculiar  Representatives  of 
the  democracy,  that  they  were  entering 
on  a  most  dangerous  path  when  they 
made  so  broadly  those  accusations 
against  those  who  were  only  the 
servants  of  the  public  and  the  de- 
fenders of  the  law.  It  was  in  that 
manner  that  liberties  perished  in  a 
democracy ;  and  no  course  could  be 
more  perilous  to  the  public  weal  than  to 
try  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  people 
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agaiDst  the  guardians  of  public  order, 
and  to  scatter  unsupported  charges 
broadcast  against  them.  The  Govem- 
ment  had  been  condemned  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  for  forbidding  all  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  Ho  (Mr.  Matthews) 
would  wish  to  rest  the  defence  of  their 
conduct  in  that  respect  on  the  eloquent 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James). 
The  Government  could  not  pretend  to 
pick  and  choose  between  one  meeting 
and  another.  The  interests  of  public 
order  required  that  that  chronic  malady 
of  disorder  near  Trafalgar  Square  should 
be  checked.  How  could  they  say  with 
confidence  that  one  meeting  would  be 
safe  and  another  dangerous  ?  The  only 
possible  and  prudent  course  was  to 
forbid  all  meetings,  Those  who  said 
their  design  was  to  prevent  free  speech 
in  the  Metropolis  forgot  that  meetings 
at  that  very  time  were  going  on  in  Hyde 
Park  and  other  parts  of  London  un- 
checked and  even  protected.  It  never 
had  been  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  interfere  with  free  speech,  nor  in  any- 
thing they  had  done  had  they  any  in- 
tention of  departing  from  the  line  which 
all  previous  Governments  had  followed 
— namely,  that  of  non-interference  with 
public  meetings  in  any  place  where 
neither  obstruction  nor  disorder  was  an- 
ticipated. 

Sir  OHAELES  EUSSELL,  in  reply, 
said,  it  now  seemed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
was  content  to  rest  the  justification 
for  the  stoppage  of  all  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  of  all  proces- 
sions in  its  neighbourhood,  on  the 
defence  ofi'ered  for  the  Government  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  If  so,  it  was 
uncommonly  hard  on  the  Home  Secretary 
himself,  and  still  moro  so  on  the 
Attorney  General.  What  was  the  line 
of  defence  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  ?  He 
began  by  admitting— and  he  (SirCharles 
Russell)  thanked  him  for  it — that  in  the 
case  of  Trafalgar  Square  there  had  been 
a  long  uninterrupted  user,  for  a  great 
many  years  by  the  people  of  the  Metro- 
polis, of  the  Square  as  a  place  of  public 
meeting,  and  that  that  right  had  been 
practically  exercised — he  (Sir  Charles 
Bussell)  was  no  w  using  the  word '^  right'' 
not  in  the  strict  legal  sense  of  the  term 
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— with  the  recognition  and  sanction  of 
the  Home  Secretary  of  the  day,  the 
police,  and  the  authorities  of  the  time. 
And  the  conclusion  which  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  drew,  and  drew 
rightly,  from  those  premises  was  that  a 
user  so  recognized  and  sanctioned  and 
so  uninterrupted  gave  a  right  which 
might  be  a  right  with  an  imperfect  sanc- 
tion attached  to  it,  but  nevertheless  was 
a  right  which  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  allow  to  be  one  properly 
describable  as  in  the  nature  of  a  Con- 
stitutional right.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bury 
went  further,  for  he  admitted  that  it  was 
such  a  right  as  no  Government  could 
venture  to  interfere  with  by  arbitrary 
action.  Those  were  important  admis- 
sions, because  it  gave  the  go-by  to 
almost  all  those  arguments  which  they 
had  had  urged  upon  them,  from  a  legal 
point  of  view  during  the  debate,  of 
which  they  had  heard  so  much  about, 
the  Square  being  the  private  property 
of  the  Crown,  so  that  those  who  went 
there  without  the  leave  of  its  Represen- 
tatives were  guilty  of  trespass ;  it  gave 
the  go-by  also  to  the  ground  of 
obstruction  being  alleged  as  a  reason 
against  the  holding  of  meetings  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.  If  the  Government  had 
come  down  and  said  they  fairly  admitted 
there  had  been  a  right—it  might  be  of 
imperfect  sanction  but  still  a  right 
exercised  by  the  people  and  recognized 
by  authority — but  that  they  had  had  to 
interfere  with  it  in  a  particular  and 
definite  case  in  the  interest  of  the 
public,  which  they  themselves  thought 
sufficient  in  exceptional  oiroumstances, 
he  and  those  on  his  side  of  the  House 
might  have  taken  a  different  view  of  the 
matter,  though  not  perhaps  agreeing  with 
the  contention  of  the  Government.  But  up 
to  that  moment  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  one  of  absolute  denial  of 
any  Constitutional  or  legal  right  on  the 
part  of  the  public  to  the  user  of  the 
Square,  whether  of  perfect  or  imperfect 
sanction,  and  the  assertion  of  the  right 
of  the  Executive  Government  on  legal 
as  well  as  Constitutional  grounds,  when 
they  pleased  and  as  long  as  they  pleased, 
and  with  or  without  special  reason  or 
justification,  to  put  a  stop  to  all  meet- 
ings in  the  Square.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  blamed 
hIVn  for  an  omission  of  reference  to 
an  Act  which,  in  the  judgment  of  his 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  some 
bearing  on  the  public  or  private  cha- 
racter of  the  Square.  Now,  certainly  he 
bad  not  seen  the  Statute  alluded  to,  but 
having  now  seen  it,  he  said  that  if  he 
had  seen  it  before,  he  would  not  have 
mentioned  it,  becuuse  in  his  judgment, 
it  had  no  bearing  whatever  on  the  mat- 
ter. The  simple  reason  was,  that  that 
Act  contemplated  a  possibility  which 
did  not  become  a  fact—namely, 
that  the  Grown  would  pay  the  money 
advanced  in  connection  with  Trafalgar 
Square ;  but  inasmuch  as  that  fact  was 
never  given  effect  to,  and  inasmuch  as 
the  Act  of  1 844  declared  that  Trafalgar 
Square  had  been  acquired,  formed,  and 
embellished  at  the  public  expense,  he 
was  content  to  rest  on  that  allegation 
that  it  was  in  all  senses  of  the  word  pub- 
lic, and  not  private  property.  He  had 
been  blamed  for  not  referring  to  the 
conduct  of  the  police.  But  he  had  ex- 
pressly stated  in  his  speech  that  he  made 
no  reference  to  the  police  conduct  in  the 
matter.  He  desired,  however,  to  say 
now,  what  he  had  said  publicly,  that  the 
police  had  onerous  and  responsible  duties 
to  perform,  that  they  deserved  the  sym- 
pathy and  the  support  of  the  public  in 
the  performance  of  those  duties,  but 
that  just  in  proportion  as  their  duties 
were  responsible  and  their  power  over 
and  in  connection  with  the  people 
great,  so  was  it  important  that  their 
powers  should  be  properly  exercised. 
He  repudiated  the  suggestion  that  when 
it  was  urged'  on  primd  facie  grounds 
that  there  ought  to  be  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  police,  that  that  was 
an  attack  on  the  police.  It  was  not  so  re- 
garded when  Lord  Palmerston  assented 
to  such  an  inquiry  in  the  case  cited  by 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  nor  on  the  occasion 
when  the  present  Government  set  at 
work  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  Belfast  Eiots.  The  ground  upon 
which  the  present  inquiry  was  suggested 
was,  that  imputations  had  been  made 
in  very  many  quarters  and  in  a  great 
many  instances,  applying  to  many  parts 
of  the  Metropolis  and  not  to  Trafalgar 
Square  alone,  of  acts  of  violence  on  the 
part  of  the  police,  for  which  the  allega- 
tion was  that  there  was  no  justification. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) said  that  if  any  such  cases  were 
brought  to  his  notice  he  would  take 
prompt  measures  i^nd  direct  a  prosecu- 


tion. But  his  right  hon.  Friend  forgot 
that  in  a  great  number  of  these  cases 
there  was  not,  and  there  could  not  be, 
identification  of  the  particular  men 
guilty  of  the  violence.  The  inquiry 
wanted  was  one  into  the  general  con- 
duct of  a  not  inconsiderable  number  of 
police,  in  order  that  the  force  of  public 
opinion,  if  they  were  found  to  be  guilty 
of  this  conduct,  might  reassure  the 
public  mind,  and  teach  the  police  the 
lesson  that  while  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  every  allowance  was  to  be 
made  for  them  and  every  sympathy  ex- 
tended to  them ;  if  there  had  been  an 
excess  in  the  exercise  of  their  power  and 
unnecessary  violence  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  it  was  the  obligation  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  of  those  respon- 
sible for  the  peace  of  the  country  to  see 
that  that  violence  should  be  checked  and 
punished. 

Mb.  PICKERSaiLL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  Mr.  Speaker 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  rose  in  his  place, 
and  claimed  to  move  ^'  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Question,  '^  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be 
there  added." 

The  House  divided  :^AyeB  207  ;  Noes 
322  :  Majority  115.— (Div.  List,  No.  26.) 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  claimed  to  move 
'^That  the  Main  Question  be  now  put." 

Main  Question  put  accordingly. 

The  House  divided:^Ayes  224  ;  Noes 
316:  Majority  92. 

AYES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Glam.)     Broadhurst,  H. 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime-    Brown,  A.  L. 

rick,  W.)  Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Acland,  A.  H.  D.  Brunner,  J.  T. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D.  Bryce,  J. 

Allison,  R.  A.  Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Anderson,  C.  H.  Burt,  T. 

Asquith,  H.  H.  Buxton,  S.  C. 

Atherley- Jones,  L.  Byrne,  G.  M. 

Austin,  J.  Caino,  AV.  S. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.     Cameron,  C. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W.     Cameron,  J.  M. 

Barbour,  W.  B.  Campbell,  Sir  G. 

Barran,  J.  Campbell,  H. 

Barry,  J.  Campbell-Bannerman, 

Biggar,  J.  G.  right  hon.  H. 

Blane,  A,  Carew,  J.  L. 

Bolton,  J.  C.  Causton,  R.  K. 

Bolton,  T.  D.  Cavan,  Earl  of 

Bradlaugh,  C.  Chamberlain,  R. 

Bright,  W.  L.  Channing,  E.  A. 
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Childcnr,  right  hoQ.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Commins,  A. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Conway,  Af. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  K. 

Oossens- Hardy,  II.  II. 
Craren,  J. 
Crawiofd,  D. 
Cremor,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Croasley,  E. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  I*.  L. 
Dodds,  J, 
EUis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Eyershed,  8. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,R.  C.  Mimro  - 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry,  T.! 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gane,  J.  L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnea- 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  11.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Graham,  R.  C. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
GuUy,  W.  C. 
Haldane,;R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,   hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  C. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Hingley,  B. 
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PILOTAGE. 
Select  Committee  appointed  '*  to  consider  the 
position  of  the  Pilotage  system  of  the  United 
Kingdom,   with  power  to  send    for  persons, 
papers,  and  records.'* — {Sir  John  Pttltston.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 

Minutes  before  One  o'clock 

till  Monday  next* 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday y  bth  March,  1888. 


MFNUTESO— Public  Bill— Second  Reading  - 
Electric    Lighting  Act    (1882)  Amendment 

(1). 

ELEOTRIO    LIGHTING    ACT    (1882) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— (No.  1.) 

{^The  Lord  Thurlow.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
iDg,  read. 

Lord  THURLOW,  ia  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  if  he  could  have  had  an 
assurance  from  the  Government  that 
they  would  be  willing  to  take  this 
matter  in  hand  he  would  not  have 
troubled  their  Lordships  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  desired  their  Lordships 
to  regard  this  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  health,  of  science,  of  more 
light,  of  safety,  and  of  the  preeervation 
of  property.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  remove  what  had  proved  to  be  pro- 
hibitive restrictions  upon  an  industry 
which  was  deserving  of  every  support. 
The  restrictions  imposed  by  the  Act  of 
1882  were  certainly  most  unusual,  if  not 
altogether  unprecedented,  and  they  had 
acted  very  harshly.  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  replying  last  week 
to  a  Question  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
said  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Electric 
Lighting  Act  of  1882,  59  provisional 
orders  and  five  licences  had  been  granted 
to  Companies,  and  15  provisional  orders 
and  two  licences  to  Local  Authorities. 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
was  not  aware  that  in  any  single  case 
where  these  powers  had  been  obtained 
they  had  been  exercised.  Such  was  the 
crushing  effect  of  the  Electric  Lighting 
Act  of  1882.  Still  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  in  praise  of  that  measure, 
which  it  was  the  object  of  this  Bill  to 
amend  in  only  one  or  two  small  but  im- 
portant particulars.  The  Act  of  1882 
was  a  most  elaborate  measure  for  deal- 
ing with  a  then  almost  unknown  science. 
It  successfully  prescribed  safeguards 
against  dangers  which  had  only  since 
become  manifiest,  and  its  object  was  to 
impose  checks  on  rash  and  ill-considered 
fichemes.    It  now  only  required  trifling 


amendment  to  allow  the  industry  to  pro- 
ceed, and  he  claimed  that  the  time  had 
arrived    for    action    in   that  direction. 
In  the  United  States  there  were  120 
electric  Light  Companies,  paying  divi- 
dends from  6  to  14  per  cent.     In  the 
German  and   Austrian  Empires   there 
were  over    600  local  Companies,   and 
in  almost  every  large  town  in  Italy  elec- 
tric lighting  was  making  great  progress. 
It  was  only  in  England  that  the  science 
was  comparatively  at  a  standstill,  and 
he  hoped  that  state  of  things  would  not 
be  allowed  to  last  much  longer.     The 
present  time  was  propitious  for  several 
reasons.    There  never  was  a  time  when 
a  larger   amount  of  capital  was  lying 
idle,  or  when  there  was  a  larger  army 
of  unemployed  seeking  work  and  finding 
none,  and  by  passing  this  Bill  lucrative 
work  might  immediately  be  provided 
for  thousands  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren.    He  thought  it  would  not  be  too 
much  to  call  upon  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  make  incandescent  electric  lighting 
compulsory    in    all    mines,    factories, 
schools,    churches,    theatres,   hospitals, 
and  other  places  where  human  beings 
congregated  together,  and  where,  under 
existing  conditions,  gas-jets  consumed 
the  lion's  share  of  the  oxygen.     He  ven- 
tured to  say  that  when  such  a  demand 
was  made  the  Government  of  the  day 
would  be  neither  willing  nor  able  to 
resist  it.     Many  of  their  Lordships  had 
no   doubt  visited   factories  lighted  by 
gas  full   of  toiling  men,   women,  and 
children  from  6.30  a.m.  to  6.30  p.m., 
and  had  noticed  the  vitiated  state  of  the 
atmosphere.     The    difference    between 
that  and  a  factory  lighted  by  electricity 
was  manifest  in  a  moment.    It  was  like 
being  transported  suddenly  to  another 
planet.     Workmen  who  had  been  em- 
ployed   in    factories    lighted    by   elec- 
tricity had  told  him  that  nothing  short 
of  starvation  would  induce  them  to  work 
again  in  factories  lighted  by  gas.     It 
was  the  same  in  the   case  of  mines. 
Electric  lighting   would  minimize  the 
dangers  which  now  occurred  through 
naked  lights  or  faulty  lamps.    Then,  as 
to  fires  in  the  Metropolis,  Captain  Shaw's 
Eeport  showed  that  the  total  number  of 
fires  in  1887  was  2,363,  and  no  less  than 
671,  or  30  per  cent,  were  directly  attri- 
butable to  causes  connected  with  exist- 
ing systems  of  lighting.    These  figures 
did  not  include  6^1  fires,  the  origin  of 
which  was  uucertaini  and  of  theae   a 
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least  30  per  cent  might  fairly  be  said  to 
be  due  to  the  same  cause.  Then  as  to 
destruction  and  damage  to  property. 
Some  of  the  first  tradesmen  in  London 
had  told  him  that  they  had  effected 
great  saving  since  they  had  substituted 
the  electric  light  for  gas  in  their  show- 
rooms and  shops.  It  was  also  well- 
known  that  the  use  of  gas  was  very 
prejudicial  to  pictures  and  books,  and 
the  employment  of  electric  light  in 
libraries  would  be  a  great  advantage. 
The  Bill  was  precisely  similar  to  the 
Bill  which  was  passed  by  tkis  House 
last  Session,  and  it  proposed  to  extend 
the  licence  granted  by  provisional  order 
to  any  Company  from  21  years  to  42 
years.  The  period  of  21  years  fixed  by 
the  present  Act  was  found  to  be  too 
short  and  to  be  insufficient  to  allow 
electric  lighting  companies  to  recoup 
themselves.  The  Board  of  Trade  ac- 
ceded to  this  view,  and  this  extension  of 
the  life  of  the  provisional  order  would 
render  the  clauses  with  regard  to  the 
terms  of  purchase  of  less  importance. 
He  would  therefore  be  willing  to  strike 
out  of  the  Bill  all  reference  to  the  pur- 
chase of  '*  the  goodwill ''  which,  he  un- 
derstood, had  hitherto  been  a  stumbling 
block  and  a  cause  of  opposition  to  the 
Bill.  In  bringing  forward  this  measure 
he  was  solely  actuated  by  a  desire  for 
the  public  interest.  There  existed  at 
present  a  great  want  of  employment, 
and  yet,  as  was  well-known,  there  was 
a  vast  amount  of  capital  waiting  for  in- 
vestment. His  connection  with  banks 
enabled  him  to  say  that,  if  the  present 
Act  was  amended  as  this  Bill  proposed, 
he  believed  that  of  the  £100,000,000  of 
capital  now  lying  idle  many  millions 
would  thereby  find  useful  employment. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
-^{The  Lord  Thurlow.) 

Thb  Duke  of  MAKLBOROUGH 
said,  the  Bill  did  not  appear  to  contain 
any  regulations  as  to  the  laying  down 
of  the  electric  cables.  At  present  these 
lines  were  growing  in  number  and  were 
being  run  over  everybody's  house  with- 
out the  assent  or  consent  of  householders, 
and  he  thought  that  it  should  be  defined 
in  any  Bill  dealing  with  this  subject 
what  the  rights  of  Electric  Companies 
exactly  were.  There  had,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  been  no  decision  in  the  Law 
Courts  upon  the  point.  At  present  a 
quantity  of  telephone  wires  were  to  be 


seen  running  in  every  direction  in  the 
Metropolis.  The  cables  for  electric 
lighting  would  be  still  more  dangerous. 
They  would  in  time  become  a  great 
nuisance,  and  if  the  Acts  dealing  with 
electric  lighting  were  silent  on  the 
point  it  would  hereafter  be  said  that 
Parliament  had  unreservedly  conferred 
on  these  Companies  the  right  of  running 
these  cables  over  houses  as  at  present. 
In  New  York,  where  electric  lighting 
was  more  developed  than  here,  the 
Electric  Companies  were  bound  to  place 
their  cables  underground.  If  it  were 
found  impossible  to  make  a  similar  pro- 
vision in  this  country,  still  some  regula- 
tions ought  to  be  made  as  to  the  course 
they  should  follow  so  as  to  prevent  them 
crossing  and  recrossing  public  streets  as 
at  present. 

TnE  Earl  of  CEAWFORD  said,  he 
agreed  that  the  Electric  Lighting  Act 
required  Amendment,  but  he  thought  it 
was  desirable,  if  they  were  to  legislate 
in  the  direction  of  Amending  an  Act, 
that  they  should  do  so  thoroughly,  and 
not  simply  amend  a  single  clause, 
which,  in  his  opinion,  would  effect  no 
good  change.  Besides,  the  Act  of  1882 
was  really  obsolete  so  far  as  the  present 
position  of  electric  lighting  was  con- 
cerned. Where  an  electrician  six  years 
ago  would  hesitate  to  supply  a  place  a 
mile  away  with  light,  he  would  now 
undertake  to  supply  houses  30  miles  off. 
In  1882,  when  the  first  Act  was  passed,  a 
determination  was  formed  that  the  pro- 
moters of  electric  lighting  schemes  should 
not  enjoy  a  monopoly,  and  was  accord- 
ingly resolved  that  when  cables  were  laid 
in  the  streets  of  any  town  by  an  electric 
company,  its  work  should  be  purchase- 
able  by  the  Local  Authority.  Another 
provision  of  the  Act  laid  down  that  no 
work  should  be  undertaken  by  a  Com- 
pany without  licence  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  or  a  special  Act,  or  a  provisional 
order.  These  two  provisions  had  been 
fatal  to  the  measure.  Licences  and 
provisional  orders  had  been  applied  for, 
but  no  work  had  been  done.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  promoters  of  a  scheme 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  make  their  own 
arrangements  with  the  Local  Authority. 
Let  the  Company  pay  rent  for  the  use  of 
the  streets  in  which  they  placed  their 
mains,  and  let  them  be  absolved  from 
the  obligation  of  supplying  light  to  every 
corner  of  a  given  district  when  there 
might  be  no  chance  of  a  reasonable 
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return  for  their  outlay.  Ho  looked  for- 
ward to  the  day  when  Companies  would 
be  able  to  lay  their  cables  underground 
with  a  good  prospect  of  success ;  but  he 
asserted  that  the  risks  attending  exposed 
electric  mains  were  fewer  than  the  risks 
which  attended  either  telephone  or  tele- 
graph wires.  When  enow  fell  upon  an 
electric  light  main  it  inevitably  melted, 
but  it  accumulated  on  other  wires  with 
the  result  that  serious  accidents  were 
not  uncommon.  He  hoped  that  the 
Bill  before  their  Lordships  would  be 
read  a  second  time.  Hereafter  he  in- 
tended to  place  before  them  a  Bill  of 
his  own,  and  he  hoped  that  his  pro- 
posal would  have  the  effect  of  removing 
a  great  many  of  the  disabilities  and 
disadvantages  under  which  the  Electric 
Lighting  Companies  at  present  laboured. 
The  iSECKETARY  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Ox\slow)  said, 
that  the  Government  were  not  disposed  to 
introduce  a  Bill  upon  this  matter,  because 
they  had  already  announced  a  number  of 
measures  upon  which  it  was  desirable  to 
legislate.  They  would  consider  them- 
selves exceedingly  fortunate  if  they 
were  able  to  carry"all  those  Bills,  and 
they  did  not  consider  it  wise  now  to  add 
to  the  number.  The  Bill,  as  explained 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  was  much 
loss  important  than  it  was  as  printed. 
There  was  a  long  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  repealed  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  existing  Act;  but  ho 
understood  that  when  the  Bill  was 
considered  in  Committee  the  whole 
of  that  clause  would  bo  withdrawn  in 
order  that  to  the  term  of  21  years 
during  which  Provisional  Orders  must 
now  run,  a  further  term  of  21  years 
might  bo  added.  Tho  Bill,  as  it  was 
amended,^ did  not  appear  likoly  to  bo 
productive  of  great  harm,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  assent  to  the  second  reading 
on  tho  conditions  the  noble  Lord  had 
suggested.  He  did  not  know  whether 
tho  reason  given  was  tho  only  reason 
why  electric  lighting  had  not  been  more 
extensively  adopted  ;  but  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  public  expectation  had 
been  greatly  disappointed  in  the  matter. 
We  had  all  hoped  that  electric  lighting 
would  have  been  much  more  largely 
used.  Whether  it  was  on  account  of  the 
limitation  in  the  number  of  years  allowed 
to  Companies  and  not  to  the  fact  that 
promoters  found  themselves  unable  to 
supply  the  electric  light  at  prices  that 
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would  compete  with  gas,  or  whether  it 
was  on  account  of  difficulties  in  carrying 
out  the  supply  of  electricity,  he  did  not 
know ;  but  of  this  he  was  certain,  that 
if  a  small  alteration  in  the  law  was 
likely  to  facilitate  the  adoption  of  the 
electric  light  in  London  and  other  large 
towns  the  Government  would  have  no 
objection  to  it.  He  understood  the 
noble  Earl  behind  to  intimate  that  he 
would  introduce  another  Bill,  and  if 
that  was  the  noble  EarPs  intention  it 
would  be  well  that  they  should  be  in  pos- 
session of  both  Bills  before  this  one  was 
considered  in  Committee,  and  that  both 
should  be  considered  with  reference  to 
tho  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment dealing  with  Local  Authorities, 
which  would  soon  be  produced  in  the 
other  House,  and  which  must  naturally 
affect  the  powers  of  Local  Authorities  in 
this  as  in  other  matters. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said  he  was  not 
quite  sure  he  understood  what  it  was  the 
Government  was  prepared  to  assent  to. 
As  far  as  he  could  gather,  it  was  that 
the  Act  of  1882  was  to  be  amended  by 
substituting  42  years  for  21  years.  If  no 
other  alteration  was  to  be  made,  he 
much  doubted  whether  the  Bill  would 
have  the  elTect  desired.  It  was  very 
much  to  be  regretted  that  in  this  coun- 
try we  had  not  made  the  advance  in 
electric  lighting  which  had  been  made 
in  other  parts  of  the  world.  He  had 
long  desired  to  avail  himself  of  this 
important  improvement;  but  he  had 
found  it  to  be  utterly  impossible,  for  the 
reason  that  the  Legislature  had  put 
impediments  in  the  way  of  the  spread  of 
this  invention  which  was  not  put  in  its 
way  in  any  other  country.  He  believed 
that  in  the  South  Sea  Islands  the  elec- 
tric light  was  moro  used  than  it  was  in 
London.  This  was  not  altogether  to  our 
credit.  Nobody  could  supposo  that  there 
was  not  plenty  of  capital  in  this  country  to 
be  invested  in  this  new  enterprize,  and 
that  there  were  not  plenty  of  people  who 
would  be  desirous  of  availing  themselves 
of  it.  Why,  then,  had  they  not  eleetric 
lighting  in  this  country  to  the  same 
extent  as  on  the  other  side  of  the 
Atlantic  ?  There  could  be  only  one 
answer.  The  terms  which  had  hitherto 
been  imposed  on  those  prepared  to 
undertake  the  enterprize  had  been  such 
as  to  render  it  impossible  for  them  to 
obtain  the  necessary  capital.  The  terms 
had  been  made  too  onerous.     He  quite 
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sympatliized  with  the  desire  to  prevent 
undue  interference  with  the  control  of 
Local  Authorities,  and  it  might  be  expe- 
dient to  provide  that  Local  Authorities 
should  ultimately,  if  they  wished,  be 
allowed  to  become  purchasers  of  electric 
lighting  apparatus,  and  to  supply  the 
electric  light  as  they  now  supplied  gas. 
He  did  not  personally  feel  very  strongly 
on  that  point ;  but  he  was  not  at  all  sure 
whether  the  balance  of  advantage  was 
not  against  allowing  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions to  become  trading  bodies.  With 
regard  to  the  electric  light,  there  was 
danger  in  doing  this,  because  in  some 
cases  their  conduct  might  be  affected  by 
the  fact  that  they  were  owners  of  a  gas 
business,  and  the  electric  light  would  be 
a  serious  rival  to  gas.  At  all  events, 
the  power  to  acquire  apparatus  ought  to 
be  conferred  in  such  a  way  as  not  to 
cripple  the  progress  of  invention  and 
improvement.  It  was  too  much  to  ask 
the  present  generation  to  forego  the 
advantages  of  electric  lighting  because 
their  doing  so  might  render  it  cheaper 
30  or  40  years  hence.  There  was  no 
difficulty,  he  thought,  in  arriving  at  a 
basis  of  purchase.  They  had  gained  ex- 
perience in  India  with  relation  to  rail- 
way matters.  There  the  Government 
had  been  empowered  to  purchase  rail- 
ways on  paying  the  value  as  indicated 
by  the  average  price  of  shares  during 
the  preceding  seven  years.  It  had  been 
found  that  capitalists  were  prepared  to 
risk  capital  on  these  terms,  and  possibly 
a  similar  arrangement  might  be  found 
satisfactory  to  the  promoters  of  electric 
lighting.  He  would  urge  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  whether  on  some  such 
terms  the  adoption  of  electric  lightiug 
might  be  facilitated. 

Thb  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  : 
I  sympathize  entirely  with  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  but  I 
cannot  help  remembering  that  he  was 
a  Member  of  the  Government  which 
passed  the  Act  that  he  has  denounced 
with  80  much  vigour.  When  I  sat  ex- 
actly where  he  is  sitting  now  I  pleaded 
in  vain  for  a  greater  extension  of  the 
number  of  years,  and  I  prophesied  the 
results  which  have  actually  occurred.  I 
rather  think  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  is  imitating  those  sectaries  of 
the  Middle  Ages,  who  went  about  laying 
•tripes  on  their  own  shoulders  for  the 


sins  they  had  committed.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  held  up  to  our 
admiration  the  example  of  the  South 
Sea  Islands  in  this  matter;  however, 
I  am  too  delighted  to  see  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  recognizes  the  diffi- 
culty in  which  we  find  ourselves  to  be 
critical  as  to  the  precise  means  by  which 
his  conversion  was  brought  about.  It 
is  matter  of  regret  that  we  have  not 
been  able  to  make  a  greater  use  of  this 
invention,  considering  the  vast  amount 
of  capital  we  have  at  our  disposal,  and 
the  great  need  in  our  smoky  towns  of 
diminishing  the  unconsumed  carbon  in 
our  atmosphere.  Although  the  Board 
of  Trade  has,  acting  under  the  guidance 
of  the  distinguished  statesman  who  pre- 
sided over  it  during  the  term  of  Office 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  to  some 
extent,  I  am  afraid,  since  that  time,  ex- 
aggerated the  danger  of  liberty  in  this 
matter,  it  is  fair  we  should  remember 
that  we  have  had  very  severe  lessons 
in  respect  of  leaving  uncontrolled  powers 
to  municipalities  and  public  authorities 
to  make  binding  bargains  with  trading 
companies.  On  the  subjects  of  water 
and  gas  we  have  had  very  severe  lessons, 
and  we  are  now  struggling  under  the 
difficulties  that  have  arisen.  The  noble 
Viscount  near  me  (Viscount  Cross)  was 
said  some  years  ago  to  have  wrecked 
the  Government  by  the  proposals  ho 
made  for  the  purchase  of  the  under- 
takings of  the  London  Water  Companies. 
We  now  only  wish  that  the  proposals 
which  were  then  denounced  could  be 
revived  with  success  and  carried  into 
effect.  We  h  ave  bound  ourselves  by  pro- 
mises to  the  Water  Companies  which  give 
them  a  hold  upon  us  that  I  do  not  know 
we  shall  ever  shake  off.  Undoubtedly, 
the  price  at  which  this  essential  article 
may  be  furnished  must  have  very  con- 
siderably affected  the  progress  of  sani- 
tary measures  so  much  required  in  many 
parts  of  the  Metropolis.  We  have  con- 
trived to  make  some  agreement  with  the 
Gas  Companies.  Twenty  years  ago  we 
woke  up  to  the  fact  that  we  had  allowed 
most  improvident  agreements  to  be 
made  with  them,  that  we  had  allowed 
them,  on  the  faith  of  competition  which 
did  not  exist,  to  charge  enormous  prices. 
At  the  present  moment,  in  regard  to  Gas 
Companies,  we  are  under  difficulties 
which  could  not  have  been  foreseen  by 
our  forefathers  when  these  terms  were 
made,  or  I  am  convinced  that  the  mea** 
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Bures  which  they  allowed  to  pass  would 
have  been  seriously  modified.  The 
truth  is  that  in  both  these  cases  we  have 
made  exceedingly  bad  bargains,  and  we 
are  bound  by  them ;  and,  therefore,  it 
is  not  wholly  unreasonable  that  in  deal- 
ing with  this  new  element  we  should 
approach  it  withsome  amount  of  caution. 
I  quite  believe  we  may  have  been  too 
cautious,  and  may  have  run  into  an  op- 
posite extreme,  and,  by  hindering  the 
production  of  Uie  electric  light  at  the 
cheapest  prices,  may  have  prevented  the 
development  of  this  new  industry.  If 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  can  show 
us  that  the  terms  we  ask  can  be  reason- 
ably modified,  no  feeling  of  self-love  will 
prevent  us  from  making  any  alteration 
which  your  Lordships  may  think  de- 
sirable. I  think  we  ought  not  to  be 
misled  by  the  desire  to  give  the  munici- 

Ealities  control  over  these  matters.  We 
ave  a  sufficient  number  of  examples  as 
to  the  capacity  of  the  municipalities  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  traders  on  a 
large  scale.  We  know  the  temptations 
are  enormous,  and  the  danger  we  have 
to  face  is  not  that  the  municipalities 
themselves  will  administer  these  trading 
concerns,  but  that  they  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  paid  officers  wielding  an  enormous 
and  irresistible  power,  exposed  to  temp- 
tations to  which  the  municipalities  them- 
selves will  not  be  liable,  and  at  the 
same  time  not  having  the  responsibility 
which  rests  upon  the  municipalities.  I 
feel  that  the  whole  question  of  the  ex- 
pediency of  giving  this  power  to  the 
municipalities  has  of  late  years  been  too 
much  assumed  without  sufficient  proof, 
and  we  should  be  cautious  about  sur- 
rendering ourselves  wholly  to  them,  and 
preventing  that  protective  competition 
of  private  Companies  which  has  proved 
of  so  much  benefit,  and  which  is  so 
desirable  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
munity at  large. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  remembered  perfectly  well  that  the 
noble  Marquess  objected  to  the  Bill  of 
1882  as  being  too  stringent;  but  the 
latter  part  of  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Marquess  answered  the  preceding  part, 
namely,  that  the  Government  and  the 
House  in  1882  had  before  them  evidence 
of  the  previous  mistakes  that  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  gas  and  water 
legislation.  The  Board  of  Trade,  which 
was  then  presided  over  by  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain^ was  extremely  anxious  that  in 
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the  matter  of  this  new  invention  they 
should  not  fall  into  their  former  errors. 
In  the  discussion  on  the  Bill  in  1882  he 
admitted  that  it  was  an  experiment,  and 
that  they  might  possibly,  by  future 
legislation,  be  compelled  to  amend  the 
BUI  if  they  found  that  they  had  erred 
on  the  side  of  severity.  It  was  much 
safer  to  err  on  that  side  than  on  the 
side  of  indulgence.  With  regard  to  the 
municipalities,  they  undoubtedly  ran 
the  risk  of  having  too  much  officialism ; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  there  was 
likely  to  be  a  most  severe  pressure  put 
upon  the  ratepayers  in  the  carrying  out 
of  improvements,  and  it  was  a  matter 
worthy,  in  his  opinion,  of  very  careful 
consideration  whether  by  giving  the 
municipalities  the  power  to  work  this 
large  invention,  which  provided  what 
was,  in  fact,  one  of  the  necessaries  of 
life,  they  should  not  be  affording  them 
the  means  of  relieving  themselves  to  a 
considerable  extent  of  the  burdens  under 
which  they  laboured.  It  was  on  the 
whole  reasonable,  he  thought,  that  the 
terms  in  this  matter  of  electric  lighting 
should  be  made  somewhat  less  strin- 
gent. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

BRITISH  AND  OTHER  FOREIGN  COLO- 
NIE8-SALB  OF  INTOXICATING  LI- 
QUORS TO  NATIVE  RACES— CORRE- 
SPONDENCE. 

QUESTION.      0BSEEVATI0N8. 

Eabl  DE  LA  WARR,  in  rising  to 
ask.  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment  can  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  further  Papers  and  Correspond- 
ence relative  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
spirits  to  the  Native  population  in  Bri- 
tish and  other  Colonies,  especially  in 
the  Islands  of  the  Western  l^acific  and 
in  the  Congo  and  Niger  countries  of 
Western  Africa ;  also  Papers  and  Cor- 
respondence relating  to  the  Berlin  Con- 
ference in  1884-5,  with  regard  to  an 
International  agreement  on  the  ques- 
tion ;  also  whether  any  information  can 
be  given  as  regards  the  prospect  of  effect- 
ing an  International  agreement?  said, 
that,  in  a  large  number  of  instances 
where  there  were  British  and  other  set- 
tlements engaged  in  trade  with  Native 
races,  there  was  a  vast  amount  of  traffic 
in  intoxicatiDg  spirits,  which  was  working 
ruin  and  destruction  to  the  Natives  bo£ 
morally  and  physically.    He  was  aware 
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that  the  subject  had  been  for  Bome  time 
past  under  the  ooniideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govemiaeat.  He  was  also 
aware  that  attempts  had  been  made  to 
remedy,  or  at  least  to  check,  the  eril. 
At  the  same  time,  he  knew  the  difficul- 
ties which  existed.  Other  oouatrioB  be- 
sides England  were  concerned  in  the 
matter ;  but  he  could  hardly  think  it 
possible  that  the  Government  of  any 
civilized  country  could  be  >o  forgetful  of 
the  responsibility  resting  upon  it  as  not 
to  endearonr  to  repress  an  evil  which 
was  converting  commerce  into  a  de- 
grading and  demoralizing  agent.  On 
referring  to  Correspondence  which  wab 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  in 
September  last  year  he  found  a  despatch, 
dated  April,  18S4,  from  Mr.  Thurston, 
now  Sir  John  Thurston,  Assistant  High 
Commissioner  iu  the  Western  Pacific. 
Mr.  Thurston  says — 

' '  The  natioDality  of  the  peraons  foand  in 
chnrge  of  trading  Btationi  in  the  Western 
Pacifio  or  trading  from  vesseli  is,  as  a  rule, 
British,  GermaD,  French,  or  American,  and  it 
it  men  suhjecta  ol  these  DatioDHj>rincipsliy  vho, 
by  tbo  sate  of  arms,  ammunitioa,  and  alcohol 
in  its  most  ardent  and  poisonous  forms,  are 
dcnioraliziDg  the  Natives  of  the  Pacific  and 
bringing  about  their  rapid  deatractioa." 

He  goes  on  to  speak  of  the  Katives  of 
Samoa  as  being  an  interesting  race  of 
people,  appreciatiug  tlie  advantages  of 
civilized  life.     "But,"  he  adds — 

"  NotTritbatanding  these  advantages,  the 
history  of  Sanioii  is  sad  in  Ibo  citreme.  The 
Native  inhabitants  ace  decreasing  rapidly,  sod 
their  lands  are  passing  into  the  bands  of  Euro- 
peans  and  other  foreigDer«." 

He  further  says — "Arms,  gunpowder, 
and  alcohol  are  the  solvents  under  which 
Native  life  disappears."  In  the  same 
year,  18B4,  when  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Granville)  was  at  the  Colonial 
Office,  communications  were  made  to 
other  Powers  with  a  view  to  effect  an 
International  agreement  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  an  end  to  this  nefarious 
traffic.  This  course  was  strongly  urged 
also  by  Sir  W,  Des  Voeux,  th. 
of  tho  Fiji  Islands.  Further 
cations  seemed  to  have  been  carried  on 
in  August  last,  in  consequence  of  some 
difficulty  raised  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  with  reference  to  an 
International  agreement.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  bead  of  the  Colonial  Ofhce 
would,  perhaps,  be  able  to  say  whether 
this  difficulty  had  been  removed,  and 
whether  the  result  of  the  negotiations 


>,  t888}  Sah  of  Moxicating  Liquort.  150 

with  the  European  Powers  with  refer- 
ence  to  the  Western  Pacifio  was  a 
favourable  one  ?  There  were  not  any 
recent  Papers,  so  far  as  he  knew,  before 
Parliament  on  the  same  Bubjeot  relating 
to  the  Congo  and  Niger  countries  ;  and 
he  wished  to  remind  their  Lordships 
that  a  similar  evil  eiisted  in  those  parts 
of  Western  Africa,  if  possible  in  a 
greater  degree  than  in  the  Western 
Pacific.  It  appeared  by  the  evidenoa 
of  travellers  and  persons  who  had 
visited  that  country  that  spirits,  es- 
pecially rum  and  ^n,  constituted  the 
principal  medium  of  currency  in  dealing 
with  the  Natives.  It  was  related  by  Mr. 
J.  Thompson,  a  well-known  traveller  np 
the  Niger,  that — 

"  At  each  port  of  call,  the  eye  becomes  be- 
wildered in  watching  the  discharge  of  thooiands 
of  cases  of  gin  and  hundreds  of  demijobiis 
of  rum." 

Mr.  Tisdel,  Special  Agent  of  the  United 
States,  said,  as  appeared  in  the  Oonsnlar 
Beports — 

"Of  thia  variegated  cucreooy,.  gin  is  the 
most  valuable;  indeed,  it  may  be  said  to  be 
worth  its  weight  in  gold.  .  .  .  TTn fortunately, 
a  few  bottles  of  trade  gin  will  go  much  further 
in  trade  with  the  Natives  than  ten  times  its 
value  in  cloth." 

A  well-known  Lutheran  missionary 
said — 

"The  vilest  liquors  imaginable  are  being 
poured  into  Africa  from  almost  overy  quarter 
of  the  civilized  world." 

He  might  also  add  the  forcible  words  of 
the  Belgian  Plenipotentiary,  Count  Van 
der  Straten,  at  the  Berlin  Conference  in 
18S4.     He  said— 

"  The  Native  races  of  the  free  zone  will  be 
sober,  or  will  soon  cease  to  oiiit.  ...  If  the 
Powers  do  not  bhts  him  (tho  negro)  from  this 
vice  (drunkenness),  they  will  make  of  him  a 
monater  which  will  swallow  up  the  work  of  the 
Conference.  ...  He  would  wish  the  Powers 
to  take  tbo  moral  engagement  to  continne  their 
work  as  they  took  it  formerly  in  the  Treaty  of 
Vienna  in  regard  to  the  sappreseioQ  of  slavery." 
Statements  to  the  same  effect  could  be 
given  almost  without  number.  He 
wished  now  to  refer  for  one  moment  to 
the  Berlin  Conference  of  1884.  That 
Conference  of  all  the  principal  Powers 
of  Europe,  including  aUo  a  Bepreseuta- 
tive  of  the  United  States,  was  assembled 
with  the  view  of  settling  trading  and 
commercial  questions  relative  to  the 
Niger  and  Congo  Free  State,  and  at  the 
same  time  as  to  furthering  the  moral 
and  material  well-being  of  the  Na&v^% 
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populations.  Among  other  matters,  the 
liquor  question  was  introduced  ;  and 
although  opinions  were  strongly  ex* 
pressed  in  favour  of  restrictions  upon 
that  traffic,  no  satisfactory  results  were 
arrived  at.  The  evils  which  were  going 
on  were  admitted,  and  the  wish  was  ex- 
pressed by  some  members  of  the  Con- 
ference that  an  International  agreement 
should  bo  arrived  at  in  ^'  such  manner 
as  to  conciliate  the  rights  of  humanity 
with  the  interests  of  commerce.*'  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  he  was 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  deliberations 
of  the  Conference,  so  far  as  that  ques- 
tion was  concerned,  resulted  in  little 
more  than  a  recognition  of  the  evil  and 
the  expression  of  a  wish.  He  might 
draw  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
words  of  Prince  Bismarck,  who  presided 
over  the  Conference.  Prince  Bismarck 
said,  in  his  concluding  address — 


"In  another  series  of  regulations  you  have 
shown  much  careful  solicitude  for  the  moral 
and  physical  welfare  of  the  Native  races,  and 
we  may  cherish  the  hope  that  the  principle 
adopted  in  a  spirit  of  wise  moderation  will  bear 
fruit,  and  will  help  to  introduce  these  popula- 
tions to  the  advantages  of  civilization.*' 

He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he  could  not 
see  that  any  course  had  yet  been  adopted 
which  was  likely  to  produce  those  happy 
results;  and  if  no  change  was  made  it 
was  certainly  a  somewhat  novel  mode  of 
introducing  populations  to  the  advan- 
tages of  civilization,  and  it  was  to  be 
feared  that  hopes  and  wishes  would 
avail  but  little  unless  somethiug  further 
was  done.  How,  it  might  well  be  asked, 
could  civilization  or  moral  progress  bo 
promoted  while  unrestricted  traffic  in 
liquor  was  carried  on  and  gin  and  rum 
were  the  chief  medium  of  currency  with 
the  Natives  ?  He  believed  he  was  sup- 
ported in  what  he  had  said  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  in  a  letter  dated  August, 
1887,  addressed  to  the  Bishops  of  the 
British  Colonies  and  Dependencies,  from 
which  he  would  ask  permission  to  read 
a  few  words — 

"  The  attention  of  the  Church  has  been  re- 
cently drawn  to  the  widespread  and  still  grow- 
ing evils  caused  by  the  introduction  of  intoxi- 
catiDg  liquors  amoDg  the  Native  races  in  the 
Colonies  and  Dependencies  of  the  British  Em- 
pire and  in  other  countries  to  which  British 
trade  has  access.  ,  .  .  Uncivilized  people  are 
weaker  to  resist,  and  are  utterly  unable  to  con- 
trol temptations  of  this  kind.  The  accounts 
given  of  the  numbers  that  perish  from  this 
cause  and  of  the  misery  and  degradation  of 
tib<x90  who  survive  are  painful  in  the  extreme, 
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and  besides  the  grievous  wrong  thus  inflicted 
on  the  Native  races,  reproach  has  been  brought 
on  the  name  of  Christ.  ...  It  is  asserted  by 
travellers  of  repute  that  in  many  parts  of  the 
world  the  moral  character  of  the  Native  gains 
more  by  the  preaching  of  Mahomedanism  than 
by  the  preaclung  of  the  Gospel,  for  the  former 
tends  to  make  them  sober." 

He  would  say  no  more.  He  appealed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
hope  that  they  would  be  able  to  give 
such  further  information  as  might  show 
how  that  question  stood  at  the  present 
moment  and  what  progress  had  been 
made  in  the  direction  of  an  International 
agreement.  There  would  doubtless  be 
an  increase  of  commerce,  especially  in 
the  Niger  and  Congo  countries ;  but 
whether  that  commerce  was  to  be  civi- 
lizing or  debasing  would  g:reatly  depend 
upon  the  future  course  that  might  be 
adopted  by  the  Oovernments  of  Europe 
and  of  the  United  States  with  regard  to 
the  traffic  in  intoxicating  spirits ;  and  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  unless  some 
restrictions,  and  those  very  stringent 
ones,  were  put  upon  the  liquor  traffic, 
there  might  be  commerce — there  might 
be  an  increase  of  commerce— but  that 
commerce,  instead  of  promoting,  would 
be  crushing  to  civilization,  and  would 
make  Christianity  a  byword  among  the 
nations  of  the  earth. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  had  nothing  to  add  to  the  state- 
ment which  had  just  been  made  to  their 
Lordships  on  that  subject ;  but  as  the 
traffic  which  had  been  described  was 
demoralizing  in  the  extreme,  he  hoped 
that  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  would 
not  wait  for  an  opportunity,  but  would 
renew  the  attempt  to  obtain  the  assent 
of  the  United  States  Government  to  the 
International  Agreement  already  as- 
sented to  by  the  European  Powers.  It 
would  seem  that  the  present  was  a 
favourite  moment  for  approaching  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  on 
the  subject.  When,  two  years  ago,  that 
Government  declined  to  assent,  no 
reasons  were  given  for  that  course ;  but 
the  United  States  Secretary  of  State 
said  that  ''  he  was  not  entirely  prepared 
to  join  in  the  International  Agreement," 
but  at  the  same  time  he  offered  to  take 
measures  in  the  sense  of  the  Inter- 
national Agreement.  Now,  a  man  who 
was  not  entirely  prepared  to  join  in  an 
agreement  was  more  likely  to  join  ia 
one  than  a  person  who  was  asked  to  do 
so  for  the  first  time,  and  lie  hoped  Her 
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Majesty's  Qoyernment  would  not,  by 
delay,  run  the  risk  of  having  to  treat 
with  a  successor  of  Mr.  Bayard.  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment  must  be  in  pos- 
session of  new  facts  since  two  years  ago 
to  place  before  the  United  States  Go- 
vernment; and  he  gathered  from  the 
Blue  Book  that  the  assent  of  the  German 
Government  had  been  given  since  that 
date.  There  was  a  subsidiary  reason 
for  renewing  these  negotiations — namely, 
the  maintenance  of  continuity  of  action 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  which  had  been 
so  beneficial,  and  that  the  time  and 
trouble  taken  by  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  should  not  be 
lost.  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  were  not  alone, 
nor  entirely  responsible  for  what  took 
place  in  the  Pacific  Islands ;  but  they 
were  responsible  for  India,  and  from 
the  papers  circulated  by  the  Committee 
for  the  Prevention  of  the  Drink  Traffic 
it  appeared  that  the  Excise  Duties  on 
spirits  had  trebled  in  Assam  in  the  last 
10  years,  and  that  they  had  more  than 
doubled  in  Bengal  since  1868.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  probably 
aware  of  the  correspondence  in  the 
papers  at  the  beginning  of  this  year  on 
the  failure  of  Christian  missionaries. 
Various  causes  might  be  given  for  that, 
but  it  was  certain  that  the  missionaries 
complained  of  being  handicapped  by  the 
Government  encouragement  of  the  sale 
of  drink. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
(Dr.  Benson)  said,  that  he  had  received 
a  visit  lately  from  a  leading  member  of 
the  Representative  Council  of  one  of  the 
Grown  Colonies  of  Africa,  who  informed 
him  that  some  of  vthe  oldest  Christian 
families  in  Sierra  Leone  had  subscribed 
recently  to  the  building  of  a  mosque. 
The  reason  they  gave  for  doing  so  was 
that  they  knew  no  better  means  of 
patting  a  stop  to  the  spread  of  intoxica- 
tion,  which  was  destroying  their  own 
race,  while  their  own  Government  gave 
ihem  no  aid  or  support,  and  Maho- 
medanism  forbade  the  use  of  intoxicating 
drink  by  positive  precept.  Wrong  in- 
ferences had  hence  been  drawn,  as  if 
Christianity  were  less  able  to  grapple 
with  the  vices  of  Native  races  than 
Mahomedanism ;  and  Mr.  Bosworth 
Smith,  the  very  authority  relied  on  for 
proofs  of  this,  had  himself  come  forward 
and  very  fully  exposed  the  miscon- 
structions and  misrepresentations  on  that 


head.  Christianity  was  the  better  able 
to  deal  with  the  temptations  of  those 
races,  because  it  taught  the  principle  of 
temperance  and  self-control,  whrch  did 
far  more  than  positive  precept  to  elevate 
mankind.  But  these  Christians  felt  that 
Christianity  had  not  fair  play  while  it  was 
not  backed  by  the  Christian  Government 
which  represented  it  and  rested  on  it.  The 
facts  had  been  placed  before  us  by  our 
own  agents,  and  appeared  in  our  own 
Blue  Books.  Such  a  pamphlet  as  that  of 
Mr.  Weller,  and  the  facts  observed  by 
Mr.  Thomson,  placed  all  in  possession  of 
the  true  state  of  the  case.  Mr.  Weller 
had  seen  hundreds  of  Native  girls  lying 
in  a  state  of  deathly  intoxication  round 
the  waggons  of  spirit  sellers.  There 
were  districts  in  which  payment  of  wages 
was  made  only  in  rum,  until  at  length 
such  a  state  of  degradation  was  reached 
that  many  refused  to  receive  payment  in 
any  other  form.  Ships  put  into  harbour 
freighted  with  the  goods  of  civilization, 
but  were  obliged  to  sail  away  undis- 
charged because  the  people  were  so 
drunken,  or  so  anxious  to  be  drunken, 
that  they  had  no  taste  or  care  for 
articles  of  commerce.  We  knew  the 
agonizing  efforts  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Queen  of  Amatongaland  and  by 
many  Chiefs  to  save  their  people.  By 
the  course  we  were  now  pursuing  we 
were  not  only  injuring  our  commerce, 
to  take  a  material  view,  but  we  were 
ruining  the  very  tribes  and  nations  who 
in  that  climate  were  absolutely  essential  to 
that  commerce.  TheirLordships  must  not 
suppose  that  the  kind  of  liquor  sold  in 
London  was  sold  to  those  people.  There 
was  a  ^'  trade  rum  "  and  a  *'  trade  gin," 
which  were  neither  more  nor  less  than 
liquid  fire,  mere  poison,  which  absolutely 
destroyed  in  a  very  short  time  the  men 
and  women  who  consumed  it.  They 
consumed  it  and  were  consumed  without 
stint.  This  liquor  went  among  the 
people  themselves  by  the  ordinary  name 
of  *•  Death  Itself."  For  his  own  part, 
he  declined  to  believe  a  sentence  which  had 
fallen  from  one  of  the  noble  Lords  who 
had  spoken  on  the  subject  that  evening ; 
he  declined  to  believe  in  the  correctness 
of  the  information,  which,  however,  was 
spread  very  widely,  that  our  Govern- 
ment would  in  the  slightest  degree,  for 
the  sake  of  increased  revenue,  promote 
or  encourage  a  practice  so  destructive 
to  humanity.  But  he  must  say  that  we 
had  been  waiting  for  a  long  time  for  out 
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Ooyernment  to  take  firm  steps  in  the 
right  direction.  We  were  proud  to  hear 
of  the  action  of  our  Bepresentatives  at 
the  fierlin  Oonferenoe,  and  of  what  the 
Oongo  Company  itself  desired.  This 
nation  had  been  celebrated  in  past  times 
for  the  self-sacrifice  of  its  great  efforts 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
efforts  which  had  raised  the  tone  of  all 
nations.  But  at  no  time  was  the  Slave 
Trade  so  destructive  in  its  effects  as  this 
vice,  fatal  alike  to  the  prospects  of 
Ohristianity  and  to  the  future  prosperity 
of  the  commerce  of  England.  He  would 
ask  why,  if  nothing  could  be  done  else- 
where without  the  co-operation  of  other 
Governments,  should  not  a  beginning  be 
made  at  least  in  our  own  Crown  Colonies 
on  the  West  African  Coast?  We  had 
these  entirely  in  our  own  hands.  If  it 
were  not  possible  at  present  to  effect  an 
International  arrangement,  we  would 
wait  patiently,  believing  that  our  Go- 
vernment, with  that  continuity  of  action 
abroad  which  was  so  beneficial,  would  do 
what  could  be  done  in  time.  But  why 
wait  for  ourselves  ?  We  could  prevent 
the  sale  of  this  fire  poison.  We  could 
put  upon  wholesome  liquor  such  duties 
as  would  make  it  undesirable  to  pay  or 
to  receive  wages  in  that  shape,  ana  check 
many  other  evils.  He  joined  the  noble 
Lord,  therefore,  in  asking  what  progress 
had  been  made,  and  in  pressing  for  Papers 
which  might  throw  some  light  upon  the 
subject.  The  Bishop  of  London  who, 
as  their  Lordships  knew,  had  done  so 
much  for  the  cause  of  temperance  in 
this  country,  had  asked  him  to  explain 
how  deeply  he  was  interested  in  the 
question,  and  to  state  that  nothing  but 
an  official  engagement  would  have  caused 
him  to  leave  the  House  that  evening. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  Knutsfobd)  said, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
fully  alive  to  the  terrible  mischiefs 
created  by  the  importation  and  sale  to 
the  Natives  of  spirituous  liquors,  and  he 
must  state  that  it  was  only  within  the 
last  few  weeks  that  he  had  addressed 
a  Circular  to  all  the  Crown  Colonies, 
asking  for  full  information  as  to  any 
laws  or  ordinances  existing  on  the 
subject  and  for  any  reports  on  this 
important  question.  He  had  also  sent 
a  Circular  to  all  the  responsible- govern- 
ment Colonies,  asking  them  for  any 
information  to  supplement  that  which 
had  already  been  presented  to  Parlia- 
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ment  in  1872, 1882  and  1883.  When  the 
answers  to  those  Circulars  had  been  sent 
in  they  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
then  there  would  be  a  full  opportunity 
for  discussing  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Crown  Colonies  and  else* 
where.  He  would,  before  he  sat  down, 
point  out  very  briefly  what  restrictions 
had  been  placed  in  Crown  Colonies  upon 
the  sale  of  spirituous  liquors  to  the 
Natives,  but  he  must  remind  their 
Lordships  that  though  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could,  as  a  general  rule, 
secure  the  passing  of  the  laws  or  regu- 
lations required  to  prohibit  such  sale, 
they  were  not  and  could  not  be  held 
directly  responsible  for  any  failure  to  give 
effect  to  those  laws  and  regulations.  In 
the  meantime  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
bestowing  their  best  attention  on  the 
subject.  As  regards  the  Western 
Pacific,  there  were  no  Papers  at  present 
to  be  presented  other  than  those  pre- 
sented in  September,  1887.  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  late  Government  invited  the 
nations  interested  in  the  Western  Pacific 
to  arrive,  if  possible,  at  some  Inter* 
national  arrangement  for  prohibiting 
the  liquor  traffic  m  the  Islands.  That 
proposition  was  received  favourably  by 
all  but  one  country — ^namely,  the  United 
States.  It  had  been  urged  that  the 
United  States  Government  had  given 
no  reasons  for  their  refusal  to  join  in 
the  arrangement,  and  had  probably 
formed  no  decided  opinion ;  but  on  that 
point  he  would  read  an  extract  from  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bayard  to  Sir  L.  Saok- 
ville  West,  dated  the  11th  of  April,  1885. 
Mr.  Bayard  said — 

*'  While  recognizing  and  highly  approving 
the  moral  force  and  general  propriety  of  the 
proposed  regulations,  and  the  responsibility  of 
conducting  such  traffic  under  proper  and  care- 
ful restrictions,  the  Grovemment  of  the  United 
States  does  not  feel  entirely  prepared  to  join  in 
the  International  understanding  proposed,  and 
will,  therefore,  for  the  present  restrain  its  action 
to  the  employment  in  the  direction  outlined  by 
the  suggested  arrangement  of  a  sound  discretion 
in  permitting  traffic  between  its  own  citizens  in 
the  articles  referred  to  and  the  Natives  of  the 
Western  Pacific  Islands/' 

It  was  perfectly  clear,  therefore,  that 
the  United  States  Qovemment  were  not 
inclined  to  modify  their  decision.  He 
was,  however,  authorized  to  state  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  being  fully 
alive  to  the  importance  of  the  question, 
would  not  allow  any  favourable  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  of  bringing  this  mattp^ 
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again  under  the  consideration  of  foreign 
nations,  including  the  United  States. 
Beyond  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  giye  any  undertaking.  As  regards 
South  Africa,  there  were  strong  restric- 
tions in  force  in  the  Gape  against  the 
supply  of  liquor  to  the  Natives.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  there  was  a  large  im- 
portation of  a  very  harmful  liquor  called 
''Gape  smoke"  into  the  parts  of  the 
country  beyond  the  English  Protectorate, 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  could  in 
no  way  check  that,  though  they  had 
pointed  out  to  the  Native  Ghiefs  the 
necessity  of  exercising  all  the  power 
they  had  to  prevent  that  importation ; 
and  they  hoped  that  their  advice  might 
e£fect  some  good.  There  was  no  question 
that  there  was  legislation  in  Natal  by 
which  very  stringent  restrictions  against 
the  supply  of  spirituous  liquors  to  the 
Natives  could  be  enforced,  especially  in 
the  case  of  repeated  offences.  In  1886 
some  correspondence,  originating  in 
Buggestions  by  the  London  Ghamber  of 
Commerce,  took  place  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  regulating  the  importation  of 
alcohol  into  South  Africa  by  means 
of  a  uniform  and  high  duty,  but 
on  consideration  the  late  Qovemment 
thought  it  better  to  wait  until  the 
result  of  the  Western  Pacific  nego- 
tiations was  known.  In  April,  1887, 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
Gk)yemment  was  again  directed  to  this 
question,  and  Girculars  were  sent  to  all 
the  Oolonies  in  South  and  West  Africa. 
Unfortunately,  the  replies  received  from 
the  Gape  and  Natal  were  not  very 
favourable;  and  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Imperial  Ooyernment 
had  no  power  to  interfere  with  the  acts 
of  the  Gape  Legislature.  The  Gape 
Ministers  pointed  out  that  an  Excise 
duty  being  placed  on  corn-made  brandy, 
and  not  on  spirits  produced  from  grapes, 
a  higher  import  duty  would  only  in- 
crease local  manufacture.  They  were  of 
opinion  ''  that  the  traffic  should  be  regu- 
lated rather  by  internal  regulations  than 
by  import  duties,"  and  they  finally  ''de- 
dined  to  take  part  in  thb  proposed  Inter- 
national agreement."  As  regards  the 
words  "  local  manufacture,"  it  was  only 
fair  to  state  that  we  were  not  responsible 
for  all  the  drinking  that  went  on  among 
the  Natives,  for  they  had  extraordinary 
and  carefully  composed  drinks  of  their 
own,  which  were  yery  intoxicating.  The 
Natal  Qovemment  stated  that  if  the 


Gape  and  Portuguese  Oovemments  dis* 
continued  the  facilities  they  now  gave 
for  passing  spirits  beyond  their  frontiers, 
they  would  impose  higher  transit  duties 
and  raise  the  import  duties  to  the  rate 
agreed  upon  by  the  others.  But  they 
pointed  to  the  stringency  of  the  law  in 
Natal  for  preventing  the  sde  of  liquor  to 
the  Natives,  and  they  considered  that  the 
question  would  best  be  solved  by  adopt- 
ing similar  arrangements  elsewhere.  So 
much  for  the  Gape  and  Natal.  He  would 
now  turn  to  those  territories  immediately 
under  British  rule — namely,  Zululand, 
Bechuanaland,  and  Basutoland.  In  all 
these  territories  there  were  very  stringent 
regulations  against  supplying  any  kind 
of  spirituous  liquors  to  the  Natives ;  and, 
as  far  as  he  knew,  those  regulations  were 
bond  fid$  observed.  As  far  as  the  Im- 
perial officers  in  those  territories  could 
do  so,  they  had  enforced  those  regula- 
tions, and  in  the  case  of  Basutoland  he 
was  gratified  to  note  that  in  the  re* 
port  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1887, 
there  was  the  following  statement — 
"  Drink  traffic  has  ceased  to  exist." 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  it  might 
fairly  be  pointed  out  that  in  those  terri- 
tories great  efforts  had  certainly  been 
made  to  restrict  this  traffic.  Turning 
then  to  West  Africa ;  in  1887  the  Eoy^ 
Niger  Gompany  pressed  on  the  noole 
Marquess  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  the  importance  of  checking 
the  supply  in  West  and  Gentral  Africa, 
and  suggested  an  arrangement  with 
France  and  Germany  to  leyy  a  uniform 
rate  of  duty  from  Senegal  to  Gameroons. 
The  noble  Marquess  at  once  expressed 
his  willingness  to  negotiate,  but  sug- 
gested, he  thought  with  good  reason, 
that  the  views  of  the  Golonies  interested 
should  first  be  ascertained.  A  circular 
was  accordingly  sent  round,  but  only  one 
Golony,  Lagos,  had  replied,  and  the 
Government  would  press  for  answers 
from  the  other  Golonies.  The  proposal 
was  thought  impracticable  by  the  Go- 
vernor of  Lagos,  as  the  coast  line  was 
not  at  present  completely  under  the  con- 
trol of  civilized  Governments,  especially 
at  the  mouths  of  rivers.  And  both  with 
reference  to  this  case  of  West  Africa, 
and  the  case  of  the  West  Pacific,  he 
must  point  out  that  very  partial,  if  any, 
good  could  be  expected  oy  the  agree- 
ment of  two  or  even  three  countries  to 
prohibit  the  importation  and  sale  of 
spirituous  liquours  to  Natives,  so  long  as 
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other  countries  could  supply  them,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  as  long  as  there  was 
a  demand  the  supply  would  come  from 
those  countries  which  declined  or  did 
not  care  to  be  parties  to  such  agree- 
ment. He  regretted  that  he  was 
unable  to  give  more  information  to 
their  Lordships  on  this  subject,  but 
he  would  conclude  by  assuring  noble 
Lords  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  were  most  anxious  to  deal 
with  it. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

RESOLUTION. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  move  the  following 
further  Standing  Order,  namely — 

"That  in  the  event  of  two  or  more  Peers 
rising  to  address  the  House  at  the  same  time, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  or  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees may  call  on  one  of  them  to  speak,  and 
the  Peer  called  upon  shall  then  proceed  to  do 
so, 

said  :  My  Lords,  these  Standing  Or- 
ders are  a  part  of  Resolutions  which 
were  submitted  to  the  House  in  1884, 
and  of  which  one  was  disposed  of  in 
that  year,  on  the  4th  of  December.  The 
urgent  reason  for  going  back  at  least  to 
some  of  them  at  present  is  to  be  found 
in  the  two  Notices  of  two  noble  Earls, 
for  a  Committee,  to  aim,  as  I  under- 
stand them — as  indeed  they  have  avowed 
— at  fundamental  changes  in  the  Upper 
Chamber.  One  of  their  Notices,  having 
been  fixed  for  to-morrow,  bound  me  to 
this  day  as  the  only  day  on  which  such 
Standing  Orders  could  be  properly  con- 
sidered. It  is  true  that  Notice  has  been 
since  withdrawn,  and  I  am  not  under 
the  same  necessity  of  going  on  this 
evening.  But  as  the  hour,  although 
advanced,  is  not  yet  very  late,  your 
Lordships  may,  perhaps,  approve  debate 
upon  the  first  with  the  adjournment  of 
the  others.  Let  me  assure  the  two 
noble  Earls  that  I  have  no  wish  to 
anticipate  in  another  shape  the  general 
discussion  they  have  meditated.  Such 
a  course  would  be  unjust  to  them;  it 
would  be  repugnant  to  myself,  and  I 
entirely  repudiate  it.  I  stand  on  the 
position  which  I  did  in  1884,  and  which 
your  Lordships  will  admit  to  be  a  strong 
one.  It  is  that,  when  organic  change  is 
likely  to  be  mooted,  it  is  desirable  to 
rectify  anomalies  which  depend  upon 
the  House  itself  and  not  upon  the  Legis- 
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lature,  which  require  a  Standing  Order 
but  not  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  alter 
them.  If  that  position  was  correct  in 
1884,  after  the  agitation  in  that  year  as 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  which  quickly 
passed  away,  it  is  more  correct  just  now, 
when  two  distinguished  Members  of  our 
Body  are  prepared,  in  some  degree,  to 
reconstruct  it.  Now,  as  to  the  point 
itself  I  need  not  long  detain  your  Lord- 
ships. It  was  explained  in  1884,  and 
previously  in  1870.  It  is  familiar  to  all 
who  have  attended  our  proceedings.  In 
1870  it  was  insisted  on  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  now  Prime  Minister,  in  a 
speech  I  shall  not  try  to  emulate.  To 
sum  it  briefly,  the  practice  which  exists 
is  calculated  to  prevent  many  in  the 
House  —  above  all  the  right  rev. 
Bench — from  rising  to  address  us ;  it 
places  men  who  rise  in  an  undignified 
position ;  but,  what  is  graver — since  it 
affects  not  only  individuals — it  exposes 
the  House  itself  at  any  moment  to  the 
chance  of  a  Division  in  the  midst  of  a 
remarkable  and  critical  debate  for  which 
the  time  already  is  inadequate.  It  is, 
besides,  a  practice  which  exists  in  no 
political  Assembly  you  can  mention.  The 
only  question  is  as  to  the  remedy.  In 
1884  it  was  proposed  to  attach  the  duty 
of  calling  on  noble  Lords  when  two  or 
more  rose  together  to  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor or  Chairman  of  Committees,  which- 
ever was  presiding.  On  much  considera- 
tion and  conference  with  other  men,  I 
am  inclined  to  something  rather  different. 
Some  of  the  objections  to  increasing  the 
power  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  this  end 
are  thoroughly  untenable.  It  could  not 
be  abused  in  any  Party  sense,  as  no  one 
could  be  excluded  by  its  action,  and 
there  would  only  be  a  question  of 
priority.  But  it  is  true  that,  as  one 
Session — in  the  vicissitudes  of  history- 
may  give  us  many  Governments  and  so 
many  Lord  Chancellors,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor might  not  have  the  personal  and 
local  knowledge  necessary  for  the  func- 
tion. I  venture  to  suggest,  therefore, 
that  either  the  Lord  Chancellor  or 
Chairman  of  Committees  should  close 
the  difficulty  when  it  happens.  If  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  conscious  of  being 
equal  to  the  task,  he  would  perform  it. 
If  not,  he  would  devolve  it  on  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  who  is  appointed  by 
the  House,  who  represents  the  House, 
and  knows  it  well  from  daily  intercourse 
with  many  in  it,     No  conflict  would 
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arise  between  them.  On  any  given 
night  it  would  be  previously  arranged 
which  had  to  exercise  the  functiou.  To 
devolve  it  wholly  on  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  the  course  in  1884  rejected  by  your 
Lordships.  To  devolve  it  wholly  on 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  might  be 
thought  to  g^ve  too  much  a  secondary 
aspect  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  is 
the  Speaker  of  the  House,  although  de- 
barred from  nearly  all  the  power  of  that 
Office.  As  we  have  been  frequently  re- 
minded by  the  illustrious  Duke  who 
often  sits  on  the  Cross  Benches,  every- 
thing is  tentative.  We  should  soon  see 
how  the  Standing  Order  worked,  whe- 
ther it  was  wise  to  keep  or  proper  to 
amend  it.  But  nearly  all  depends  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  If  they 
wish  to  bring  in  the  words  **  whichever 
presiding,"  and  thus  leave  the  power  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  the  House,  the 
Chairman  in  Committees,  I  willingly  ac- 
cept them.  If  they  would  restrict  the 
power  to  the  Chairman  in  both  cases,  I 
Bee  no  practical  objection  to  it.  If  they 
desire  the  House  to  have  a  final  veto,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  did  in  1870,  they 
may  recall  his  own  expression — *^  unless 
the  House  do  order  otherwise.'-'  The 
only  thing  essential  is  that  a  remedy 
should  be  adopted  before  the  merit  and 
demerit  of  the  Upper  Chamber  is  exa- 
mined. One  point  ought  to  be  men- 
tioned. In  1881  it  was  remarked  as  an 
objection  that  the  Woolsack  is  some- 
times occupied  by  the  noble  Lords  who 
manage  the  Divisions,  in  the  absence  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  By  this  Standing  Order 
no  new  power  is  bestowed  upon  them, 
and  no  new  power  is  wanted.  It  is 
only  when  the  House  is  nearly  empty 
and  there  is  little  competition  for  its  ear 
or  chance  of  two  Peers  rising  that  such 
a  ciroumstance  can  happen.  Moreover, 
if  that  recent  system  leads  to  inconve- 
nience, there  is  no  occasion  to  preserve 
it.  Once  more  I  ask  the  House  to  guard 
itself  upon  a  vulnerable  point  against 
the  hour  of  arraignment. 

Jfovid,  as  a  new  Standing  Order, 

'*  That  in  the  evsnt  of  two  or  more  Peers 
rising  to  address  the  House  at  the  same  time, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  or  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees may  call  on  one  of  them  to  speak,  and  the 
Peer  called  upon  shall  then  proceed  to  do  so." — 
{The  Lord  Straiheden  and  Campbell.) 

The  LOED  PRESIDENT    of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ceanbrook)  said, 

VOL.  COOXXIIL    [thied  series.] 


he  rose  to  speak  on  this  subject  with 
some  diffidence  in  the  presence  of  much 
older  Members  of  the  House  than  him- 
self. From  his  experience,  however, 
there  did  not  seem  to  him  to  be  so  great 
a  rush  of  Members  to  speak  in  this 
House  as  to  require  any  stringent  legis- 
lation on  the  subject.  The  Standing 
Order  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord 
would  in  its  working  prove  very  incon- 
venient. For  instance,  it  was  customary 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  that  House, 
unlike  the  Speaker  in  the  other  As- 
sembly, to  take  part  in  the  debates  ;  but 
it  would  put  him  in  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion, for  he  would  not  like  to  call  on 
himself  when  other  noble  Lords  rose. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  was  imposed  on 
the  House,  and  was  not  elected  by  their 
Lordships.  It  ought  also  to  be  borne 
in  mind  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
not  necessarily  a  Peer,  and  it  would  be 
a  strange  anomaly  if  the  Order  of  the 
House  was  entrusted  to  one  who  might 
not  be  even  a  Member  of  the  House.  If 
the  grievance  sought  to  be  remedied 
were  a  great  one,  or  part  of  a  scheme  of 
reform  which  was  to  render  the  House 
of  Lords  better  adapted  to  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  present  time  and  its  debates 
of  greater  weight  and  influence  in  the 
country,  the  case  would  be  very  different. 
Under  the  circumstances  he  thought  the 
House  would  hesitate  somewhat  before 
they  surrendered  the  power  of  keeping 
order  in  their  own  Assembly ;  and,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  far  better  to  adhere 
to  the  present  Eule  without  introducing 
the  complications  that  would  flow  from 
the  noble  Lord's  suggestion. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  quite  agreed  with  the  observations  of 
the  noble  Viscount.  His  objection  to 
placing  this  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  that,  although  the 
Lord  Chancellor  from  his  high  Office 
was  entitled  to  the  greatest  respect,  yet 
he  was  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  and  a 
politician,  and  was  not  in  a  position  of 
impartiality.  No  doubt  any  Lord  Chan- 
cellor would,  as  an  English  gentleman, 
act  as  he  conceived  impartially  ;  but  he 
would  not,  as  he  ought  to,  be  free  from 
the  suspicion  of  acting  partially.  The 
question  was  not  one  of  much  impor- 
tance ;  it  was  comparatively  seldom  that 
there  was  any  difficulty  about  the  matter, 
and  no  reform  on  this  point  would  do 
anything  to  increase  the  weight  of  pub- 
lic interest  in  the  debates  of  that  House, 
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Loud  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  lio  would  point  out  that  the 
noblo  Viscount  who  had  just  spoken 
wholly  misapprehended  the  nature  of 
the  Standing  Order  he  objected  to.  It 
was  not  to  give  the  Lord  Chancellor  a 
p;eneral  authority  on  Order,  like  the 
►Speaker  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
simply  the  power  to  name  the  Peer  who 
would  continue  the  debate.  The  two 
functions  had  no  species  of  identity.  The 
noble  Viscount  who  represented  Her 
Majesty's  Government  liad  also  quite 
forgotten  the  proposal  now  before  them. 
It  did  not  give  the  House  a  final  voice, 
but  left  the  whole  decision  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  or  Chairman  of  Committees. 
However,  it  was  useless  to  divide  the 
House  if  the  Government  determined — 
as  ho  thought  most  unfortunately — to 
oppose  all  alteration.  According  to  his 
previous  statement,  he  would  not  go  on 
that  evening  with  the  further  Standing 
Orders. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  icUh- 
drawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  bih  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— New    Writ    Issued— For    the 

Chichester  Division  of  Sussex,  r.  Thehonhle. 

Charles    Henry    Gordon    Lennox,    Earl   of 

March,  Chiltern  Hundreds. 
PuuLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Heading  — 

Copyright   (Musical   Compositions)*    [l'')<'»]' 

Religious     Prosecutions    Abolition*    [1-38]  ; 

Timber  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment*  [167]. 
Second    Heading— East    India     (Purchase    and 

Construction  of  Railways)  [143],  debate  ad- 

journcd. 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


POOR  liAW  (ENCJLAND  AND  WALES)— 
ELECTION  OF  GUARDIANS  (NOT- 
TINGHAM)—lilR.  :metcalf. 

Mb.  H.  8.  WEIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Looal 
Government  Board,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  at  the  last  election  of  Poor 
I^aw  Guardians  at  Nottingham,  Mr. 
Mctcalf  was  disqualified  from  serving 


by  reason  of  his  having  been  convicted 
of  felony  at  the  previous  Winter 
Assizes ;  whether  such  act  of  felony  was 
his  having  caused  the  death  of  a  pas- 
senger in  the  street  below  by  letting 
fall  from  a  window  of  his  warehouse  a 
heavy  tarpaulin,  which  was  admittedly 
a  pure  accident ;  whether  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  case  (Mr.  Justice  Grantham) 
sentenced  him  to  one  day's  imprison- 
ment, to  date  from  the  opening  of  the 
Assizes,  whereupon  he  was  immediately 
released;  and,  whether,  if  under  the 
present  state  of  the  law  he  is  disquali- 
fied for  life  from  serving  again,  he  will 
take  means  to  have  the  law  altered,  by 
giving  the  Judges  the  power  of  dis- 
pensing with  tho  civil  disqualifications 
in  such  cases  as  the  above,  where  the 
felony  has  been  one  of  a  technical  nature 
only,  and  making  such  alteration  retro- 
spective to  provide  for  this  and  any 
similar  cases  r 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  Mr. 
Metcalf  was  convicted  for  feloniously 
killing  and  slaying  Thomas  Searcy,  and 
the  sentence,  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
was  one  day's  imprisonment.  Section 
48  of  4  &  5  Will.  IV.  c.  76  enacts  that 
no  person  shall  be  eligible  to  hold  any 
parish  office,  or  have  the  management 
of  the  poor  in  any  way  whatever,  who 
shall  have  been  convicted  of  felony.  The 
Board  are  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Metcalf, 
by  operation  of  this  provision,  is  dis- 
qualified for  again  serving  the  office  of 
Guardian.  The  Board  issued  an  Order 
declaring  their  decision  to  this  effect  in 
order  to  afford  Mr.  Metcalf  the  oppor- 
tunity of  having  the  Order  brought  up 
by  certiGrari  and  a  decision  of  a  Court 
obtained  on  the  question.  No  proceed- 
ings, so  far  as  the  Board  are  aware, 
have  been  taken  with  that  view.  The 
case  is,  undoubtedly,  a  hard  one  ;  but  I 
am  afraid  I  cannot  hold  out  any  ex- 
pectation that  an  alteration  of  tho  law 
will  be  made. 

POST     OFFICE    (SCOTLAND)-ANONY- 
MOUS  letters  TO  LADY  MATHESON. 

Dr.  E.  MACDONALD  (Eoss  and 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
If  anonymous  letters  to  Lady  Matheson, 
of  the  Lewis,  have  been  repeatedly 
posted  up  for  public  inspection  in  tho 
windows  and  on  the  walls  of  the  Stomo- 
way  Post  Office ;  and,  if  it  is  in  accord- 
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aneo  with  Iho  Post  Oflico  Eogulations 
that  Her  Majesty's  Post  Offices  should 
be  used  as  placarding  establishments  to 
exhibit  letters  sent  to  private  indi- 
viduals ? 

Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  What 
the  hoa.  Member,  no  doubt,  refers  to 
was  a  drawing  of  a  coffin  sent  to  Lady 
Matheson,  which  she  asked  the  Post- 
master of  Stornoway  to  put  up  in  the 
window  of  his  office.  However  infamous 
the  conduct  of  the  writer,  the  course 
taken  by  the  Postmaster  was  irregular, 
and  this  has  been  pointed  out  to  him- 

REGISTRAR  OF  FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES- 
ROYAL  LIVER  FRIENDLY  SOCIETY. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  the 
Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies  in  Scot- 
land, on  30th  November,  1870,  certified 
that  a  Scottish  branch  of  the  Royal 
Liver  Friendly  Society  had  been  estab- 
lished at  Glasgow,  and  that  its  Rules 
were  in  conformity  with  law;  whether 
it  occurred  knowingly,  or  through  inad- 
vertence, that,  on  24th  September,  1886, 
the  Chief  Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies 
registered  new  Rules  of  the  Royal  Liver 
Friendly  Society,  in  which  the  registered 
Rules  of  the  Scottish  branch  were 
ignored,  and  the  rights  and  safeguards 
of  its  members,  numbering  in  Glasgow 
alone  between  60,000  and  70,000,  and 
paying  in  subscriptions  £32,000  a-year, 
wore  subverted ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Committee  of  the  Scottish 
branch  complain  that,  under  cover  of  its 
now  Rulep,  the  Central  Committee  are 
forcing  upon  the  Scottish  branch  changes 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  the  mem- 
bers of  that  branch  ;  if  the  1886  Rules 
were  certified  by  the  Registrar  with  a 
knowledge  of  their  incompatibility  with 
the  earlier  Rules  of  the  Scottish  branch, 
by  what  authority  he  registered  and 
certified  them ;  and,  if  he  certified  them 
through  inadvertence,  whether  any  steps 
will  now  be  taken  to  secure  the  obser- 
vance of  the  Rules  of  the  Scottish  branch 
of  the  Society  registered  in  1 870  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  The  Rules  of  1886  were 
only  registered  in  obedience  to  a  manda- 
tnu9  from  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
obtained  by  the  Society  in  September, 


1886.  The  Registrar  is  not  aware  that 
any  rights  or  safeguards  of  the  Scottish 
members  have  been  subverted.  If  tho 
hon.  Member  will  speak  to  me  I  will 
show  him  the  correspondence. 

TRADE  AND  COMMERCE-CONVENTION 
WITH  CHINA— TRADE  WITH  THIBET. 

Sir  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  steps  have  been 
taken  since  the  last  Session  to  give  effect 
to  that  part  of  the  Convention  with  China 
which  relates  to  the  opening  up  of  trade 
with  Thibet? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  Her  Majesty's  Minister 
at  Peking  has  continod  to  discuss  the 
question  with  the  Chinese  Government ; 
and  he  reported  in  October  that  they 
were  unable  at  that  time  to  decide  de- 
finitely as  to  the  opening  of  a  trade  post. 
The  delay  may,  to  a  certain  extent,  be 
accounted  for  by  the  action  of  the 
Thibetans  in  maintaining  an  armed  post 
beyond  their  frontier,  on  territory  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Indian  &overn- 
ment.  They  have  done  this  in  defiance 
of  the  wishes  of  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment ;  and  steps  are  now  being  taken  by 
the  Indian  Government  to  compel  the 
Thibetans  to  withdraw. 

FISHERY  BOARD  ( SCOTLAND )  — 
TRAWLING  ON  THE  EAST  COAST. 
Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  What  measures 
the  Fishery  Board  have  taken,  or  can 
take,  to  enforce  their  prohibition  against 
trawling  within  tho  area  off  the  coast  of 
Forfarshire  and  Fifoshire  specified  by 
them ;  whether  it  is  the  case,  as  alleged, 
that  trawlers  frequently  trawl  by  night 
within  tho  prohibited  area  in  St.  An- 
drew's Bay ;  and,  whether  the  Board 
will  take  such  measures  as  will  make 
their  prohibition  of  trawling  within  the 
specified  area  effective  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  {Ur.  J.  H.  A. 
MACDONALD)(EdinburghandSt.  Andrew's 
Universities) ;  Her  Majesty's  gunboat 
Jackal  is  at  present  watching  the  fisheries 
on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland,  and  her 
commander  has  special  instructions  to 
enforce  tho  bye* laws  against  beam* 
trawling  in  the  prescribed  area.  Alle- 
gations have  been  made  of  contraventions 
in  St.  Andrew's  Bay  ;  but  tho  inquiries 
by  the  fishery  officers  have  failed  to 
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obtaiD  any  evidence  of  the  fact.  Although 
the  officers  have  requested  the  fishermen 
to  report  any  case  of  contraventioD,  no 
case  has  been  reported.  The  Board  are 
doing  all  in  their  power  to  prevent  the 
contravention,  and  will  continue  to  do 

80. 

PRISONS   (IRELAND)-MRS.    RYAN,    A 
PRISONER  IN  LIMERICK  GAOL. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  on  inquiry  he  finds 
it  is  a  fact  that  Mrs.  Eyan,  a  prisoner  in 
Limerick  Gaol  for  contempt,  was  at  the 
time  of  her  arrest  last  June  nursing  an 
unweaned  infant,  and  was  separated 
from  it ;  and,  whether,  considering  the 
length  of  her  imprisonment  and  the 
needs  of  several  young  children,  he  will 
ascertain  whether  leniency  can  be  shown 
in  this  case  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  understand  that  at  the  time  of 
Mrs.  Ryan's  arrest  her  youngest  child 
was  12  months  old,  and  was  left  in  charge 
of  an  adult  sister.  It  is,  of  course,  still 
open  to  the  Ryans  to  come  to  a  reason- 
able settlement  with  the  Court,  in  which 
case  I  have  no  doubt  the  Court  is  quite 
prepared  to  exercise  its  clemency.  As  I 
have  already  explained,  the  Executive 
Government  have  no  power  to  interfere. 

Me.  PICTON :  I  would  be  very  much 
obliged  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  say  whether  or  not 
Mrs.  Ryan  was  forcibly  separated  from 
this  child,  which  was  scarcely  a  month 
old? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  think 
the  child  must  have  been  more  than  a 
month  old,  because  her  husband  was  in 
prison  for  1 2  months  before. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pa- 
trick's) :  Does  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  say  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  no  power  to  interfere  ? 

CoLONBL  KING-HARMAN  :  I  think 
the  Executive  has  no  power. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  PICTON  said  :  In  consequence 
of  the  unsympathetic  answer  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  shall  take 
the  earliest  possible  opportunity  of  call- 
ing attention  to  the  harsh  treatment  of 
Mrs.  Ryan. 

J^r.  J.  JI.  A.  3/aedonald 


SOUTH    AFRICA  —  RESTORATION    OF 

USIBEPU. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hoi- 
born)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  When  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  restoration  of  Usibepu  in 
South  Africa  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron 
HsNBY  De  Wobks)  (Liverpool,  East 
Toxteth)  (who  replied)  said  :  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  affairs  of  Zululand  are  in  a 
forward  state  of  preparation,  and  will 
include  Correspondence  respecting  the 
re-instatement  of  Usibepu  in  his  terri- 
tory. It  is  expected  that  the  Papers 
will  be  ready  in  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT  OP 
THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL— COMMISSION 
ON  AGRICULTURAL  AND  DAIRY 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND  (Cornwall, 
Launoeston)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  publish  the 
Evidence  given  before  the  Departmental 
Commission  on  Agricultural  and  Dairy 
Schools;  and,  if  so,  when  it  may  be 
exnected  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LiAM  Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Evidence  was  now  in 
print,  and  would  be  laid  before  Parlia« 
ment  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked,  what  sum  the  GK)vem- 
ment  proposed  to  grant  in  aid  of  Dairy 
Schools  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  could  not  answer  at  that  moment. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  —  HEREFORD 
QUARTER  SESSIONS— SEVERE  SEN- 
TENCES ON  BOYS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
(for  Mr.  Labouohebe)  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  four  boys,  aged  respectively 
12,  10,  10,  and  8  years,  pleaded  gailty 
to  a  charge  of  larceny  at  the  Hereford 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  were  sentenced  by 
the  Recorder  to  be  imprisoned  for  10 
days,  with  hard  labour,  then  to  be 
whipped,  and  then  to  be  confined  in  a 
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refonnator;  for  five  years,  two  of  them 
Jiaving  already  been  in  prison  for  28 
days  previous  to  the  Quarter  Seasioas ; 
and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  faot  that 
the  proseoutors  have  signed  a  Petition 
for  a  mitigattan  of  this  aeDtenoe,  stating 
that  the  offences  were,  in  reality,  trivial, 
and  that  the  members  of  the  Orand 
Jury  have  also  signed  a  lilce  Petition, 
stating  that  they  would  not  have  found 
a  true  bill  had  they  known  that  such  a 
seTsre  sentence  would  have  been  passed, 
and  that  not  one  of  the  boys  has  ever 
been  charged  with  any  preTious  oBenoe, 
he  can  see  his  way,  now  that  they  have 
served  their  term  of  imprisonment  and 
been  whipped,  to  remit  the  remainder  of 
their  sentence  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  tbe  facts  are  as  stated,  except  that 
the  offence  cannot  be  deemed  trivial, 
being  nothing  less  than  an  artfully  con- 
trivM  robbery  effected  by  breaking  into 
B  shop  and  stealing  from  the  till.  Two 
of  the   prisoners   had    also    been    pre- 

Tinusly  fined  for  small  offences.    I  have,  ,  j,^,^;^^^  ^    t^^j^  mphyi,  as  to 

however,  ordered  the  discharge  of  one  ,  ^^^^  liability  to  injury  in  consequence 
of  the  boys  (Morgan)  he  being,  m  my  „,  ^,,3  unprotected  and  dangerous  state 
opinion,  on  account  01  his  tender  years,  I    -  ■  *  ■  .,,,,," 


The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sit  "Wil- 
LiAU  Hart  DrKG)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  Education  Department  have  not 
the  figures  my  hon.  Friend  asks  for, 
nor  do  I  think  that  his  proposal  to  make 
the  conditions  of  the  Merit  Grant  more 
onerous,  and  to  further  restrict  the 
liberty  of  teachers  as  to  class  subjects, 
would  meet  with  much  favour ;  but  the 
whole  question  aa  to  how  the  know- 
ledge  of  agriculture  can  best  be  pro- 
muted  \fi  elementary  schools  is  engaging 
the  serious  attention  of  the  Qoveni' 
ment. 
ESIPLOrFRS'        LIABILITY       ACTS    — 

DEATH    Of   A     GIRL    AT     A     KOPB 

FACTORY. 

Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  tor  the 
Home  Department,  Is  ha  aware  that  a 
girl  named  Elizabeth  Sullivan  was  killed 
in  the  rope  factory  of  Mesara.  Frost  and 
Co.,  Commercial  Road,  East,  in  the  be- 
ginning of  February  of  the  present 
year;  has  information  reached  him  that 
Messrs.  Frost  and  Co.  were  warned  on 
many  occasions  by  thair  tmployii  as  to 


Qion,  on  account  of  his  tender  years,    „,  ^^^  machinery,  and  that  the  space  be- 

unfit  Bubjectfor  ft  reformatory.^  I  j  ^^^^^  ^^^  machines  is  so  narrow  that 

'  girls  working  in  this  factory  have  to  tie 


have  ordered  that  the  cases  of  the  othi 
three  boys  shall  be  brought  up  for  my 
consideration  in  July  next. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  IN- 
bPECTED  DAY  SCHOOLS— INSTEDO- 
TION  IN  AQHICULTDRE. 
Ma.  HUBBARD  (Bucks,  N,)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
CouQoil  on  Education,  How  many  of 
the  19,022  day  achaola  in  England  and 
Wales,  inspected  in  1S86,  are  situated 
in  the  rural  districts;  in  how  many  of 
the  above  19,023  inspected  schools  did 
agriculture  in  "simple  conversational 
lessons,"  or  as  a  "class  subject,"  form 
any  part  of  the  instruction  of  infants, 
and  of  older  scholars  ;  and,  whether,  in 
parts  of  the  country  where  farming  can 
fairly  be  said  to  be  the  "  leading  trade 
of  the  district,"  the  Education  Depart- 
ment would,  in  future,  instruct  In- 
Bpectors  to  require  that  lessons  in 
a^ioulture  shall  be  a  necessary  con- 
dition fcr  earning  the  Merit  Grant  for 
infants,  Article  106  (b),  and  the  grant 
for  class  sabjects,  Article  1 09  (f)  ? 


themselves  in  sacking  to  prevent  their 
clothes  from  catching;  and,  whetherthis 
factory  has  been  duly  inspected  in  the 
manner  provided  in  the  Employers' 
Liability  Acts  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews]  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The  an- 
swer to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the 
affirmative,  and  to  the  second  paragraph 
in  tho  negative.  The  Factory  Inspector 
drew  the  particular  attention  of  Messrs. 
Frost  to  tho  danger  to  be  apprehended  ; 
and  at  his  instigation  they  consented  to 
adopt  a  plan  for  fencing  the  machinery 
wtiich  would  obviate  the  danger,  and 
which  the  hon.  Member  will  find  de- 
scribed in  the  last  Report  of  the  Factory 
Inspector.  Unfortunately,  only  part  of 
the  machines  had  been  fitted  in  the  way 
suggested  when  the  fatal  accident  oc- 
curred. The  factory  has  been  regularly 
inspected  under  the  Factory  Act.  I  may 
add  that  the  makers  of  the  machines 
have  agreed,  at  the  request  of  the 
Factory  Inspector,  to  consider  whether 
they  cannot  fit  all  similar  machines  in 
future  with  the  proposed  fencing. 
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PALACE  OF  WESTMIXSTER-ELECrEIC 
COMMUNICATION     BETWEEN      THE 
HOUSE  AND  LIBRARY. 
Me.    nOBHOUSE    (Somoraot,     E.) 

aslced  llio  First  Com  mission  or  ofWorks, 


Ssseiou  for  establishing  cloclric 
munication  between  the  Library  and  tlie 
Houso,  eo  a^  (o  inform  Mcmliers  occu- 
pied in  tbe  Library  of  tho  progress  of 
debate,  and  tho  names  of  speakers  ? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plusket)  (Dublin  University) ;  The 
question  of  the  establishment  of  elec- 
trical communication  between  the 
Huiiso  and  Ihe  Library  and  other  parts 
of  the  building  has  been  considered  ;  but 
there  has  not  been,  up  to  the  present 
time,  Bufficient  unauiiaitj  of  feeling 
among  lion.  Members  in  favour  of  tbe 
proposal  to  justify  me  in  going  on  with 
it. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— 
WEXKUED. 

An  hon.  Mrubeu  (for  Mr.  J.  £.  Bed- 
mosd)  (Wexford,  N.)  asked  the  Chief 
tjeoretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  large 
number  of  cases  are  awaiting  hearing 
before  the  Land  Commission  in  the 
County  of  Wexford,  and  how  soon  a 
Commission  will  sit  in  that  county  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kinq-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Ihanot)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Laud  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  it  is  a  fact  that  a  large  number 
of  cases  is  awaiting  before  them  in  the 
County  Wexford,  and  that  the  Sub- 
Commission  will  commenco  its  sittings 
in  that  county  about  the  middle  of  next 
month. 

CHUJtCH     OP     ENGLAND      AND    THE 

ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS- 
PROPERTY  AND  REVENUES. 
Mh.  CHANNINa(Northamuton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State"  for  the 
Homo  Department,  Wlien  tho  Return, 
ordered  on  tho  20th  of  June,  1887,  of 
tho  property  and  revenues  of  the  Church 
of  England  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
miasionera  under  tho  several  heads  speci- 
fied in  the  Address  moved  on  thnt  day, 
will  be  presented  to  the  House  ? 

The     under     SECRETAEY      of 
I        STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Worti.ey)  (Shef- 


field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said: 
Every  eSortis  being  made  by  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissi  on  era  to  complete  this 
Return  as  soon  as  possible.  They  can- 
not, however,  yet  fix  a  date  when  it  will 
be  ready.  Much  correspondence  and 
lengthy  explanations  by  letter  with  in- 
cumbents who  have  given  imperfect  an- 
swers to  the  queries  issued  are  necessary 
for  the  perfect  preparation  of  the  Be- 
tum ;  and  this  correspondence,  as  well 
as  the  general  supervision  of  tho  work, 
falls  on  the  regular  staff  of  the  Depart- 
ment, who  are  already  fully  engaged 
with  their  ordinary  duties. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr, 
Channino. 

Mn.  5TUAET-W0RTLEY  said,  the 
Eoturn  would  be  of  great  magnitude.  In 
1832  work  of  a  similar  kind  occupied  a 
Eoyal  Commission  specially  appointed 
with  an  independent  staff  for  no  less 
than  throe  years. 

THE  COI.ONIES-CONSTITOTION  OP 
THE  EXECUTIVE. 
Mr.  F.  8.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  a  Eeturn  showing 
the  constitution  of  the  Executive  in  each 
Colony  and,  in  the  case  of  Colonies 
having  Representative  Assemblies,  the 
constitution  of  those  Assemblies,  tho 
number  of  Members,  the  number  of 
electors,  and  the  qualifications  requisite 
for  Members  and  for  electors  ? 

TiiE  UNDER  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hekkt  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Except  as  to 
certain  details,  the  information  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  Member  is  given  in  the 
Colonial  OfSoe  List,  which  is  published 
annually;  but  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  request  the  Colonial  Govem- 
monts  to  furnish  the  desired  Eeturna. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— 

CLAPHAM  COMMON. 
Mn.  CAINE  (Barrow  -  in -Fumese) 
asked  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Homo  Department,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  the  Correspondence  between 
the  Home  Office,  the  Folics  Authorities, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in- 
Fumess  (Mr.  Oaine)  with  regard  to  the 
references  to  the  police  on  Olaphara 
Common,  in  bis  speech  in  this  Houas  on 
July  5,  1887;  and   also  tho  Beports  of 
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the  inquiry  into  the  subject  conducted  by 
the  Assistant  Oommissioner,  Mr.  Munro  ? 
The  SEOEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  should 
have  been  happy  to  comply  with  the  re- 
quest of  the  hon.  Member  but  for  this 
reason — namely,  that  in  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  instituted  by  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police  private  persons  were 
interviewed  and  information  of  a  con- 
fidential character  was  given  by  them 
which  I  should  not  be  justified  in  dis- 
closing. I  shall,  however,  be  very  glad 
to  show  all  the  Papers  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— RAILWAY  AT 
DELAGOA  BAY. 

Mr.  GOUBLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  had  their  attention  directed  to  the 
construction  of  a  railway  from  Delagoa 
Bay  to  the  hills  bounding  the  Northern 
Transvaal  territory ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  strategical  importance  of 
the  railway  to  the  Cape  Colonies,  and 
the  existing  ownership  of  Delagoa  Bay, 
the  Government  will  enter  into  negotia- 
tions with  the  Portuguese  Government 
for  their  concession  by  purchase  to  Great 
Britain  ? 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  inquired, 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  pro- 
posed railway  would  start  from  a  place 
where  a  large  expenditure  would  be 
required  for  a  harbour  and  end  in  a 
mountain,  where  no  one  could  get  at  it  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  The  question  of  ac- 
quiring an  interest  in  the  railway  from 
Lorenzo  Marquez  towards  Pretoria  has 
not  been  entertained  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  because  it  does  not  traverse 
and  it  is  not  intended  to  enter  British 
territory.  It  is  difficult  to  conceive  on 
what  grounds  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment could  acquire  possession  of  a  rail- 
way in  such  circumstances.  Any  British 
interests  concerned  must  bo  those  of  the 
South  African  Colonies;  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  cannot  assume  their 
desire  for  the  step  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  contemplates. 

METROPOLIS-SAFETY    OF    THE 

STREETS. 
Mr.     COGHILL    (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  asked  the  JSecretary  of  State  for 


the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  number  of  accidents  and 
deaths  which  occur  annually  in  the 
streets  of  London,  owing  in  some  cases 
to  the  excessive  pace. at  which  vehicles 
of  all  sorts  are  driven,  and  to  the  ab- 
sence of  sufficient  control  over  the  traffic 
in  the  more  crowded  thoroughfares,  ho 
will  take  steps  to  secure  the  safety  of 
pedestrians  in  using  the  streets  of  the 
Metropolis ;  whether  the  majority  of 
the  accidents  happen  at  crossings,  and 
whether  the  number  of  ** refuges" 
could  be  increased ;  and,  whether, 
when  a  fatal  accident  has  occurred, 
any  adequate  means  exist  to  make  the 
driver  amenable  when  he  has  been  the 
cause  of  it  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  As  the 
hon.  Member  is  probably  aware,  con- 
stables have  been  for  some  years  sta- 
tioned at  most  of  the  principal  crossings 
in  the  Metropolis  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
trolling the  traffic  and  assisting  pedes- 
trians. It  has  not  been  brought  to  my 
notice  that  this  duty  has  been  insuffi- 
ciently performed ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
am  informed  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Police  that  few  accidents  happen  at 
crossings.  The  question  of  providing 
refuges  lies  with  the  Vestries,  to  whom 
any  complaint  as  to  inadequate  accom- 
modation in  this  respect  should  be  ad- 
dressed. I  am  informed  that  the  prac- 
tice now  is  that  when  any  driver  has 
been  the  cause  of  a  fatal  accident, 
he  is  brought  before  a  magistrate,  and 
then  held  to  bail  or  bound  over  on  his 
recognizances  pending  the  result  of  a 
Coroner's  inquest.  I  have  received  no 
complaint  that  the  present  means  are 
inadequate  for  making  careless  drivers 
amenable. 

POST  OFFICE  —  MAIL  CART  FROM 
IIIGIIAM  FERRERS  TO  NORTH- 
AMPTON. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that,  about  four  weeks  ago, 
tenders  were  invited  for  running  a  mail 
cart  from  Higham  Ferrers  to  North- 
ampton on  Sunday  evenings,  and  from 
Northampton  to  Higham  Ferrers  on 
Monday  mornings;  whether  !Mr.  Charles 
Groome,  of  Higham  Ferrers,  tendered  to 
do  the  work,  with  a  suitable  horse,  for 
£38 ;  whether  the  surveyor  inspected 
the    horse,   and    pronounced  him   well 
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fitted  for  the  work  ;  wbetlier,  two  days 
after,  the  tender  of  another  man  for  £47 
was  accepted;  whether  Mr.  Groome  ift 
a  ratepayer  of  HighBiu  Ferrers,  has 
been  for  15  years  a  member  of  the 
school  board,  has  been  for  two  years  : 
waywarden  for  the  parish,  and  is  one  o 
the  election  auditora  for  the  borouf^h  , 
whether,  when,  some  time  ago,  tendere 
were  invited  for  oarrylnn;  the  mails  daily 
from  Northampton  to  Hicham  Ferrers, 
Mr.  Oroome's  tender  was  rejected,  and  a 
tender  £5  higher  than  hiii  accepted ; 
whether,  in  both  cases.  Mr.  Groomo 
offered  as  his  bondsmen  two  of  the  most 
■ubstantial  ratepayers  of  the  borough ; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  the  reasons 
for  which  Mr.  Groome's  tender  was 
declined  and  a  higher  tender  accepted  ? 

Tbb  postmaster  QKNERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  It  is 
the  fact  that  the  mail  cart  aervice  re- 
ferred to  between  Higham  Ferrers  and 
Northampton  was  thrown  open  to  public 
tender  a  few  weeks  ago;  that  Mr. 
Oroome  tendered  at  £38  a-year;  and 
that  a  higher  tender  than  Mr.  Groome's 
was  accepted.  No  Postmaster  General 
has  ever  held  himself  bound  to  accept 
the  lowest  oi  any  tender;  and  in  de- 
ciding to  accept  another  tender  than  Mr. 
Groome's  I  considered  I  was  making  the 
best  arrangement  possible  for  a  satisfac- 
tory performance  of  the  service.  In  re- 
ference to  the  non-acceptance  of  a  tender 
from  Mr.  Groome  on  a  previous  occasion, 
I  find  that  Mr.  Groome  tendered  with 
another  person  for  the  Northampton  and 
Higham  Ferrers  daily  service  ;  but  that 
preference  was  given  to  a  tender  of  the 
same  amount  from  a  widow  whose 
husband  had  held  contraets  from  the 
Department  for  many  years,  and  given 
much  satisfaction. 

Mr.  CHANNING:  Istlio  right  hon 
Gentleman  aware  that  Mr.  Groome  is 
one  of  the  moat  active  Liberals  in  the 
district? 

Mr.  BAIKES  :  No,  Sir ;  I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

KEFORIUTORY    SCHOOLS-THE 

THIRTIETH  REPORT. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 

asked  the  Seorotnry  of  State   for  the    [,„_. _>.  ...„  . 

Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has    ferred  to  in  Clai 

been  called  to  the  Thirtieth  Report  on    Act,  1887;  "  an„,  ..  _„, .„  „„,„  . 

Eeformatory  Schools,  in  which  it  is  said  I  obtained ;  and,  if  not,  when  the  scale 
that—  I  likely  to  bo  published " 

■d/r.  CAafiMf^ 


"  Where  the  tMching  power  it  ■uCScient,  and 

tho  t«icbers  are  capable  aad  onxioua  to  do  thsir 
duty,  the  reaulU  Rre  latisfactory  ;  " 
and,  if  this  is  the  case,  whether 
the  Government  will  insure  efficient 
teaching  power  in  all  such  schools  by 
teachers  who  are  capable  and  anxious  to 
do  their  duty  ? 

TuE  SEOKETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  question  ot  securing  more  effi- 
cient teaching  in  the  schools  referred  to 
had  been  for  some  time  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  the 
Bill  about  to  be  introduced  would  deal 
with  the  subject. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  C0L0NIB8-EXTER- 
MtNATION  OF  RABBITS-M.  PASTBUE. 

Ma.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Totten- 
ham) asked  theUnderSecretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  Ut  a  statement  that  H. 
Pasteur  is  sending  by  the  mail  steamer 
Ciizeo  a  supply  of  microbes  dat  ehoUra  dt 
poults  for  the  extermination  of  rabbits  in 
tho  Australian  Colonies  ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  great  danger  that 
this  poisonous  matter  may  be  injurious 
to  sheep  and  thus  to  human  beings  also 
wherever  Australian  mutton  is  used,  ho 
will  warn  the  Colonial  Governmento  of 
the  possible  consequences  of  allowing  M. 
Pasteur's  instructions  to  be  carried  out? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  Da  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  This  is  a 
matter  in  which  Her  Majesty's  GovetQ- 
ment  cannot  interfere  with  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Australian  Governments,  who, 
however,  are  fully  aware  of  the  objec- 
tion whicji  has  been  raised  as  to  the 
possibility  of  tho  proposed  method  prov- 
ing injurious  to  other  animals  besides 
those  which  it  is  desired  to  exterminate. 
Whether  or  not  that  objection  is  well- 
founded  is  a  question  on  which  I  offer 
no  opinion. 

COPYHOLD  ACT,  1B97-CLAUSE  30. 
Mr.  RANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tho  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Liand  Oommissioners  have  framod  and 
published  the  acalo  of  compensation  re- 
"       ■     "'  30  of  "The Copyhold 

where  it  is  to  be 
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Thb  SEORETABT  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Land  CommissioQora  have  framed  the 
scales  of  compenBation  referred  to  in 
Clause  30  of  the  Copjhotd  Act,  1887. 
and  thees  can  now  be  obtained  hj  appli' 
catioD  at  the  Land  Offloe. 


ROYAL  IRISH  COSSTABTILARY-THE 
DISTDBBANCE8  AT  MITCH ELSTOWN. 
Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  3.E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Becretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  an  inquiry  is  now 
proceeding  at  Cork  as  to  the  conduct  of 
certain  officers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary on  the  occasion  of  the  shooting 
of  BSToral  persons  at  Mitcheletown 
September  last;  and,  whether  it  is 
invariable  custom  that  representatives  of 
the  public  Frosa  are  admitted  to  such 
police  inquiries  under  certain  defined 
conditions ;  and,  if  so,  why  this  custom 
hM  not  been  adhered  to  in  this  case  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino  HiEaiNl 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  A  Departmental  inquiry  is  now 
being  held  in  Cork  into  the  conduct  of 
members  of  the  Oonstabulary  on  the 
ocoasioD  of  the  riot  and  inquest  at  Mit- 
ohelstown.  Departmental  inquiries  are 
throughout  the  entire  Public  Service 
regarded  as  of  a  private  nature,  and 
representativeB  of  the  public  Press  are 
never  admitted.  Their  prooeedlDga  aro 
purely  of  a  preliminary  nature,  with  a 
▼iew  to  ascertain  whether  further  action 
la  called  for. 

ADUIEALTY— THE    "BRITANNIA" 
TRAINING  SHIP. 

Mb.  QOUHLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  The 
age  at  which  boys  are  now  entered  on 
board  the  Britannia;  whether  any  ex- 
amination of  the  cadets  has  been  held 
daring  the  past  year ;  and,  whether  the 
Reports  of  the  Examiners  can  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  before  the  Statement  on 
the  Navy  Estimates  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Gbobqe 
Hamiltos)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
limit  of  age  of  cadets  entering  the 
Britannia  at  the  present  time  is  14  ;  but 
after  June  next  it  will  be  extended  to 
14}.  Examirations  are  held  twice  in 
each  year,  and  the  results  are  forwarded 
to  the  Admiralty.  They  are  held  by 
ezaminerg  appointed  from  the  Univer- 
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aities,  who  are  changed  every  two  years. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber any  information  he  requires;  but 
I  do  not  think  tliat  these  Reports  are  of 
BufRcient  publio  importanoe  to  justify 
the  expense  of  printing  them. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  —  PROSECU- 
TIONS  AGAINST  NEWSVENDORS. 
Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W,)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  prosecutions  against  the  news- 
vendors,  J.  D.  Brosnan  and  John  Orcen, 
at  Killamey,  were  withdrawn  by  the 
Crown  a  couple  of  days  before  the  29th 
February ;  whether  two  days  after  the 
29th  February  Pat  Ferritor  was  sentenced 
at  Dingle  to  three  months'  imprison- 
ment for  Belling  copies  of  Unittd  Inland; 
how  many,  and  what,  terms  of  imprison- 
ment has  Ferriter  got  under  theCriminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  and, 
what  magistrates  sentenced  him  on  each 
occasion  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habsian) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thauet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  Tlie  projecutions  against  Greon 
and  Brosnan  were  withdrawn  at  Killar- 
ney  by  the  Crown  on  the  21  st  of  Febru- 
ary. Forriter  was  sentenoed  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  on  the  2ad  of 
March  at  Dingle  Petty  Sessions  beforo 
MeserB.  Irwin,  E,M.,  and  Roche,  R.M,, 
for  Belling  newspapers  containing  reports 
of  alleged  meetings  of  an  unlawful  Asso- 
ciation in  the  County  Kerry.  There  are 
two  other  convictions  against  this  man  in 
which  the  proceedings  were  also  con- 
ducted under  the  recent  Statute— one  in 
December,  16B7,  when  he  was  sentenced 
to  14  days'  imprisonment  for  an  assault 
on  the  police,  the  caee  being  tried  before 
Mr.  Roohe,  R.M.,  and  Captain  Welch, 
B.M. ;  the  ether,  in  January,  1883, 
likewise  for  assaulting  the  police,  when 
he  was  sentenced  to  seven  days'  im- 
prisonment,  Messrs.  Irwin,  R.M.,  and 
Roche,  R.M.,  forming  the  Court. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Does  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman know  any  of  the  circumstancos 
of  these  assaults  on  tho  police?  Does 
he  know  tba^  this  was  a  lame  man  who 
sent  to  gaol  for  assaulting  tho 
police;  and  was  not  the  assault  merely 
constructive    one,    the    man    being 
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charged  merely  with  forcing  his  way  men  in  KiUarney  for  the  same  offence ; 

into  a  meeting.    Would  the  right  hon.  and,  whether  the  barony  in  which  this 

and  gallant  Gentleman  tell  us  why  the  has  occurred  has  not  been  the  quietest 

prosecutions  against  Qreen  and  Brosnan  barony  in  Kerry ;  and,  whether  a  murder 

for  the  same  ofifence  were  abandoned  on  or  a  serious  outrage  has  ever  occurred 

the  2 1  st  of  February  ;  and  why  the  pro-  in  this  barony  f 

eecution  of  Ferriter  was  commenced  a  The  CHIEF  SECBETARY  (Mr.  A. 

few  days  afterwards  ?  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  £.) :  Perhaps 

Colonel  KING- H  ABM  AN :    I  can-  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough 

not  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  an  answer  to  put    his    Question    on    the    Notice 

to  the  last  Question.    I  do  not  know  Paper, 
anything  at  all  about  the  nature  of  the 

assaults  on  the  police  for  which  Ferriter  miSH   LAND    COMMISSION— APPEAI^ 

was  imprisoned.  FROM  SUB-COMMISSION,  00.  CLARE. 

Mu.     EDWARD    HARRINGTON  :  „     „  r..tir>Ti?xr/ir          x.        xr  n  /r 

May  I  ask,  whether  this  is  the  same  „^?-^-^  ^.^{^^(^"^'"'fe,^)^?"' 
man  who  was  sentenced  to  two  months'  ^f'"  Jo»i>f )  (dare,  W.)  asked  the  Chief 
imprisonment  for  shouting  out  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
police  reporter  at  a  meeting,  "  Take  '•^°'^'  ^^t*^^,''^'*  "TfJf-  *^**rpl.°  *'*° 
Uiatdown  Strineer?"  y®"'  *^^^'  Stephen  Colhns,  Thomas 
CoLOifEL  KINQ-HARMAN  :  I  have  poUins.  John  Quealy,  and  Pat  M'Mahon, 

no  knowledge  of  the  facts.  J V    ,  ^^"^^T*  ^•"°°'  ^^""^^  ^"^* 

Mb.  JOHN    MORLEY   (Newcastie-  '?^e:«^  appeals  from  the  Sub-Commis- 

upon-Tyne):  Can  the    right  hon.  and  "lonersto  have  their  judicial  rent  fixed; 

gallant  Gentleman  explain  to  us  why  7^®*j'®'"  t^^"®  »PP«»i«  \ave  been  yet 

it  is  that  proceedings  we  taken  against  ^'"'f  .f'  «^7  ^^^^  '«'  Wnng  at  the 

the  newsvendors  whilst  the  publishers  "^ff *  «*^"g  "j  ^^f  Commission ;  if  not, 

of  the  newspapers  are  not  Interfered  "^^^  °«'  5  ''°d'  whether  he  is  aware  that 

with  ?  there  are  many  cases  lodged  later  than 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  think  **"««?  four  in  the  same  Union  listed  for 

if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  studies  the  ''T"'»4V^?T?«SiS'A'?I^'"T?S^r.,« 

Act  he  will  find  ample  reason  for  pro-  .^^J.^^^^^^^^  V^^m. 

ceeding  against  the  newsvendors.    ^  ?^°?^?^^/S°J<"''K  ^i?-^^*^^ 

Me.  JOHN  MORLEY:  That  is  not  the  (^«°*»  ^^^^e/  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

point    It  may  be  as  the  right  hon.  and  '"'^  =   .^A®  Land  Commissioners  state 

gallantGentleman  says;  but  are  there  not  J^ey  will  take  a  little  time  to  investigate 

Emple  reasons  for   proceeding  equally  the  circumstances  referred  to  in  the  Ques- 

agdnst  the  publishers  of  papers  con-  *'"?•    T^^^  ^0P«'  .however,  to  be  able 

taining  reports  of  these  suppressed  meet-  *"  ^"'""^  »  "P'y  ^"^  »  ^"^  «'  *^o- 
inffs? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  think  ^^E  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS) -WORKS 

I  must  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  TO  BE  EXECUTED  IN  IRELAND, 

give  Notice  of  the  Question.     He  has  Mb.  MURPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 

been  Chief  Secretary  himself.  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Quite  so ;  but  there  is  any  reason  to  be  dissatisfied 

when  I  was  Chief  Secretary  this  Act  did  with  the  results  of  the  system  of  limited 

not  exist.  competition  which  has  lutherto  been  the 

Subseauentlv  "'"^^  practice  in  arranging  contracts  for 

^         ^^  works  of  large  extent  executed  in  Ire- 

Mb.     EDWARD     HARRINGTON  land  under  the  War  Department,  and 

said :  As  I  see  the  Chief  Secretary  is  why  is  it  being  departed  from  in  the 

now  in  his  place,  I  would  ask  him,  with  case  of  the  proposed  new  barracks  at 

regard  to  this  Question  that  I   have  Grangegorman,  Dublin,  for  which  an 

asked,  whether  his  personal  attention  unlimited  competition  has  been  adver- 

has  been  directed  to  this  case  of  Ferriter;  tised ;  whether  contractors  proposing  to 

and  will  he  kindly  explain  what  is  the  tender  elect  the  surveyor  to  take  out  the 

policy  of  sentencing  this  man  Ferriter  quantities  of  the  works  on  their  behalf ; 

to  three  months'  imprisonment  for  sell-  and  if  in  an  unlimited  competition  the 

ing  newspapers  concurrently  with  the  votes  of  the  persons  bond  fide  intending 

withdrawal  of  prosecutions  against  two  to  send  in  tenders  may  be  swamped  b^ 

J/r,  I^(ftffard  ITarrington 
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those  of  others  who  have  no  such  inten- 
tion, and  for  whom  a  surveyor  might 
find  it  worth  while  to  pay  the  deposit  of 
£5  5«.  each,  entitling  them  to  vote;  if 
in  the  newspapers  containing  the  notice 
asking  for  the  names  of  persons  desiring 
to  tender  for  those  works,  an  advertise- 
ment appears,  directly  undor  the  War 
Department  notice,  from  a  Mr.  Strud- 
wick,  of  London,  soliciting  votes  for  the 
office  of  surveyor,  in  which  it  is  stated, 
as  an  inducement  to  vote  for  him,  that 
the  quantities  would  be  taken  out  in 
London ;  if  this  statement  is  correct ; 
and,  if  so,  how  was  the  information 
communicated  to  Mr.  Strudwick ;  and, 
whether,  considering  that  this  unlimited 
competition  will  place  surveyors  and 
contractors  in  Ireland  at  a  disadvantage, 
he  will  state  the  reason  for  the  proposed 
alteration  of  the  usual  terms  of  competi- 
tion? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  prices  of  building  contracts  have 
ranged  considerably  higher  in  Ireland 
than  in  England ;  and  as  the  Grange- 
gorman  Barracks  constitute  an  extensive 
work,  to  a  value  of  perhaps  £60,000,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  a  view  to  ob- 
taining the  best  contract  for  the  public 
interest,  has  thought  it  desirable  to  re- 
sort to  the  usual  practice  of  an  open  com- 
petition, rather  than  to  the  limited  com- 
petition which  has  for  some  time 
prevailed  for  buildings  in  Ireland. 
Contractors  proposing  to  tender  elect 
the  surveyor,  and  they  pay  a  deposit  on 
the  amount  of  the  contract  according  to 
a  scale  laid  down  in  the  Royal  Engineer 
Regulations.  Considering  the  amount 
of  the  deposit,  such  a  transaction  as  is 
suggested  does  not  seem  very  probable. 
An  advertisement  has  appeared  from  Mr. 
Strudwick,  who  was,  no  doubt,  aware 
that  the  quantities  for  large  contracts,  of 
which  the  designs  have  been  prepared  in 
London,  are  almost  invariably  taken  out 
there.  It  is  not  apparent  that  this  prac- 
tice puts  any  class  of  contractors  at  a  dis- 
advantage. 

Mh.  MURPHY  asked,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  only  in  one 
other  case  were  the  quantities  taken 
out  for  a  large  Irish  work  in  Lon- 
don? 

Mb.  brodrick  said,  he  did  not 
know ;  but  that  as  the  plans  were  made 


out  in  London  he  supposed  the  quan- 
tities would  be  taken  out  there  too. 

WAR   OFFICE-CHELSEA    nOSPITAL— 
AUa&IENTED    PENSIONS. 

Mr.  wood  ALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office,  If 
he  is  now  in  a  position  to  state  whether 
a  decision  has  been  arrived  at  in  regard 
to  certain  cases  in  which  pensions  having 
been  augmented  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Chelsea  Hospital,  in  recognition  of  ex- 
ceptional good  conduct,  such  augmenta- 
tions have  been  cancelled  by  the  War 
Office  ;  and,  whether  the  small  additions 
conceded  in  such  instances  will  now  be 
con6rmed? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
(Mb.  Brodrick)  (Surrey,  Q-uildford) : 
Yes,  Sir;  the  additional  pensions  re- 
ferred to  would  be  confirmed. 

WAR  OFFICE -ADMINISTRATION  OF 
ORDNANCE  FACTORIES. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
under  the  new  system  of  administration 
of  the  Ordnance  Factories,  regard  has 
been  had  to  the  recommendations  of 
Lord  Morley's  Committee,  which  not 
only  enjoined  that  the  Manufacturing 
Departments  ''  should  be  placed  under 
the  control  of  a  single  head,"  but  that 
such  Controller  should  reside  at  Wool- 
wich ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  new 
Director  of  Ordnance  Factories  has  been 
furnished  with  an  office  and  clerical  staff 
in  Pall  Mall;  whether  a  considerable 
portion  of  his  official  business  is  trans- 
acted at  the  War  Office ;  and,  whether 
there  are  any  sufficient  reasons  for  these 
deyiations  from  Lord  Morley's  recom- 
mendations? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  The  recommendation  of  Lord 
Morley's  Committee  is  correctly  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member.  My  intention  is 
that  the  Director  General  of  Ordnance 
Factories  should  transact  the  business  of 
the  Ordnance  Factories  at  Woolwich, 
and  give  close  personal  superintendence 
by  his  presence  on  the  spot.  A  room 
has  been  assigned  to  him  at  the  War 
Office,  because  his  duties  necessarily 
bring  him  there  at  intervals  to  consult 
with  other  officials ;  but  his  permanent 
office  is  at  Woolwich,  and  not  in 
London.  .  -*%••- 

^  Solicitor  being 
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.     .,,„^^^    ^^^^.^^  ■r.-TT^  T^«xM  til©  date  of  the  establishment  of  the 

^^^^^^^^^^^-^^^^Zt^l^^llt^I?^^-  Military  Intelligence  Department  of  the 

LATION-A  JOINT  COMMITTEE.  ^^,  office ;  thl  date  of  the  establish- 

6m   UGHTRED   KA.Y-8HUTTLE-  ment  of  the  Naval  Intelligence  Depart- 

WOETH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked  ment  of  the  Admiralty ;  the  actual  ex- 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How  penditure  incurred  for  the  Military  and 

soon   Her  Majesty's  Government  will  Naval  Intelligence  Departments  respeo- 

invite  both  Houses  of    Parliament  to  tively  since  their  establishment  down  to 

appoint  the  proposed  Joint  Committee  the  end  of  the  financial  year,   1886*7 ; 

on    Private    Bill    Legislation ;      and,  the  actual  expenditure  incurred  for  our 

whether,  pending  the  Heport  of  that  Military  Attaches  abroad  between  the 

Committee,  he  will  propose  to  amend  date  of  the  establishment  of  the  Mili- 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.,  so  as  to  tary  Intelligence  Department  and  the 

enable  Private  Bill  Committees  to  sit  end  of  the  financial  year,  1886-7;  and 

till  half-past  3  or  later,  notwithstanding  the  actual  expenditure  incurred  for  our 

the  sitting  of  the  House  ?  Naval  Attaches  abroad  between  the  date 

Tub    first    LORD    (Mr.   W.   H.  of  the  establishment  of  the  Naval  Intel- 

Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :    I  hope  ligenoe  Department  and  the  end  of  the 

to  propose  the  appointment  of  a  Joint  financial  year,  1886-7? 
Committee  on  Private  Bill  Legislation       The    FIRST    LORD    (Mr.   W.    H. 

on  Monday.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :     If  my 

will  find  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  Motion  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will  move  for 

in  my  name  which,  I  think,  will  meet  the  information  he  wants,  it  will  be 

the  object  he  has  in  view.  granted  as  an  unopposed  Return. 

THE  PAHIS  EXHIBITION  (1 889)-REPRE-  PARLIAMENT— NEW  RULES  OP   PRO- 

8ENTATI0N     OF     BRITISH     INDUS-  CEDURE -UNFINISHED  BILLS. 

TRIES.  Mb.    HOBHOUSE    (Somerset,    E) 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

(for  Mr.  Laboucheee)    (Northampton)  Whether,  in  view  of  the  prospectsoflegis- 

ttskod  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  '**'«"  ^7  P"^.?*®  *^T°^7*  ^'J°8^  ^^^ 

Whether  he  has  observed  that  ameeting  aomuchcurtailed  bytheNewEulesof  De- 

has  been  held  at  the  Mansion  House,  5**«'  the  Qoverument  would  be  disposed 

under  the  presidency  of  the  Lord  Mayor,  *»  consioer  fovourably  any  proposal  for 

to  decide  what  steps  shaU  be  taken  to  ®°*°''??o  ^V."    '''"*l'^,  ^^^  P"."®^  » 

secure  an  adequate    representation    of  o^^^?^  Reading  or  later  stage  in  one 

British  arts,  manufactures,  and  indus-  Session  to  be  taken  up  at  the  same  stage 

tries  at  the  forthcoming  Exhibition  in  ?"  "<l  °®**  Session.    He  wished  further 

Paris;    and,    whether    Her    Majesty's  to  ask  whethei  ttie  pracface  was  not 

Government  adheres  to  its   resolution,  **^^P*®*^?«®1,?'^*  J^2"'JP,^"'^*S?°*»? 

that  this  country  will  not  be  officially  „  ^^\  ,%t^F  xJr^r-     (Mr- .  W.  H. 

represented  at  the  Exhibition,  as    was  ^^'™)  (Strand,  Westminster),  m  reply, 

the  case  at  previous  French   Exhibi-  ""a,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  whether 

tions  ?  ^^      ^  Rule  prevailed  in  eight  Foreign 

The    FIRST    LORD   (Mr.   W.    H.  Parliaments,  not  having  had  Notice  of 

Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  have  the  Question.    With  regard  to  the  rest 

observed  that  a  meeting  has  taken  place  °*  *"®  Question,  his  impression  was  that 

at  the  Mansion  House  with  regard  to  the  *'^^  ^«  Yv        ■  •,^*"''*^  ?®*  ."*  "^IJ"^7 

forthcoming  Exhibition  in  Paris ;   but  ^"'**'i  Tl  P"yi'o?e8  *i\  private  Mem- 

Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  pro-  f®"'  °^*'  *'^**  "^^7  ^^^^  *^^^  ^  *aciU. 

pose  to  make  any  change  in  the  course  ***?  the  progress   of  those    measures 

which  was  announced  to  the  House  last  ^^'^^    "Vr'"?®'"!^  brought    before  the 

year  in  reference  to  this  matter.  ^°'"®:  ,^T^'  *^*®  circumstanceB,  he 

"  did  not  think  it  desirable,  at  the  present 

WAB  OFFICE-MILirAKY  AND  NAVAL  ^ng;  inIL  SLI^^^^^^^^^^^ 

INTELLIGENCE  DEPAUTMENTS.  with  regard  to  Bills  before  the  House, 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets,  with  the  view  to  their  being  taken  up 

%i^-  itc.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  in  the  ensuing  Session  at  the  point  at 

withdrawal  of  prold  state  to  the  House  which  thej  were  dropped. 


kttrep^ta* 
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CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS— THE  FREE 

SCHOOL    AT    HITCHIN   AND    JOHN 

RAND'S  CHARITY. 

Babon  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Uitcliin) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  the  ochemea  of  the  Charity  Com- 
misBionori,  laid  upon  the  Tablo  of  the 
House  of  ComEUons  oa  Monday,  SOth 
February,  relating  to  the  Free  School, 
Hitchin,  Herts,  and  the  John  Band's 
Charity  tor  the  poor  of  Holwell,  Bed- 
fordshire, will  be  printed ;  and,  whether 
full  opportunity  will  be  afforded  for 
their  discussion  before  they  are  con- 
firmed by  Parliament? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
ShithI  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
informed  that  the  Papers  alluded  to  will 
be  circulated  to-day,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will,  doubtless,  have  an  opportunity 
later  for  discnsBing  these  schemes. 

RBCORD  OFFICE- REMOVAL  OF  PUB- 
LIC RECORDS  FROM  WESTMINSTER. 
Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Report  of  the  Deputy  Keeper  of  the 
Public  Becords,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
34  ran  loads  of  public  records,  described 
as  valnabls,  which  were  removed  from 
the  Stone  Tower  adjoining  Westminster 
Hall,  are  deposited  in  buildings — 

"Old,  dark,  ill-Tentilated.  rickety,  sad  un- 
protected from  firs  from  interrening;  dwallin^ 

and,  whether  any  steps  have  been,  or 
are  beiog,  taken  to  ensure  the  safety 
of  such  valuable  official  documents  f 

Thb  first  lord  fMr.  W.  H. 
Shith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Ths 
value  of  the  public  records  alluded  to 
IB,  of  coarse,  comparative  with  that  of 
many  other  more  valuable  documents  in 
the  keeping  of  the  Department.  The 
Treasury  have  not  as  yet  seen  their  way 
to  laying  before  the  House  the  Vote 
tiiat  would  be  necessary  to  place  all  the 
documents  in  absolute  safety.  I  am 
iorry  to  say  that  there  are  some  portions 
of  the  building  in  which  the  records  are 
kept  that  are  dark  and  old  and  ill-venli- 
lated. 

THE   CIVIL   SERVICE— POLITICAL  AS- 
SOCIATIONS-SIR  ALFI^ED  SLADB. 
Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, £.)   asked   the  First  Lord  of  the 
'Ji^reasury,  ,Wliether  Sir  Alfred  Slade, 


of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department, 
while  serving  as  such,  has  been  not  only 
a  Master  in  the  Grand  Council  of  the 
Primrose  League,  but  also  Vice  Chair- 
man, and  member  of  the  General  Pur- 
poses  Committee  and  of  the  Finance 
Committee;  and,  whether  this  brings 
him  within  the  Departmental  Rule 
against  being  member  of  a  Political 
Association  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr,  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster);  Sir 
Alfred  Slade,  as  a  Trustee  of  some  of 
the  funds  of  the  Primrose  League,  is 
ex  officio  a  member  of  the  Committee  of 
the  League ;  but  I  am  informed  that 
be  has  abstained  from  taking  part  in 
any  of  the  proceedings  of  the  League 
which  would  lead  to  an  infringement  of 
the  Rule  laid  down  by  the  Inland  Re- 
venue Department  fur  its  ofBoers — 
namely,  that  they  are  to  abstain  from 
taking  part  in,  or  speaking  at,  any  pub- 
lic political  meeting.  I  may  add  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  OoTemment  to  see 
that  every  officer  of  the  Department 
complies  absolutely  with  the  conditions 
laid  down. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  wish 
to  know,  whether  it  would  be  perfectly 
competent  for  ony  member  of  the  Civil 
Service,  in  this  or  any  other  Department, 
to  belong  to  the  Home  Rule  organiza- 
tion without  incurring  censure  from  hia 
official  superiors  so  long  as  he  does  not 
take  part  in  a  public  meeting  f 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  wiU 
renew  that  Question  to-i3orrow. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-ALLEGED 
ASSAULT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  a  Question  of  which  he  had  given 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  private  Notice — namely. 
Whether  in  the  case  of  the  man  Coleman 
alleged  to  have  been  assaulted  by  the 
police  after  he  was  in  actual  custody  ia 
Bow  Street  Police  Station,  on  the  13th 
of  November,  and  which  case  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stated  on  Friday  last 
had  been  sprung  upon  the  Government 
and  the  House  by  him  (Mr.  Bradlaugh), 
without  any  previous  Notice  or  proceed- 
ings, it  was  not  the  fact  that  evidence 
on  oath  was  given  as  to  this  assault 
before  Ur.  Yaughan,  in  open  Court  at 
Bow  Street,  the  Treasury  Solicitor  being 
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proEent;  that  a  Bummons  for  tlio  assault 
was  granted  by  Mr.  Vaughan  againat 
the  police  constable  on  ewom  informa- 
tion duly  filed  in  Court;  whether,  Cole- 
niaa  being  a  prisoner,  an  order  from  the 
Home  Office  authorities  was  applied  for 
for  the  attendance  and  examination  ol 
Coleman  at  the  hearing  of  the  Court ; 
whether,  on  the  return  of  the  summons 
before  Mr.  Bridge,  the  magistrate  sitting 
at  Bow  Street,  half  an  hour's  adjourn- 
ment was  not  asked  for  on  the  ground 
that  Coleman's  solid  tor  was  then  actually 
speaking  in  another  Court  in  another 
case,  and  that  Coleman  himself  had 
not  yet  been  brought  up  from  pri- 
son ;  whether  counsel  for  the  Govora- 
ment  did  not  oppose  such  brief  adjourn- 
ment ;  whether  the  summons  against  the 
police  was  thereupon  dismissed  withflO 
coete,  without  any  hearing  and  in  tbe 
actual  absence  of  both  Coleman  and  bis 
attorney  ;  whether  such  of  the  sworn  in- 
formations referred  to  had  not  been  in 
the  posBesaion  of  tho  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury  for  more  than  two  months; 
and,  whether  such  information  had  not 
been  submitted  to  the  Director  of  Prose- 
cutions or  to  tho  Law  Officers  of  tbe 
Crown  ? 

The  SECEETAEr  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  [Birmingham,  E.) ;  I  have 
privately  informed  the  hon.  Member 
that  I  was  unable  to  answer  the  Question 
to-  day.  Indeed,  I  never  heard  tho  terma 
of  the  Question  until  the  hon.  Member 
read  it  juatnow.  Tho  moment  his  Notice 
arrived  it  was  sent  over  to  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury ;  but  I  have  not  yet 
been  able  to  obtain  the  information 
asked  for. 

Mn.  BEADLAUQH :  The  reason  why 
I  did  not  postpone  the  Question  was  that 
there  was  a  direct  challenge  of  fact  from 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  on  Friday  to 
myself. 

THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  CHILDEE5  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
inquired,  When  tbe  Navy  Estimates 
would  be  circulated?  obsorviug  that 
they  were  very  late  this  year. 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  toe  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  Geoeqe  Hamilto.n)  (Mid- 
dlesex, EaliDg) :  The  only  reason  for 
the  delay  is  that  the  form  in  which  the 
Estimates  are  to  be  presented  has  had  to 
he  recast,  and  they  will  contain  more 
information  than  they  did  previously. 
Consequently,  there  has  been  a  delay  on 
■J^,  £riidhugh 


the  part  of  the  printer.  The  printer 
undertakes,  however,  that  they  shall  be 
circulated  tomorrow,  and  wo  propose  to 
take  the  Navy  Estimates  on^Monday. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  MAODONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &o.)  asked,  When  it  was  pro- 
posed to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Civil 
Service  Eati mates  P 

The  FIRST  LOED  op  the  THEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weatminater) :  It  will  he  necessary  to 
take  a  Tote  on  Account  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice nest  week;  but  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  will  not  be  taken  in  detail 
until  after  Easter. 

PAELIAJIENT -DURATION  OF 
SPEECHES. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  heg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treaeurya  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice  —  namely. 
Whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  more  than 
half  of  the  whole  time  allotted  to  the 
Trafalgar  Square  debate  was  occupied 
by  five  Meuibers,  three  of  whom  made 
two  speeches  each ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
who  desired  to  address  the  House  were 
prevented  from  doing  so  through  lock  of 
timo ;  and  whether,  seeing  that  bow  the 
hours  allotted  to  debate  are  limited,  ho 
will  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  to  put  what 
they  have  to  say  as  concisely  as  possible, 
in  order  to  give  more  opportunities  to  a 
larger  number  of  hon.  Membora  to  take 
part  in  the  debates  of  this  House  ?  I 
wiah  to  explain  that  I  have  no  personal 
feeling  in  this  matter,  as  I  was  not  one 
of  those  who  desired  to  take  part  in  tho 
debate  of  last  week. 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sunn)  (Strand,  We*tmiaster_):  I  have 
not  made  any  careful  calculation  of  the 
time  occupied  by  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  debate  on  Thursday 
and  Friday  last;  but  it  undoubtedly  was 
tbe  case  that  some  of  the  speeches  were 
lengthy  ones.  As  regards  one  or  two  of 
tho  speakers,  it  was  almost  unavoidable 
that  they  should  be  so,  for  when  an  in- 
dictment is  brought  against  tho  Govern- 
ment tlio  indictment  must  bo  answered  ; 
and  both  those  who  bring  the  indictment 
and  those  who  answer  it  must,  I  am 
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afraid,  speak  at  f^eat  length.  But  if  I 
have  iDfluence  ia  the  House,  I  will  cer- 
tainly use  it  in  the  direction  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  refers.  I  believe  it 
would  be  more  acceptable  to  the  House 
that,  as  a  rule,  speeches  should  be  con- 
cise and  terse,  and  should  be  generally 
condensed,  and  that  hon.  Members  who 
desire  reasonably  to  take  part  in  the 
debate  should  be  able  to  do  so;  and 
I  will  use  any  influence  which  I  may 
possess  to  attain  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  OAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  whether,  after  the  sympathetic 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  would 
consider  the  desirability  of  the  Govern- 
ment bringing  forward  the  Bule  which 
stood  in  his  (Mr.  Caine's)  name  limiting 
the  duration  of  speeches  to  20  minutes  ? 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  should  have 
great  reluctance  in  imposing  on  the 
House  any  restrictions  which  can  by  any 
possibility  be  avoided  ;  or  to  impose  on 
the  House  by  Eule  anything  which  we 
can  attain  by  appealing  to  the  good  sense 
of  the  House.  I  venture  to  hope  that 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made 
in  the  direction  of  shortening  the 
speeches  in  this  House  will  have  the 
effect  desired  by  hon.  Members,  and  that 
it  will  not  be  necessary  to  lay  down  posi- 
tive and  absolute  Eules  as  to  the  length 
of  time  which  should  be  occupied. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  SirUoHTRED  Kay-Shuttle- 
woBin  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe), 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SMiTit)  (Strand, 
Westminfiter)  saiil,  immediately  Supply 
was  concluded,  the  Local  Government 
Bill  and  the  Budget  would  be  intro- 
duced. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  a 
reply  from  which  two  deductions  might 
be  made.  He  said  that  when  the  Votes 
in  Supply  had  been  gone  through,  the 
Local  Government  Bill  and  the  Budget 
would  be  introduced.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  the  Budget 
would  be  taken  before  Easter  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  good 
reason  to  hope  that  it  would  be  possible 
for  the  Government  to  bring  forward  the 
Budget  before  Easter ;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor 


of  the  Exchequer,  he  could  not  say  on 
what  day  it  would  be  introduced. 

COMMONS-PURSUING  GAME. 
Mr.  M'LAREN  tOhesbire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  sentence 
passed  on  the  29th  of  February  by  the 
Maidenhead  magistrates  on  William 
Cartland  and  John  Herbert,  of  £1  and 
10«.,  or  14  and  seven  days'  hard  labour 
respectively,  for  the  offence  of  trespass- 
ing on  Pinkney's  Green  Common  in 
search  of  game,  with  two  dogs,  the  only 
evidence  against  them  being  that  of  one 
gamekeeper,  who  stated  that  they  beat 
some  bushes  on  the  common,  turned  up 
a  hare,  and  that  when  the  dogs  ran  after 
it  they  did  not  call  them  off;  whether 
the  prisoners  declared  that  they  called 
the  dogs  off,  and  that  they  had  no  inten- 
tion of  searching  for  game,  but  were 
merely  walking  across  the  Common ; 
whether,  as  the  men  are  poor,  Cartland 
being  obliged  to  get  a  week  allowed  in 
which  to  raise  the  money,  ho  will  advise 
the  magistrates  to  modify  the  sentence ; 
or,  if  either  of  them  go  to  prison  in 
default,  he  will  order  their  release ;  and, 
whether  a  freeholder  and  commoner  on 
Finkney's  Green  Common  is  liable  to 
be  arrested  by  a  gamekeeper  if,  when 
walking  over  the  Common  with  a  dog, 
it  raises  a  hare,  and  he  does  not  at  once 
call  it  off? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  Maidenhead  Bench,  from  which  I 
gather  that  both  men  were  seen  by  the 
gamekeeper  of  the  gentleman  who  has 
manorial  rights  over  the  Common  beat- 
ing the  furze  bushes  near  the  edge  of 
the  common  with  sticks  for  20  minutes. 
They  had  two  dogs  with  them.  They 
found  a  hare,  and  both  dogs  and  moa 
gave  chase,  when  the  keeper  showed 
himself.  Neither  of  them  was  arrested 
by  the  keeper;  but  they  appeared  on 
summons  iu  the  ordinary  way.  Cart- 
land had  several  previous  convictions 
against  him.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  to 
be  a  case  which  calls  for  any  interference 
on  my  part. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  asked  whether  com- 
moners had  a  right  to  walk  over  a 
common  with  doers  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  qearly  they 
have — supposing  there  is  a  right  of  way. 
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BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glaspfow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  When  he  pro- 
posed to  proceed  with  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health 
(Scotland)  Bill  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities),  in  reply,  said,  the 
Bill  had  been  before  the  House  on  a  good 
many  occasions,  and  he  proposed  to  take 
it  up  that  ni^ht. 

Dr.  CAMERON  appealed  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  it  was 
desirable  that  a  Bill  of  250  pages  and 
500  clauses,  which  was  only  delivered  to 
Members  on  Saturday  last,  should  be 
brought  on  the  day  after  it  was  pre- 


sented ;  and,  whether  he  would  not  grant 
Members  interested  in  the  subject  a  little 
reasonable  delay  to  consider  the  Bill  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  Bill  would  not  be 
brought  on  that  night;  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware  that  it  was  chiefly 
a  consolidating  Bill.  It  was  an  old  Bill, 
which  had  been  before  Parliament  for 
several  Sessions;  but  it  would  not  be 
taken  that  nigbt. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  the  BUI  raised 
a  great  number  of  important  matters 
about  disease  and  other  controversial 
points,  on  which  there  ought  to  be  an 
opportunity  for  discussion.  When  would 
the  Bill  be  brought  forward  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  would 
not  be  taken  this  week. 
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The  Estimates  for  1887-8  showed  an  anticipated  expenditure  of  £15,305,700 
for  effective,  and  £3,088,200  for  non-effective  services,  making  a  total  of 
£18,393,900.  For  the  first  time  for  eight  years  no  Supplementary  Estimates 
have  been  found  to  be  necessary. 

Before  making  any  comparison  with  the  Estimates  now  submitted  to 
Parliament,  it  should  be  remembered  that  the  charge  for  naval  ordnance  has 
been  transferred  to  the  Navy  Estimates,  while  the  cost  of  the  transport  of  troops 
by  sea  is  now  to  be  borne  by  the  Army.  If  the  same  course  had  been  adopted 
in  1887-8,  the  Army  Estimates  for  that  year  would  have  amounted  to 
£16,882,319. 

For  1888-9  the  Estimates  show  an  expenditure  of  £16,700,300,  of  which 
£13,672,700  is  for  effective,  and  £3,027,600  for  non-effective  services.  To  this 
must  bo  added  the  Ordnance  Factories'  Vote  for  £30,000.  It  will  thus  be  seen 
that,  compared  with  last  year's  Estimates,  adjusted  as  above,  the  amount  now 
required  for  the  service  of  the  Army  shows  a  net  decrease  £152,019. 

I  proceed  now  to  an  examination  of  the  more  important  changes  in  our 
military  organization  and  preparations  which  have  taken  place  in  the  past  year, 
and  to  the  effect  on  the  individual  Votes  resulting  therefrom. 

I. 

ORGANIZATION  AND  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

It  may  bo  well  to  commence  by  a  short  explanation  of  the  changes  which 
have  been  rendered  necessary  by  the  re-organization  of  the  War  Office.  These 
changes,  I  glad  to  say,  are  now  practically  complete.  Their  carrying  out  has 
entailed  much  labour  on  certain  branches  of  the  Department,  and  especially  on 
the  Permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  I  am  greatly  indebted.  Nor 
can  I  omit  to  mention  the  cordial  and  loyal  co-operation  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  M.P.,  the  late  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  in  the  initiation  of 
these  measures. 

The  primary  feature  of  the  re-organization  has  been  the  abolition  of  the 
department  of  the  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  and  the  concentration  of  the 
whole  administrative  work  of  the  Army  in  the  hands  of  its  chiefs,  subject  to  the 
control  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  This  most  important  change  has  now  been 
carried  out  without  friction,  and  the  country  has  every  reason  to  be  grateful  to 
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ELis  Boyal  Highness  the  Commander-in-Chief  and  his  Staff  for  the  readiness 
with  which,  in  the  public  interest,  they  have  undertaken  new,  laborious,  and 
responsible  duties.  Amongst  the  advantages  which  I  anticipate  from  this 
alteration,  I  place  first  the  fact  that  the  Military  Authorities  will  now  be  enabled 
to  take  a  comprehensive  view  of  the  whole  condition  of  the  military  resources  of 
the  country,  of  our  requirements,  and  of  the  means  available  for  meeting  them. 
All  the  threads  are  in  their  own  hands.  Any  scheme  put  forward  by  them 
should  be  founded  upon  full  knowledge  of  all  surrounding  conditions,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  will  be  enable  to  rely  upon  them  for  advice  as  to  the 
comparative  importance  of  all  proposals  for  Army  expenditure. 

Secondly,  the  control  of  the  department  of  the  Financial  Secretary  is 
extended  to  all  branches  of  the  War  Omce.  And  it  is  gratifying  to  be  able  to 
quote  from  the  Eeport  of  Sir  M.  W.  Eidley's  Commission  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments, which  has  been  issued  since  the  new  scheme  for  the  War  Ofifice  was 
explained  to  Parliament,  the  recommendation  that — 

"If  the  Financial  Secretary  of  the  War  Office,  and  his  chief  adviser  the  Accountant 
General,  were  put  into  their  proper  functions  as  financially  responsible  for  the  whole  of  the 
Army  expenditure,  the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  a  real  grasp  and  control,  which  he  does 
not  now  possess,  over  both  Estimates  and  Votes." — (Paragraph  21.) 

The  reform  thus  indicated  has  in  fact  been  carried  out,  and  has  entailed  great 
labour  on  the  Financial  Secretary. 

Thirdly,  in  accordance  with  the  statement  made  in  Parliament  last  Session, 
the  inspection  of  all  warlike  stores  and  armaments  has  been  entirely  separated 
from  manufacture ;  and  for  the  future  any  article  produced  either  by  the  trade 
or  in  the  Ordnance  Factories  will  be  equally  subjected  to  the  inspection  of  the 
Military  Authorities  before  being  passed  into  the  Service.  All  the  manufacturing 
establishments — except  the  Clothing  Department — have  been  placed  under  the 
control  of  a  single  head,  who  is  termed  the  Director  General  of  Ordnance 
Factories.  It  is  intended  that  this  Officer  shall  make  an  annual  Beport  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  upon  the  work  of  his  department,  which  will  be  presented  to 
Parliament. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  those  two  important  changes — namely,  the 
separation  of  inspection  from  manufacture,  and  the  placing  of  the  Government 
Factories  under  a  single  head,  are  both  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations 
of  Lord  Morley's  Committee  on  the  Manufacturing  Departments. 

The  transfer  to  the  Navy  of  the  charge  for  Naval  armaments,  which 
I  indicated  in  my  last  year's  statement,  has  involved  the  separation  in  all  parts 
of  the  world  of  the  stores  intended  for  the  use  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  respec- 
tively. Although  this  division  is  not  yet  quite  complete,  it  is  accomplished  at  all 
the  more  important  stations,  and  the  preparation  of  the  necessary  Beturns  is 
proceeding  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The  result  is  that  for  the  first  time  the  Army 
Estimates  show  approximately — as  between  the  Army  and  Navy— the  true 
cost  of  the  services  undertaken  by  and  for  the  Army. 

The  few  changes  proposed  in  the  Establishments  for  the  present  year  will 
be  best  explained  in  the  course  of  a  short  review  of  our  present  state  of 
organization. 

The  preparation  of  schemes  for  the  utilization  of  all  our  available  forces  in 
the  Service  or  in  the  defence  of  the  country  has  made  considerable  progress 
during  the  past  year.  This  task  presents  greater  difficulties  with  us  than  in 
most  countries,  because  of  the  different  conditions  under  which  our  forces  are 
serving,  and  of  the  variety  of  contingencies  against  which  the  schemes  have  to 
provide.  We  have  to  be  prepared  for  the  possibility  of  one  of  those  small  wars 
so  common  in  our  history,  of  a  larger  expedition  involving  the  despatch  of  one  or 
two  Army  Corps,  and  also  for  the  general  defence  of  the  country,  of  the 
Imperial  fortresses  and  coaling  stations,  and  of  our  commercial  ports. 
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For  the  first  object,  it  is  thought  to  be  essential  that  wo  should  so 
organize  our  Army  as  to  be  able  to  despatch  a  small  force,  complete  in  every 
detail,  on  the  shortest  notice,  without  calling  out  a  single  man  of  the  Eeserves. 
For  this  purpose  the  Aldorshot  Division  has  been  raised  to  a  slightly  higher 
establishment  than  before,  the  Cavalry  regiments  first  for  service  now  numbering 
707  (all  ranks)  with  424  horses,  instead  of  625  with  380  horses,  and  the  eight 
Infantry  battalions  being  maintained  at  an  establishment  of  1,010  (all  ranks), 
whilst  a  reduction  has  been  made  in  the  numbers  at  the  depots. 

The  only  remaining  changes  in  Establishment  which  it  is  necessary  to 
notice  here  consist  of  an  increase  of  186  men  in  the  Commissariat  and  Transport 
Corps,  and  a  decrease  of  200  in  the  Medical  Staff  Corps. 

The  net  result  is  that  the  increase  in  the  Establishments,  upon  which  tho 
Estimates  are  based,  amounts  to  276  men. 

It  is  satisfactory  to  note  that  the  1st  Class  Army  Eeservo  shows  a  steady  and 
appreciable  increase,  the  total  on  the  Ist  of  January,  1887,  being  46,858  ;  whilst 
on  the  1st  of  January  of  this  year  it  reached  nearly  51,000  men.  It  is  estimated 
that  the  transfera  from  the  Colours  to  the  Eeserve  during  1888  will  number 
8,800.  Owing,  however,  to  the  very  large  number  of  recruits  enlisted  12  years 
ago,  and  who  consequently  complete  1 2  years'  service  and  become  entitled  to 
their  discharge  this  year,  the  ''waste"  from  the  Eeserve  will  this  year  be 
exceptionally  heavy,  and  will  probably  exceed  the  number  transferred  from  the 
Colours.  To  meet  this,  to  some  extent,  I  have  agreed  to  relax  the  regulations 
(which  appeared  somewhat  unduly  stringent)  under  which  men  join  the  **  Supple- 
mentary Eeserve,''  composed  of  soldiers  who  have  completed  12  years'  service. 

It  has  been  decided  during  the  past  year  to  enlist  men  for  the  Eoyal 
Engineers,  the  Commissariat  and  Transport  Corps,  and  the  Medical  Staff  Corps, 
for  three  years'  service  only  with  the  Colours.  This  is  an  important  step,  which 
will,  as  time  goes  on,  materially  increase  the  Eeserve  of  these  valuable  corps. 

In  the  Memorandum  attached  to  the  Estimates  of  1887-8  it  was  pointed  out 
that  a  general  review  of  our  available  forces  showed  that,  with  certain  changes 
and  additions,  they  would  be  sufficient  to  provide  men  for  all  our  home  and 
colonial  garrisons,  and  also  to  furnish  two  Army  Corps  of  Eegular  troops, 
together  with  a  strong  Cavalry  Division,  and  the  necessary  troops  to  guard  their 
line  of  communication.  The  two  great  deficiencies  to  be  noted  were  in  connection 
with  our  garrisons,  and  existed  in  the  Garrison  Artillery  and  in  the  Engineers. 
The  present  Estimates  provide  for  the  whole  of  the  regular  Garrison  Artillery 
required  by  the  mobilization  scheme,  at  home  and  abroad,  and  for  all  the  neces- 
sary Submarine  Miners.  The  only  remaining  deficiency  consists  of  four  companies 
of  Fortress  Engineers,  which  it  is  not  proposed  to  raise  this  year. 

A  mobilization  involves  the  calling  out  of  the  Eeservos  necessary  to  raise 
the  different  units  to  war  strength.  It  cannot,  therefore,  be  effected  without  the 
previous  determination  of  the  places  at  which  these  are  to  be  armed  and  equipped, 
the  provision  at  such  places  of  tho  necessary  clothing,  arms,  accoutrements,  and 
equipments,  the  selection  of  the  ports  of  embarkation,  and  the  storing  at  those 
ports  of  the  ammunition,  tents,  vehicles,  and  supplies  requisite  to  complete  the 
outfit  for  war.  In  all  these  particulars  considerable  progress  has  been  made 
during  the  past  year. 

The  whole  of  the  units  necessary  to  complete  the  organization  of  two  Army 
Corps,  a  Cavalry  Division,  and  troops  for  the  communications,  are  now  actually 
in  existence,  with  the  exception  of  some  deficiencies  in  the  Departmental  Corps, 
which  could,  however,  be  rapidly  filled  up  on  an  emergency ;  and,  in  calculating 
the  numbers  required,  a  full  allowance  has  been  made  for  weeding  out  young 
soldiers  and  those  who  are  likely  to  be  physically  unfit  for  active  service.  The 
places  of  mobilization  and  of  embarkation  have  been  selected,  and  each  unit 
I^ows  exactly  where  it  will  have  to  go  wlien  the  order  to  mobilize  is  given. 
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For  the  1st  Army  Corps,  the  Cavalry  Division,  and  the  troops  for  the  Line 
of  Communication,  the  whole  of  the  necessary  outfit,  including  clothing,  arms, 
accoutrements,  equipments,  tents,  stores,  supplies,  and  vehicles,  might  have  beea 
said  to  be  practically  complete,  except  that  every  month  produces  new  demands 
and  alterations,  and  some  of  the  transport  materiel  is  not  of  the  newest  pattern. 
For  the  remaining  troops  it  is  partly  in  existence,  and  could  probably  be  com- 
pleted without  serious  delay;  but  this  must,  to  some  extent,  depend  on  the 
country  in  which  operations  were  anticipated. 

These  stores  have  been  hitherto,  to  a  great  extent,  concentrated  in  large 
depots.  The  arrangements  for  the  decentralization  of  a  large  portion  of  them, 
which  is  indispensable  to  avoid  delay  and  confusion,  are  being  proceeded  with. 
I  may  mention  in  particular  that  it  has  been  decided  to  utilize  the  great  facilities 
afforded  by  South amptoor  as  a  port  of  embarkation,  and  to  relieve  the  Dockyard 
at  Portsmouth  from  being  encumbered  by  the  requirements  of  the  Army  at  a 
time  when  its  resources  would  probably  be  required  for  naval  purposes  alone. 
The  recent  transfer  of  the  offices  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steamship  Com- 
pany to  the  Thames  has  enabled  us  to  hire  the  necessary  store  accommodation 
at  Southampton,  and  the  transfer  of  the  stores  will  shortly  be  effected. 

The  decentralization  of  clothing  and  equipment  stores,  which,  without  great 
care  and  constant  inspection,  deteriorate  very  rapidly,  presents  questions  of 
difficulty,  owing  to  the  variety  of  the  patterns  and  of  the  numbers  to  be  provided ; 
and  no  solution  has  yet  been  arrived  at.  In  the  meantime,  the  issue  from  the 
central  depot,  where  the  reserve  is  at  present  stored,  could  be  accomplished  with 
rapidity. 

There  is  one  general  principle  which,  I  think,  should  be  borne  steadily  in 
mind  in  considering  all  questions  of  stores,  and  that  is  that  while  we  should 
keep  up  fully  sufficient  stores  of  articles  which  take  time  to  produce  or  to  procure, 
no  advantage  arises  from  maintaining  large  reserves  of  goods  which  can  be 
rapidly  obtained  from  the  open  market  in  times  of  emergency.  For  these  we 
should  rely  on  the  vast  producing  powers  of  this  country.  And  this  principle 
applies,  not  only  to  stores,  but  also,  in  some  cases,  to  personnel.  There  are 
certain  auxiliary  services  to  an  army,  such  as  the  Postal  Corps,  the  Bail  way 
Corps,  the  Telegraph  Corps,  and  the  like,  which  we  can  largely  expand  from 
Volunteer  organizations  at  any  moment.  In  the  case  of  all  such  corps,  our  proper 
policy  would  seem  to  be  to  keep  up  only  the  smallest  departmental  cadres, 
and  to  fall  back  in  war  time  on  the  large  Heserves  furnished  by  these 
organizations. 

The  problem  of  providing  on  an  emergency  an  adequate  supply  of  horses  at 
a  moderate  cost,  and  of  avoiding  the  enhancement  of  price  which  a  sudden 
demand  for  larj^^e  numbers  would  inevitably  cause,  cannot  yet  be  said  to  have 
been  solved.  The  experiment  that  is  being  tried  is  that  of  inviting  owners  of 
horses,  suitable  for  military  purposes,  to  enter  into  a  provisional  agreement, 
undertaking  to  sell  their  horses  to  the  Government,  when  called  upon,  at  a  given 
price,  receiving  in  virtue  of  such  agreement  an  annual  fee  for  every  horse.  If 
this  or  any  other  voluntary  scheme  should  fail — which,  I  think,  need  hardly  be 
anticipated — the  only  course  remaining  will  be  to  put  in  force  those  powers  of 
compulsory  requisition  which  are  contained  in  existing  Acts  of  Parliament, 
supplemented  by  any  further  provisions  which  may  be  necessary. 

The  systematic  organization  of  the  troops  available  for  our  home  defence  has 
also  made  some  progress.  The  variety  of  conditions  under  which  the  Auxiliary 
Forces— upon  whom  our  main  reliance  must  necessarily  be  placed — serve,  makes 
this  a  task  of  difficulty.  It  is  of  primary  importance  that  the  troops,  and 
especially  the  Artillery,  should  be  familiarized  with  the  works  they  would,  on  an 
emergency,  have  to  defend,  and  with  the  guns  they  would  have  to  serve.  Accord- 
ingly, the  General  Officers  commanding  districts  have  been  directed  to  frame 
t}ieir  proposals  for  the  training  of  Volunteer  Corps  with  a  special  view  to  attaining. 
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this  object.  But  time  will  be  required  to  accomplisb  this ;  for  the  local  exigencies 
of  defence  sometimes  necessitate  the  supply  of  contingents  from  very  distant 
corps,  whether  of  Militia  or  Volunteers.  We  are,  however,  making  special 
endeavours  to  foster  the  increase  of  each  particular  arm  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
the  locality  where  it  is  required,  and  to  discourage  any  enlargement  of  the 
number  of  Infantry  Volunteer  Corps.  Arrangements  have  been  made  for  the 
formation  of  21  Volunteer  Batteries  of  Position,  the  guns  being  oflfered  on  the 
condition  of  their  being  efficiently  horsed  on  a  certain  number  of  occasions. 

The  great  progress  made  in  recent  years  in  the  art  of  submarine  mining  has 
necessitated  the  organization  of  special  corps  of  Engineers,  both  of  Militia  and 
Volunteers,  as  well  as  in  tho  Regular  Service,  for  this  purpose.  We  have  every 
reason  to  think  that  in  all  the  localities  where  this  form  of  defence  is  required, 
the  necessary  force  can  be  raised ;  and  provision  has  been  made  in  the  Estimates 
for  raising  10  additional  companies  for  tho  defence  of  the  principal  mercantile 
ports. 

Lastly,  the  organization  and  registration  of  transport  for  all  those  of  our 
Volunteer  Forces  which  are  not  required  for  purely  garrison  purposes  has  made 
some  progress.  A  small  grant  is  being  offered  to  certain  corps  this  year  on 
condition  of  their  producing  efficient  regimental  transport  for  inspection  on  fixed 
occasions.  We  anticipate  most  useful  results  from  it ;  and  even  where  no  grant 
is  offered,  there  is  reason  to  hope  that,  in  agricultural  districts,  at  any  rate,  all 
the  transport  which  is  necessary  can  be  registered  for  active  service. 

Turning  now  to  the  general  condition  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  as  apart  from 
the  position  they  occupy  in  the  mobilization  scheme,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
report  a  steady  improvement  in  efficiency  in  all  branches. 

An  unsatisfactory  feature,  however,  is  a  decrease  in  tho  enrolled  strength  of 
the  Militia.  For  the  last  four  years  there  has  been  a  regular  increase  of  recruits, 
but  on  the  Ist  of  January  1888  the  enrolled  strength  was  less  by  1,770  non- 
commissioned officers  and  men  tlian  on  the  same  date  in  1887.  No  other  cause 
has  been  assigned  than  a  greater  facility  in  procuring  work.  On  tho  other  hand 
tho  percentage  of  loss  by  desertion  was  lower,  and  the  confidential  Keports  are 
very  satisfactory  as  regards  the  physique,  conduct,  and  training  of  the  men.  The 
supply  of  officers  has  edways  been  a  cause  of  some  anxiety ;  but  this  year  the  Re- 
turns are  most  satisfactory,  showing  tliat  although  IDO  Officers  passed  into  the 
Regular  Army,  being  40  more  than  usual,  the  Militia  is  able  to  reckon  upon  132 
more  Officers  than  in  the  previous  year. 

The  result  of  the  musketry  training  of  tho  Militia  has  never  been  so  good  as 
at  present.  21,203  more  men  were  exercised  in  1877  than  in  the  previous  year, 
and  HI  full  battalions  as  against  60.  Only  9  battalions  have  been  unable  to  go 
through  their  musketry  instruction  for  want  of  range  accommodation.  The 
standard  of  shooting  shows  considerable  advance. 

The  present  system  of  drilling  Militia  recruits  at  the  head-quarters  of  tho 
regimental  districts  has  tended  to  affiliate  the  men  more  closely  to  the  Regular 
troops.  Some  difficulty  has  arisen  in  certain  cases  as  to  the  place  of  training  of 
Militia  battalions,  the  localities  interested  being,  not  unnaturally,  reluctant  that 
any  change  should  be  made.  I  have  felt  it  to  bo  my  duty  to  be  mainly  guided  in 
this  matter  by  considerations  of  military  efficiency. 

The  depression  in  agriculture  still  continues  to  affect  the  Yeomanry,  and  it 
appears  from  the  Reports  of  the  Inspectors  that — especially  in  the  northern 
districts — recruits  are  beginning  to  be  more  largely  drawn  from  the  class  of  trades- 
men than  of  farmers.  The  general  efficiency  of  the  force  has,  however,  un- 
doubtedly increased.  In  the  northern  district  a  scheme  of  mounted  ambulance 
detachments  has  been  started  in  several  regiments,  and  in  the  midland  counties 
two  regiments  underwent  their  training  in  camp  instead  of  in  a  town ;  an 
experiment  attended  with  marked  success,  and  which  I  should  be  glad  to  see 
extended  when  suitable  ground  can  bo  procured. 
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All  branches  of  the  Volunteer  Force  have  made  substantial  progress  during 
the  past  year.  Its  numbers  are  higher  than  at  any  previous  period  of  its 
existence ;  the  Eeports  speak  favourably  of  its  discipline  and  efficiency,  while  the 
various  developments,  which  have  been  already  described,  testify  to  the  general 
desire  to  fit  themselves  for  all  possible  requirements  which  pervades  all 
Volunteers.  An  illustration  of  this  may  be  found  in  the  ready  and  energetic 
manner  in  which,  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  they  are  preparing  themselves  to 
comply  with  the  conditions  to  be  attached  in  future  to  the  Capitation  Grant.  It 
will  be  remembered  that  it  has  been  decided  that  (after  the  year  1887-8,  which 
was  to  be  a  year  of  grace  and  transition)  the  whole  Capitation  Grant,  increased  in 
amount  to  35«.,  is  mainly  to  depend  upon  efficiency  in  shooting.  All  men,  with 
the  exception  of  recruits,  are  to  pass  out  of  the  Srd  class  in  musketry  in  order  to 
obtain  the  grant.  And,  although  the  last  annual  Eetums  of  Musketry  cannot,  for 
various  reasons,  be  taken  as  affording  any  very  valuable  test,  yet  the  reports 
which  reach  us  from  all  parts  of  the  country  tend  to  show  that  the  recent  change 
will  conduce  to  greater  efficiency  in  musketry  without  operating  with  undue 
severity.  Several  modifications  in  the  regulations  have,  moreover,  been  made  to 
meet  certain  difficulties  which  have  been  pointed  out.  The  most  important  of 
these  relates  to  ranges.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  in  all  large  towns,  and  even 
in  some  country  districts,  the  provision  of  ranges  is  becoming  a  more  and  more 
serious  question.  Accordingly,  a  Committee  has  made  special  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and,  in  accordance  with  their  recommendation,  the  use  of  screened,  and 
even  of  underground  ranges,  will,  under  certain  restrictions,  be  authorized  in  the 
case  of  corps  which  find  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  their  practice  at  open  ranges. 
A  concession  has  also  been  made  to  meet  the  loss,  which  a  corps  might  otherwise 
have  sustained,  by  the  admiesion  of  a  recruit  who  turned  out  to  be  incapable  of 
getting  into  the  2nd  class.  Provided  that  he  is  efficient  in  drill,  a  Capitation 
Grant  of  109.  will  be  given  for  the  second  and  third  year,  so  as  to  enable  the 
value  of  his  outfit  to  be  recovered. 

Amongst  other  interesting  examples  of  the  great  desire  existing  in  the 
Volunteer  Force  for  improved  efficiency,  to  which  the  War  Office  is  prepared  to 
offer  every  encouragement, 5 1  may  mention  that  Mounted  Infantry  detachments 
have  been  added  to  several  Volunteer  battalions,  and  that  cyclist  sections  have 
been  formed  in  many  corps.  One  separate  corps  of  cyclists  has  also  been 
authorized,  and  is  in  process  of  organization.  A  much  larger  sum  than  usual  has 
been  asked  for,  this  year,  to  enable  Volunteers  to  drill  with  the  Regular  Army ; 
and  it  is  hoped  that  15,000  Volunteers  will  be  enabled  to  profit  by  this  exceUent 
method  of  improving  in  military  efficiency.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  con- 
nection of  the  Auxiliary  Forces  with  the  Hegular  Army  is  annually  becoming 
closer,  and  will  be  much  encouraged  by  the  increasing  interest  now  taken  by  all 
Officers  commanding  districts  in  that  branch  of  their  duties  which  conoems  the 
Auxiliary  Forces,  and  by  the  fact  that  all  are  now  assigned  a  definite  and 
responsible  share  in  the  common  defence  of  the  country. 

The  increased  Capitation  Grant,  and  the  other  grants  which  have  been  made 
to  increase  the  efficiency  of  the  force,  make  a  substantial  addition  to  the 
Estimates  to  which  I  cannot  believe  that  any  objection  will  be  raised.  There  is, 
however,  an  aspect  of  it  to  which  attention  should  bo  called.  These  increasing 
grants  of  public  money  aro  in  some  districts  killing  local  contributions,  of  which 
it  is,  in  the  interests  of  the  force,  most  desirable  that  they  should  continue  to 
have  the  assistance. 

The  improvement  of  the  arms  in  the  hands  of  the  troops  is  receiving,  serious 
attention.  The  manufacture  of  the  new  12-pr.  field  gun  is  proceeding  steadily. 
In  the  course  of  the  financial  year  all  the  batteries  of  the  two  Army-Corps,  and 
one  other  battery,  will  be  armed  with  this  very  excellent  weapon. 

After  a  careful  and  exhaustive  examination  of  the  numberless  inventions  put 
before  them,  the  Small- Arms  Committee,  presided  over  by  Major-General  Philip 
Smith,  C,B.^  have  submitted  a  magazine  rifle  for  approval.    The  magasine  is 
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detachable,  and  of  very  simple  construotion.  The  calibre  is  '303,  experience 
having  proved  to  the  Committee  that  equally  effective  results  can  be  obtained 
with  this  as  with  the  originally  proposed  bore  of  '4.  The  rifle  having  been 
provisionally  approved  by  my  military  advisers,  a  certain  number  are  being  made 
for  final  trial  by  the  troops  under  all  conditions.  Without  this  it  would  be 
imprudent  to  commence  manufacture  on  a  large  scale,  and  it  may  undoubtedly 
suggest  minor  alterations  of  advantage.  It  will  then  be  necessary  to  prepare  the 
machinery  required  for  the  manufacture  of  the  arm.  These  preliminary  steps 
will,  as  I  am  advised,  prevent  the  completion  of  many  rifles  during  the  present 
year.  If  however,  Parliament  thinks  fit  to  vote  the  necessary  money  (and  the 
total  cost  will  bo  heavy)  a  large  number  can  be  constructed  in  1889,  and  there  is 
every  reason  to  hope  that  our  Army  will  be  equipped  with  a  magazine  rifle 
almost  as  quickly  as — and  with  an  arm  superior  to  that  of — any  other  nation. 

In  the  meantime  it  is  impossible  to  discontinue  the  manufacture  of  Martini- 
Henry  rifles,  or  the  conversion  of  Enfield-Martini  rifles  to  the  bore  of  '45.  Not 
only  will  they  be  required  for  the  Begular  Army  until  the  new  rifle  is  ready  for 
them ;  but  it  must  be  anticipated  that  for  some  time  to  come  they  will  remain  the 
armament  of  the  Militia  and  the  Volunteers. 

The  examination  of  all  the  weapons  in  the  hands  of  our  troops,  promised 
during  last  Session,  has  steadily  progressed.  It  has  been  found  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  Martini-Henry  rifles,  naving  been  in  use  for  many  years,  are 
worn  out,  and  have  to  be  replaced.  The  Eeports  upon  the  condition  of  the 
swords  and  bayonets  present  some  very  curious  results.  It  is  sufficient  here  to 
say  that  the  inefficient  weapons  have  been  replaced ;  and  that  it  is  intended  in 
future,  through  the  agency  of  the  Inspection  Branch,  to  examine  the  weapons  in 
the  hands  of  the  Eegular  Army  annually,  and  those  afloat  at  the  expiration  of 
the  period  for  which  a  ship  is  commissioned.  It  is  hoped  by  these  means  to 
ensure  their  absolute  efficiency  according  to  any  fair  tests  to  which  they  may  be 
subjected. 


n. 

THE  DEFENCES  OP  CUE  POETS  AND  COALING  STATIONS. 

For  several  successive  years  Votes  have  been  taken  in  the  Army  Estimates 
for  the  works  of  defence  at  our  coaling  stations ;  and  a  scheme  with  respect  to 
them  has  been  accepted  by  Parliament,  and  is  now  being  carried  out.  No  public 
statement  has,  however,  yet  been  made  as  to  the  defences  of  our  ports  generally, 
though  it  has  been  known,  and  was,  indeed,  explained  to  Parliament  by  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  a  large  expenditure  thereon  would 
eventually  be  required.  In  preparing  the  Estimates  for  the  present  year,  the 
Government  have  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  consider  carefully  the  position  of  our 
defences  in  all  parts  of  the  Empire.  There  is,  no  doubt,  a  general  feeling  that 
the  chief  endeavour  of  this  country  should  be  devoted  to  ensuring  the  permanent 
superiority  of  our  Navy ;  but  that  Navy,  however  strong,  is  deprived  of  a  large 
part  of  its  liberty  of  action  unless  the  principal  ports  at  home  and  abroad,  avail- 
able for  coaling  or  refitting,  are  made  so  strong  as  to  be  reasonably  safe — even  in 
the  absence  of  the  Fleet — against  any -probable  attacks.  The  difficulty  of  effecting 
this  has  been  much  increased  of  late  years  by  the  enormous  range  and  power  of 
the  guns  now  carried,  even  by  unarmoured  cruisers.  It  is  true  that  the  develop- 
ment of  torpedo  defence,  both  from  stationary  points  and  from  ships,  and  the 
improvements  in  submarine  mining,  provide  a  comparatively  reliable  and 
economical  means  of  checking  the  approach  of  a  hostile  vessel.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  modern  science  furnishes  the  assailant  with  means  of  overcoming 
these  obstacles,  unless  they  are  protected  by  a  light  armament  of  machine  and 
quick-firing  guns ;  whilst  the  great  range,  precision,  and  penetration  of  the  new 
types  of  heavy  guns  absolute^  require  that  all  ports  likely  to  be  subjected  to 
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their  attack  should  possess  means  of  keeping  them  at  a  suflBcient  distance. 
Generally  speaking,  it  may  be  said  that  the  recent  improvements  in  guns  have 
completely  altered  the  conditions  and  the  power  of  a  naval  attack ;  and  it  has, 
in  consequence,  appeared  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  that  a  thorough  examina- 
tion of  the  general  state  of  our  defences  should  no  longer  be  delayed. 

With  these  observations,  I  now  proceed  to  deal  separately  with  the  various 
classes  of  places  to  bo  defended,  adopting  the  somewhat  illogical  but  convonient 
division  between  (A)  coaling  stations,  (B)  military  ports  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
(C)  mercantile  ports  in  the  United  Kingdom. 

(A)  Coaling  Stations. 

First  in  order,  I  will  take  the  defences  of  our  selected  coaling  stations,  both 
because  these  are  the  furthest  advanced  towards  completion,  and  also  because 
they  have  been  subject  to  a  more  thorough  and  exhaustive  scrutiny  than  has 
been  the  case  with  the  other  two  categories  of  ports.  In  the  proceedings  of  the 
recent  Colonial  Conference  will  be  found,  not  only  the  principal  portions  of  the 
Beports  of  Lord  Carnarvon's  Commission  of  187*J — which,  for  the  first  time,  laid 
down  a  comprehensive  scheme  for  the  defence  of  the  principal  coaling  stations  of 
the  Empire — but  also  a  full  account  of  the  work  now  being  carried  out  in  conse- 
quence of  those  Eeports.  The  Commission  examined  very  carefully  into  the 
relative  importanco  of  the  different  coaling  stations  throughout  our  Colonial 
Empire,  and  ended  by  selecting  those  which  are  now  being  defended.  For  the 
present,  at  all  events,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  list,  as  drawn  up  by  them,  must 
be  considered,  with  one  or  two  exceptions,  as  complete.  Changes  in  trade  routes, 
increase  of  population,  or  other  circumstances,  may,  after  a  time,  bring  into 
special  prominence  places  hitherto  considered  as  of  minor  importcmce.  But  the 
points  where  works  are  now  being  executed  were  chosen  after  the  most  searching 
examination ;  and  the  primary  duty  of  any  Government  at  the  present  time 
appears  to  be  to  complete  as  rapidly  as  possible  the  task  which  has  already  been 
taken  in  hand.  One  very  important  addition  tathe  list  has,  however,  been  made, 
to  which  I  shall  presently  refer. 

A  scheme  based  on  the  recommendations  of  the  Commission  for  the  defence 
of  our  coaling  stations  was  first  laid  before  Parliament  in  1884.  Since  then  a 
fuller  knowledge  of  the  requirements  of  each  place  to  be  defended,  and  of  the 
defences  now  thought  essential  by  professional  opinion,  and  still  more  the  great 
cost  of  modern  breech-loading  armaments — at  that  time  imperfectly  developed — 
have  largely  added,  as  was  foreseen  by  the  Eoyal  Commission,  to  the  estimates 
of  the  necessary  expenditure. 

The  addition  to  the  list  of  stations  drawn  up  in  1884,  to  which  I  have  just 
alluded,  is  that  of  Table  Bay.  The  original  scheme  laid  before  Parliament  made 
no  financial  provision  for  the  defence  of  this  important  harbour  ;  but  I  venture  to 
think  that  my  action  in  including  it  among  the  stations  to  be  protected  will  not 
meet  with  disapproval.  This  work,  therefore,  has  also  boen  undertaken,  and  an 
agreement  with  regard  to  it  was  entered  into  with  Sir  Thomas  Upington  during 
the  Colonial  Conferenco  last  year.  Its  execution  has  been  expedited  as  much  as 
possible,  though  the  completion  of  the  necessary  works  depends  upon  the  Colonial 
Government. 

With  this  exception,  the  programme  which  was  prepared  four  years  ago 
remains  substantially  unaltered,  and  has  been  carried  out  by  means  of  annual 
Votes,  which  have  averaged  about  £200,000  a-year. 

The  following  table  will  give  a  clear  idea  of  the  work  already  done:— > 
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From  this  table  it  will  be  seen  that  the  Imperial  expenditure  remaining 
upon  this  service  for  works  and  armaments  is  £493,495.  But  this  sum  does  not 
represent  all  that  is  necessary.  It  is  much  to  be  regretted  that  the  original 
statement  of  the  cost  of  protecting  our  coaling  stations,  which  was  made  to 
Parliament  in  1884,  contained  no  allusion  to  certain  items  upon  which  outlay 
will  be  required.  It  made  no  provision  whatever  for  the  increased  barrack 
accommodation  necessary  for  the  garrisons.  At  St.  Lucia,  for  instance,  where 
everything  has  to  be  created,  the  erection  for  the  new  defences,  just  about  to  be 
commenced,  involves  the  simultaneous  erection  of  barracks.  At  other  places 
additions  to  existing  barracks,  or  the  adaptation  of  other  buildings  to  the  purpose, 
are  required.  It  is  impossible  to  form  an  absolutely  accurate  estimate  of  the  sum 
required  to  complete  the  barracks  necessary  for  the  requisite  garrisons  for  the 
coaling  stations.  The  outside  estimate  of  gross  expenditure  now  before  me  amounts 
to  £750,000.  But  the  contributions  from  some  Colonies,  and^the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  properties  to  be  vacated  in  others,  have  to  be  taken  into  account. 
I  am,  however,  assured  that  the  best  estimate  possible  under  the  circumstances 
gives  the  sum  necessary  to  meet  immediate  necessities,  and  without  the  expendi- 
ture of  which  it  would  be  impossible  to  garrison  our  coaling  stations 
satisfactorily,  as  £350,000. 

Again,  there  is  the  submarine  mining  defence  of  these  stations,  and  the 
light  armament  necessary  to  protect  it.  This  work  has  been  carried  on  steadily 
during  the  last  two  years ;  and  has,  at  several  stations,  made  very  satisfactory 
progress.  £165,609  has  already  been  expended  on  this  service,  and  in  order  to 
complete  it,  £66,451  for  buildings,  ships,  and  stores  will  be  required. 

Taking,  therefore,  the  Estimates  given  above,  we  may  assume  that  the 
minimum  sum  necessary  from  Imperial  funds  to  place  our  coaling  stations 
in  a  condition  to  properly  resist  the  kind  of  attack  they  might  anticipate  in 
war  is — 

£ 
Works  and  armaments , .         •  •         •  •     49 3,495 

Barracks..         .. 850,000 

Submarine  mines,  stores,  &c.  •  •         •  •      66,451 

Total       909,946 


(B.)  MiLiTABY  Poets. 

These  ports,  at  home  and  abroad,  include  the  great  military  fortresses  for 
the  protection  of  our  arsenals  and  dockyards  and  certain  other  places  which 
require  protection  on  account  of  their  value  to  the  Navy.  The  question 
of  their  defence  has  long  engaged  the  attention  of  Parliament  which,  under 
Lord  Palmerston's  advice,  provided  large  sums  of  money  for  their  fortifications. 
It  is,  perhaps,  characteristic  of  the  want  of  thoroughness  which  has  too  often 
marked  our  military  preparations,  that  the  cost  of  the  armaments,  corre- 
sponding to  these  fortifications,  which  was  to  have  been  borne  on  the  Annual 
Estimates,  was  not  provided  till  a  later  period.  Nevertheless,  it  cannot  be 
denied  that  these  preparations,  dilatory  though  they  may  have  been,  did  for  a 
considerable  time  answer  the  purpose  of  their  author,  and  give  protection  to 
our  Arsenals  and  Dockyards.  But  of  late  years  the  problem  of  the  defence  of 
fortresses  has  become  more  complicated.  The  power  of  the  guns  on  board 
foreign  ironclads,  and  carried  even  by  comparatively  small  vessels,  necessitates 
a  partial  and,  in  some  cases,  an  almost  complete  reconstruction  of  our  defences. 
Schemes  have  accordingly  been  prepared  for  the  requisite  alterations.  They 
have  been  from  time  to  time  revised  and  extended;  though  the  system  of 
organization  recently  prevailing  at  the  War  Office  seems  to  me  to  have  been 
singularly  ill-calculated  to  promote  a  comprehensive,  *  and,  at  the  same  time,  a 
critical  examination  of  the  whole  subject.     Eventually,  the  Estimates,  pre* 
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pared  in  full  detail,  which  were  presented  to  me  in  1887,  amounted  to  the 

following  sums  for  the  military  ports : — 

£ 

For  works        1,561,302 

For  armaments  and  ammunition     • .     1,576,500 

3,137,802 
To  this  must  be  added  the  cost  of  submarine 
mining  defence—- 

£ 
Total  Estimate     ..         ..     472,939 
Completed  up  to  31st  March 

1887 415,982 


Bequired  to  complete            •  •         •  •  56,957 

Total        3,194,759 


The  amount  therefore  of,  say,  £3,200,000,  may  be  taken  to  represent  the 
total  sum  then  put  forward  as  necessary  to  place  the  military  ports  in  a 
satisfactory  state  of  defence. 

(C.)   MEBCA17TILB  PoRTS. 

The  examination  which  took  place  into  the  defences  of  our  military  ports 
led  also  to  the  consideration  of  the  condition  of  the  principal  mercantile  ports 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  some  of  which  were  wholly  unprotected;  while  the 
remainder  had  to  rely  upon  armaments  rapidly  becoming  obsolete.  The  result 
of  this  inquiry,  in  which  the  Earl  of  Morley  and  Lord  Wolseley  took  a  prominent 
part,  was  the  preparation  of  plans  for  the  improyement  of  their  defences.  The 
Estimates  for  this  purpose  have  not  been  worked  out  in  the  same  detail  as  in 
the  case  of  the  military  ports;  but  the  figures  laid  before  me  in  1887  are  as 
follows  :— 

£ 

For  works •         ,•        735,000 

For  armaments  ••         ••         ••     1,022,000 


To  this  must  be  added  the  cost  of  submarine 
mining  defence — 

£ 
Total  Estimates    ..         ..     315,954 
Expended  up  to  31st  March 

1887        134,443 


1,757,000 


Bequired  to  complete           •  •         .  •        181,511 
Total        1,938,511 


which  may  be  considered  as  the  expenditure  then  recommended  for  mercantile 
ports. 

All  these  Estimates  were  based  upon  the  prices  current  at  the  time  they 
were  made.  They  did  not  include  any  provision  for  g^ard  boats,  now  recognized 
as  an  important  factor  in  submarine  mining  defence,  nor  for  the  installation  of 
the  Brennan  torpedo.  Additions  may  probably  have  to  be  made  for  increase 
in  barrack  accommodation ;  though  this  is  somewhat  mixed  up  with  the  larger 
question  of  the  reconstruction  of  some  of  our  existing  barracks,  a  work  which 
cannot  be  very  long  postponed.    Nor  would  it  be  right,  in  attempting  a  complete 
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review  of  what  lies  before  us,  to  omit  mention  of  tho  fact  that  the  maintenance 
of  these  works  and  armaments  will  necessarily  involve  an  increased  annual 
charge  upon  the  Estimates  of  the  year;  although  part  of  it,  in  the  case  of 
certain  coaling  stations,  will  no  doubt  be  borne  by  the  Colonial  Governments. 

The  best  mode  of  dealing  with  these  very  costly  proposals  was  a  difficult 
one  to  solve.  In  one  case,  that  namely  of  the  coaling  stations,  tho  examination 
already  made  by  a  Koyal  Commission  has  been  so  thorough,  and  the  knowledge 
at  my  disposal  so  complete,  that  it  has  been  possible  to  decide  upon  what  should 
be  undertaken  without  further  inquiry.  This  cannot  be  said,  however,  with 
regard  to  the  proposals  for  the  defence  either  of  the  military  or  the  mercantile 
ports.  A  scrutiny  of  these  disclosed  the  fact  that  mixed  up  with  demands  of  the 
most  vital  and  urgent  importance  were  proposed  alterations,  either  comparatively 
unimportant  in  themselves,  or  to  be  inti'oduce'(f  at  pla6es  of  minor  consequence 
in  the  general  scheme  of  the  defences  of  this  country.  It,  therefore,  appeared 
desirable  that  such  a  compVohensl^e  and  business-like  examination  of  these 
proposals  should  be  made  from  every  point  of  view,  together  with  such  a  careful 
and  independent  consideration  of  fhe  paililcular  circumstances  of  each  port  to 
be  defended,  as  would  enable  the  Government  to  lay  a  scheme  before  Parlia- 
ment, for  which  they  cDuld  make  themselves  in  every  raspeot  responsible. 

The  Government  accordingly  requested  the  following  gentlemen  to  under- 
take, with  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  duty  of  making  this  examination : — 

Sir  Frederick  Bramwell,  M.  Inst.  C.E. 
Sir  W.  H.  Houldsworth,  Bart,  M.P. 
Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther,  M.P. 
Mr.  S.  Whitbread,  M.P. 
Mr.  E.  R.  Wodehouse,  M.P. 
Mr.  G.  L.  Ryder. 

(representing  the  Treasury), 
and  (to  represent  naval  and  military  opinion) 

Lieut..  Gen.  Sir  E.  B.  Hamley,  M.P.,  K.C.B. 

and 
Admiral  SiYW.  M!  Dowell,  K.a.B. 


•  • 


This  Committee  held  a  large  number  of  sittings,  and  made  a  minute 
examination  of  the  subject.  Their  Report,  omitting  all  detail  of  a  confidential 
character,  and  shortly  summarizing  their  conclusions,  is  now  presented  to 
Parliament. 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  Report  that  the  ComQiittee,  having  considered 
the  relative  importance  of  all  the  proposals'  laid  before  them,  determined  to 
indicate  the  improvements  which  the  evidence  had  shown  to  be,  in  the  case 
of  the  military  and  mercantile  ports,  m65fc  urgently  required. 

They  believed,  and  in  tbis  opinion  they  are  supported  by  my  military 
advisers,  that  it  is  not  desirable  at  the  present  time  to  make  public  the  details 
of  the  improvements  proposed  in  our. defences;  but,  having  carefully  examined 
into  them,  they  recommended,  unanimously  and  very  strongly,  that  the  most 
urgent  works,  at  an  expenditure  of  not  less  than  £1,500,000,  should  be  under- 
taken with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

As  regards  the  mercantile  ports,  they  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
work  of  submarine  mining  defence — for  which,  I  am  happy  to  say,  the  necessary 
volunteers  appear  to  be  readily  coming  forward  in  the  localities  where  they  are 
required — should  bo  completed  as  speedily  as  possible,  and  protected,  as  in  all 
other  cases,  by  the  necessary  light  armament  of  quick-firing  guns.  But  they 
were  also  unanimously  of  opinion  that,  in  undertaking  any  other  works  of 
defence  necessary  at  these  ports,   the  Government  is  entitled  to  expect  the 
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•  « 

co-operation  of  tho  localities  which  are   to  be  so  largely  benefited  by  the 
protection  of  their  trade. 

Since  this  Beport  was  presented,  which  in  its  original  form  took  place  in 
the  autumn,  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  considered  the  whole  question  of 
the  defences  of  our  ports  and  coaling  stations  from  the  point  of  view  of  what  is 
necessary,  and  what  it  is  possible  to  do  without  loss  of  time ;  and  the  con- 
clusions to  which  they  have  come  may  be  stated  generally  as  follows : — 

(1.)  That  the  works  and  armaments  which  are  vitally  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  our  arsenals  and  our  commerce  should  be  at  once 
undertaken,  and  prosecuted  with  the  least  possibly  delay. 

(2.)  That  ajiy  scheme  for  this  purpose  should  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment as  a  whole,  in  order  that  the  consent  of  Padiament  having 
been  once  obtained,  the  necessary  works  may  ^roteed  without 
any  hindrance.  ..... 

(3.)  That  the  whole  of  the  expense  of  the  lighten  armaments,  of 
ammunition,  and  other  nidre  perishable  material,  should  bo 
borne  upon  the  Annual  Estioiates ;  while  that  of  the  works  and 
buildings  and  of  the  heavier  armaments  is  of  a  sufficiently  perma- 
nent character  to  render  it  right  to  follow  the  general  lines  of  the 
precedent  of  the  Military  Forces  Localization  Act,  1872,  and,  by 
placing  the  expenditure  under  statutory  authority,  keep  it  outride 
the  ordinary  Estimates. 

The  scheme  which  we  now,  therefore,  submit  to  Parliament  is.based  upon  a 
programme  which,  we  have  every  reason  to  hope,  can  be  completed  within  throe 
years.  The  time  necessary  for  building  and  for  the  construction  of  heavy  guns 
makes  it  improbable  that  any  less  period  will  suffice ;  but,  on  tho  other  hand,  wo 
trust  that  the  time' named  will  tbt  bo  exceeded,  and  every  effort  will  be  used  t3 
finish  them  as  speedily  as  possible. 

First,  we  propose  to  complete,  as  quickly  as  possible,  the  works  and  arma- 
ments at  the  coaling  stations  within  tho  accepted  programme ;  and,  in  addition, 
to  provide  the  armament  for  King  George's  Sound  and  Thursday  Island,  which 
was  asked  for  by  the  Colonial  representatives  at  the  recent  Colonial  Conference. 
In  addition,  the  submarine  mining  defences  will  be  perfected,  and  the  absolutely 
necessary  barrack  accommodation  provided. 

We  propose  to  undertake  the  most  urgent  requirements  of  our  great  military 
ports,  in  accordance  with  the  general  lines  laid  down  by  my  Committee,  and  to 
complete  the  submarine  mining  defences. 

And,  lastly,  we  propose  to  finish  tho  submarine  mining  defences  of  our 
principal  mercantile  ports,  and  to  supply  the  light  armament  necessary  to  protect 
them. 

The  details  of  this  scheme  have  been  submitted  to  me  by  my  military 
advisers.  If  it  is  to  be  completed  within  three  years,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
commence  operations  as  soon  as  possible.  Indeed,  in  the  case  of  one,  and  that 
the  most  important  defect  of  all,  we  have  not  felt  justified  in  delaying  the  attempt 
at  a  remedy,  and  the  necessary  works  for  this  purpose  are  already  in  a  very 
forward  state. 

The  subjoined  table  shows  the  general  character  of  the  works  which  it  is 
proposed  to  carry  out. 
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Estimated  cost  of  works 
and  buildings. 

Estimated 
cost  at 
present 
prices, 
heavy 
guns. 

Estimated  cost 

at  present 
prices  of  ma- 
chine and 
quick-firing 
guns,  torpe- 
does, and  am- 
munition. 

Defence  works 
and  buildings. 

Barracks. 

Total. 

1.  Military  Ports- 
Portsmouth      •  • 
Plymouth  .  •     •  • 
The  Thames     . . 
The  Med  way    •  • 
Harwich    ••     •• 
Malta..     ••     •• 
Gibraltar  ••     •• 
Bermuda  ««     .. 
Halifax     •  •     • . 
Minor  Ports     •• 
Strengthening 

map^azines. 
Position  -  find- 
ing stations. 
Minor    services 
at  various  sta- 
tions. 

£ 

78,410 
103,590 

1       119,276 

21,630 
46,340 
26,800 
16,193 
70,600 
33,701 
95,000 

50,000 

85,000 

£ 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

•• 

•  • 

£ 

106,370 

78,940 

60,380 

23,440 
76,730 
51,035 

17,290 
17,390 

•  • 

•  • 

£ 

167,965 
51,500 

44,910 

22,440 
93,720 
29,935 

6,120 
12,450 
30,050 

•  • 

15,000 
57,000 

£ 
352,745 
234,030 

224,566 

67,610 
216,790 
107,870 

22,313 
100,340 

81,141 

94,000 

65,000 
142,000 

Total      ., 

2.  Coaling  stations 

3.  Mercantile  Ports 

4.  For      incidental 

works  and  ar- 
maments. 

746,040 

139,005t 
92,405 
220,110 

•  • 

350,000 

•  • 

•  • 

432.175 

220,265 

•  • 
•      •• 

531,090 

120,455 
141,885 

•  • 

1,709,305 

835.726* 

234.290 

220,110 

Grand  total 

1,197,560 

350,000 

652,440 

799,430 

2,999,430 

*  The  difference  between  this  amount  and  the  sum  of  £909,946  shown  in  table  on  page  10 
is  caused  by  the  fact  that  certain  reserves  of  ammunition  estimated  for  in  the  latter  table  are 
not  included  above. 

t  This  includes  submarine  mining  buildings. 

The  total  sum  to  be  provided  will  be  seen  to  be  £2,999,430,  of  which 
£799,430  is  required  for  ammunition,  submarine  mining  stores,  and  lighter 
armaments.  This  latter  sum  must  be  provided  in  the  Estimates  of  the  next  two 
or  three  years.  In  the  year  1888-9,  £806,000  is  included  for  this  purpose ;  but 
the  precise  amount  to  be  taken  in  each  year  depends  upon  the  progress  made 
with  the  manufacture  of  the  necessary  guns,  which  must  be  sent  out  with  all 
necessary  equipments.  Proposals  as  to  the  means  of  providing  the  remaining 
sum  of  £2,200,000  will  shortly  be  laid  before  Parliament. 

It  will  be  fully  understood  that  the  scheme  now  submitted  does  not  pretend 
to  be  an  exhaustive  one,  or  to  complete  all  the  defences  which  the  military 
authorities  think  necessary,  and  desire  to  see  carried  out.  What  it  does  aim  at 
is  to  carry  out,  in  the  next  three  years,  or,  in  other  words,  as  quickly  as  possible, 
all  the  most  urgent  of  these  defences ;  while  the  very  rapid  progress  of  military 
science  from  the  defensive  as  well  as  the  offeDsive  point  of  view,  makes  it,  in  our 
opinion,  eminently  desirable  that  Parliament  should  have  the  opportunity,  before 
the  end  of  that  period,  of  judging  of  the  results  achieved,  and  of  forming  aa 
opinion  as  to  the  further  steps  which  may  be  necessary  to  give  that  security  to 
our  arsenals  aud  our  commerce  which  is  essential  to  our  national  existence, 
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It  only  remains  for  me  to  explain  what  we  hope  to  accomplish  during  the 
coming  year. 

We  hope  that  all  the  guns  required  for  the  defence  of  the  coaling  stations, 
with  the  exception  of  two  where  the  work  is  only  just  undertaken,  will  be  ready 
to  be  sent  out.  The  works,  whose  progress  depends  upon  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment, will  be  pushed  forward  with  every  endeavour,  that  they  may  all  be  ready 
for  the  guns  when  received.  The  programme  for  the  coaling  stations  ought, 
therefore,  to  bo  very  nearly  completed.  The  remaining  expenditure  of  the  year 
will  be  mainly  devoted  to  improving  the  defences  of  Portsmouth  and  the  Thames. 


ni. 

ESTIMATES. 

The  explanations  already  given  will  enable  the  changes  proposed  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  present  year  to  be  more  readily  followed.  Speaking  generally, 
the  form  of  the  Votes  (except  Vote  12)  remains  unaltered.  In  accordance  with 
a  promise  made  last  year,  tables  are  published  as  a  supplement  to  the  Estimates, 
showing  the  true  cost  of  each  separate  service  and  institution  connected  with  the 
Army.  This  has  prevented  the  necessity  of  entirely  recasting  the  present  form  of 
the  Estimates,  wnich  was  adopted  as  the  most  convenient  for  accounting 
purposes ;  but  I  should,  in  any  case,  have  been  reluctant  to  have  introduced — 
while  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  was  sitting — any  such  vital  changes  in  form  as 
would  have  made  a  fair  comparison  with  previous  years  more  difficult  than 
before.  The  information  thus  given  for  the  first  time  will  enable  the  cost  of  each 
special  institution  to  be  minutely  examined.  All  the  Votes,  as  to  which  practical 
suggestions  of  economy  have  been  made,  have  undergone  special  and  detailed 
scrutiny  during  the  past  year.  That  this  has  not  been  without  result  is  shown  by 
the  fact  that,  cdthough  the  numbers  on  the  establishment  are  slightly  greater  than 
last  year,  no  less  than  18  Votes  out  of  25  show  a  reduction  of  expenditure* 

The  changes  in  organization  already  described  have  necessitated  a  complete 
reconstruction  of  Vote  12  for  warlike  and  other  stores,  which  in  its  old  form  was 
certainly  not  very  intelligible.  In  order  to  maintain  full  Parliamentary  control 
over  the  manufacturing  departments,  a  separate  Vote  is  submitted  for  the 
Ordnance  Factories.    The  principle  on  which  it  is  framed  is  as  follows : — 

The  price  of  the  articles  produced  by  the  Ordnance  Factories  will  no  longer 
be  based  upon  what  has  been  technically  known  as  Balance  Sheet  No  1,  but  will 
be,  to  all  the  departments  to  which  they  are  furnished,  the  actual  cost  of 
manufacture  and  inspection,  with  the  addition  of  a  percentage  for  depreciation  of 
buildings  and  machinery.  The  Army,  the  Navy,  the  Colonies,  and  India,  will 
advance  from  time  to  time  to  the  Ordnance  Factories  the  sums  required  for  the 
manufacture  of  the  articles  ordered  by  them;  and  the  balance  only,  oeing  the  cost 
of  new  buildings  properly  chargeable  to  capital,  will  be  included  in  this 
Vote. 

The  new  Vote  12  omits  the  cost  of  naval  armaments,  and  of  the  establish- 
ments of  the  Ordnance  Factories,  and  presents  in  a  simple  form  the  actual  cost  of 
all  the  armaments  and  stores  supplied  to  the  Army,  either  by  the  Government 
Departments  or  by  private  contract,  and  of  their  inspection.  The  organizatioa 
required  for  some  form  of  inspection  has  always  existed,  but  from  the  way  in 
which  the  Vote  has  hitherto  been  framed,  it  has  been  impossible  to  trace  the 
gross  cost  of  the  inspection  and  proof  of  stores  and  armaments.  These  now 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  Vote,  and  the  contributions  for  this  service  paid  by  the 
Navy,  the  Colonies,  and  India,  are  treated  as  appropriations  in  aid.  I  have  been 
compelled  to  make  two  additions  to  it.  The  object  of  the  first  is  to  carry  out  the 
pledge  given  last  Session,  that  all  weapons  in  the  hands  of  the  troops  shall  be 
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passed  by  the  military  authorities  before  being  issued  for  service,  and  afterwards 
periodically  inspected.  And,  secondly,  the  Report  of  Sir  J.  F.  Stephen's  Oom- 
mission,  and  more  recently  that  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  have  pointed  out 
great  imperfections  in  the  inspection  of  leather  goods,  to  which  I  hope  to  apply 
an  effective  remedy.  The  Vote  is  also  swollen  by  the  transfer  to  it  of  the  cost  of 
certain  inspectors  who  have  hitherto  appeared  under  Vote  9.  Lastly,  it  is 
attempted  to  show,  in  the  case  of  all  ordnance  stores,  the  amount  required  for 
annual  maintenance  as  distinguished  from  equipment  and  reserves.  The  net 
increase  in  the  Vote  this  year  is  £97,624,  which  is  entirely  acoounted  for  by  the 
largo  amount  taken  for  light  armaments  and  ammunition  at  our  principal 
ports. 

The  Works  Vote  (13)  also  is  largely  affected  by  tbe  new  scheme  of 
organization.  It  shows  a  decrease  of  £122,312,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
the  whole  cost  of  buildings  and  repairs,  for  the  manufacturing  departments  of  the 
Army,  has  been  transferred  from  this  Vote  to  that  for  the  Ordnance  Factories  ; 
an  1  also  that  the  scheme  now  put  forward  for  the  improvements  in  the  defences 
of  our  ports  provides  for  the  execution  of  all  the  works  and  buildings  necessary 
for  that  purpose,  but  which  hitherto  have  been  borne  upon  this  Vote.  In  order, 
therefore,  to  make  a  fair  comparison  with  previous  years,  we  must  deduct  from 
the  net  amount  of  this  Vote  in  1887-8— viz.,  £862,800— 

Cost  of  works  at  the  manufacturing  establish-  £ 

ments,  Parts  I.,  II.,  and  III.   . .            . .  96,688 

Cost  of  works  of    defence  and  submarine 

mining  buildings  at  coaling  stations     .  •  77,200 

Cost  of  submarine  mining  buildings  at  home  9,000 

Total 182,883 

Leaving  a  balance  of  £679,412,  with  which  we  have  to  compare  the  net 
amount  taken  in  1888-89  of  £643,300.  The  true  result,  therefore,  is  a  reduction 
of  £36,112. 

The  only  Votes  which  show  a  substantial  increase  are  Vote  1,  (£44,175), 
which  is  raised  in  consequence  of  the  reduction  in  the  Egyptian  contribution 
(£90,000),  which,  however,  is  compensated  for  by  reduced  expenditure  on  other 
Votes  ;  Vote  7,  which  is  swollen  by  the  increased  capitation  grant  to  the 
Volunteers  and  by  other  concessions  amounting  in  all  to  about  £65,700;  and 
Vote  11,  for  which,  owing  to  the  larger  stock  of  materials  available  last  year,  we 
are  now  compelled  to  ask  an  increase  of  £15,600. 

On  the  other  hand  there  are  decreases  to  record  on  many  Votes. 

I  stated  last  year  that  the  general  improvement  in  the  education  of  the 
country  was  beginning  to  tell  upon  the  special  charges  for  this  purpose  in  the 
Army,  and  it  was  therefore  necessary  to  consider  whether  some  economy  could 
not  bo  effected  in  Vote  14.  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  of  State  ha^ 
examined  the  subject  from  all  points  of  view  with  the  assistance  of  a  strong 
Committee,  and  has  made  recommendations  which  have  been  adopted. 

For  the  regimental  adult  schools  now  existing,  involving  a  schoolmaster  on 
the  establishment  of  every  regiment,  garrison  schools  have  been  substituted. 

As  regards  adults,  the  compulsory  system  of  education  which,  so  far  as  the 
fourth- class  certificate  is  concerned,  has  hitherto  prevailed  with  very  unsatis- 
factory results,  has  been  abolished  ;  every  encouragement  being  given  to  soldiers 
to  attend  school  voluntarily.  The  effect  of  this  alteration  in  many  cases  already 
appears  to  exceed  expectation.  These  changes  will  enable  a  reduction  to  be 
mada  in  the  number  of  Army  schoolmasters  and  school  assistants. 
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The  elder  children  who  have  hitherto  been  taught  by  the  regimental 
schoolmaster  will  in  f ature  attend  the  nearest  garrison  school,  care  being  taken 
that  they  have  not  an  inconvenient  distance  to  walk.  For  the  education  of 
infants  it  is  proposed  to  appoint  the  wives  of  non-commissioned  officers  as  acting 
schoolmistresses  at  a  reduced  salary  and  without  allowances  or  pension,  instead  of 
employing  trained  schoolmistresses  to  perform  the  very  elementary  work  now 
required. 

The  Normal  School  at  Chelsea  has  been  abolished. 

These,  with  other  changes  of  less  importance,  have  enabled  a  reduction  to  be 
made  in  the  Vote  for  the  present  year,  so  far  as  Army  schools  is  concerned,  of 
£6,905  ;  and  it  is  expected  that  the  ultimate  saving  will  be  very  considerable. 

I  am  also  causing  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  administration  of  Sandhurst 
and  Woolwich.  The  only  decision  which  has  hitherto  been  arrived  at  with 
respect  to  these  institutions  is  that,  on  the  occurrence  of  vacancies,  the  offices  of 
Qovernor  and  Commandant  will  in  both  cases  be  amalgamated,  effecting  a  saving 
of  £2,900  a-year. 

The  cost  of  the  Army  Medical  Department  (Vote  4)  has  undergone  careful 
examination ;  the  rapid  growth  of  the  charge  for  non-effective  services  having 
called  special  attention  to  the  present  system.  The  scale  of  remuneration  now 
in  force  was  adopted  on  the  Eeport  of  a  Committee,  which  sat  in  1878,  to 
consider  the  grievances  of  the  department,  and  the  disinclination  of  the 
profession  to  enter  its  ranks.  But  it  is  obvious  that  a  system  which  offers 
inducements  to  officers  to  retire  upon  a  pension,  after  only  20  years'  service,  is 
expensive  to  the  State,  and  not  even  acceptable  to  that  large  section  of  the 
profession  who,  whilo  feeling  themselves  unfitted  for  further  service  abroad,  are 
ready  and  anxious  to  continue  their  duties  at  home  stations.  It  is  proposed  to 
utilize  in  this  manner  the  services  of  a  large  number  of  retired  Officers,  and 
further  not  to  allow  any  Medical  Officer  to  retire  on  the  pension  attached  to  his 
rank  until  he  has  served  in  it  for  a  reasonable  period.  By  these  means  a  large 
reduction  will  be  effected  in  the  pension  list ;  while,  by  extending  the  term  of 
foreign  service  by  one  year,  and  by  other  steps  now  under  consideration,  we  hope 
to  make  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  establishment.  For  the  present,  therefore, 
all  admissions  to  the  Service  are  suspended,  and  it  is  probable  that  by  the  end 
of  the  financial  year  28  Officers  will  have  been  absorbed.  The  not  result  this 
year  is  a  saving  of  £19,100 ;  but  the  effect  of  these  changes,  especially  upon  the 
Non-Effective  votes,  will  be  more  marked  in  future  years. 

The  Vote  for  the  War  Office  (Vote  16),  in  spite  of  the  increased  cost  of  the 
Intelligence  Department,  caused  by  the  seconding  of  the  Officers  employed  in  it— 
a  step  very  strongly  recommended  before  the  recent  Parliamentary  Committee — 
and  of  the  transfer  to  that  Vote  of  the  charge  for  the  Inspector  General  of 
demounts,  shows  a  decrease  of  £1,200.  Any  attempt  to  effect  an  extensive 
re-organization  of  the  clerical  staff  at  the  present  time  would  add  largely  to  the 
pension  list,  and  cause  a  largo  temporary  increase  of  expenditure.  The  position 
of  this  establishment  is  well  described  by  the  Boyal  Commission  on  Civil  Depart- 
ments, who,  in  objecting  to  the  great  multiplicity  of  classes  of  clerks  at  the  War 
Office,  point  out  that  it  has  resulted  partly  from  frequent  re-organizations,  and 
partly  from  the  automatic  growth  of  salaries  and  pensions  resulting  from  the 
introduction  of  a  large  number  of  clerks  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean  War.  The 
retirements,  however,  which  will  necessarily  take  place  in  the  course  of  the  next 
few  years  will  admit  of  the  formation  of  an  establishment,  less  costly  and  more 
suited  to  the  special  requirements  of  the  War  Office. 

The  reduction  just  alluded  to  has  been  arrived  at  by  a  careful  redistribu- 
tion of  work,  and  the  automatic  growth  of  salaries  has  been  compensated  for 
by  a  decrease  in  the  establishment,  the  places  of  four  higher  division  clerks, 
which  fell  vacant  during  the  year,  not  having  been  filled  up.     But  the  actual 

VOL.  OCOXXm.    [thikd  sebiks.]  I 


227  Memorandum— Army  Estimates,  1888-9.  228 

numbers  on  the  establishment  cannot  be  sensibly  diminished  while  the  work 
remains  unaltered.  Whether  some  of  that  work  is  really  necessary,  or  whether 
the  numerous  checks  imposed  at  every  stage  of  each  item  of  expenditure,  and 
the  complicated  vouchers  insisted  on  for  the  most  trifling  amounts  might  not  be 
dispensed  with,  at  a  great  saving  of  clerical  labour,  and  with  no  disadvantage 
to  the  public  service,  are  questions  which  deserve  the  most  careful  examination, 
but  which  rest  to  a  great  extent  with  the  Treasury. 

So  far  as  it  lies  within  the  power  of  the  War  Office,  every  eflfort  will  be 
made  to  reduce  the  amount  of  clerical  labour  required,[in  the  compilation  of 
detailed  accounts.  For  instance,  it  may  be  mentioned  that  by  an  alteration  in 
the  method  of  keeping  the  clothing  accounts  a  great  number  of  entries  will  be 
rendered  unnecessary  at  a  comparatively  trifling  loss  to  the  State. 

We  hope  also  to  be  able  to  simplify  very  considerably  the  present  system  of 
accounts  of  Army  Paymasters,  by  establishing  a  monthly  account  in  the  place  of 
the  present  complicated  half-yearly  account,  and  by  throwing  some'l.of  the  work 
hitherto  done  by  Army  Paymasters  on  the  present  Staff  of  the  War  Office. 

The  Vote  for  Military  Law  (Vote  3)  shows  a  reduction  of  £3,600.  The  change 
in  the  office  of  Judge  Advocate  General  will  enable  the  separate  establishment  now 
maintained  to  be  absorbed  into  the  War  Office.  Economies  have  been  effected 
in^  the  management  of  the  military  prisons,  two  of  which  have  been  entirely 
closed. 

It  is  satisfactory  to  be  able  to  note  a  decrease  of  £61,000  on  the  Non- 
Effective  Votes.  This  is  partly  due  to  the  gradual  decrease  of  purchase  claims, 
and  partly  to  the  Warrant  altering  the  age  of  retirement  of  Majors  and 
Captains. 

It  is  to  be  noted  that  considerable  reductions  in  the  Staff  at  Head- 
quarters are  taking  place,  some  of  which  have  already  been  alluded  to.  The 
offices  of  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  and  Director  of  Supply  and  IVansport 
have  been  abolished.  The  Assistant  Director  of  Supply  and  Transport  has 
become  a  Deputy  Accountant  General.  We  have  found  it  possible  to  dispense 
with  an  Assistant  Director  of  Military  Education,  a  Deputy  Judge  Adyocate, 
and  a  Deputy  Surgeon  General  at  Headquarters.  A  large  number  of  minor 
Staff  appointments  have  been  reduced  in  various  districts. 

In  conclusion  it  may  bo  pointed  out  that,  if  there  had  been  no  increase  in 
the  Capitation  Grant  for  Volunteers,  and  if  the  sum  required  for  the  defence  of 
ports  and  coaling  stations  had  not  exceeded  the  normal  amount  of  recent  years, 
the  present  Estimates,  though  making  provision  for  276  more  men,  would  have 
pliown  a  decrease  of  about  £300,000. 

EDWARD  STANHOPE. 

11th  Fehrunry  1888. 
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ORDERS    OF  THE    BAT. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  EMPIRE. 

OBSEBYATIOKS. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  calling  attention  to  the  growth  of  Army 
expenditure  and  to  the  relative  decrease 
of  Naval  expenditure ;  and  to  submit  a 
Resolution  to  the  following  effect : — 

<*  That  it  is  desirable  that  this  House,  before 
having  submitted  to  its  consideration  the  Army 
Estimates,  should  be  in  possession  of  an  ex- 
planatory statement  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, setting  forth  the  general  principles 
of  defence  which  have  determined  the  gross 
amount  proposed  to  be  allocated  to  Naval  and 
Military  purposes  respectively,  and  indicating 
the  main  lines  of  the  general  plan,  or  pro- 
gramme, of  British  Defence,  to  which  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  War  Office  administration, 
arrangement,  and  expenditure  are  respectively 
to  conform." 

He  had  modified  the  original  Eesolution 
by  striking  out  the  word  **  Naval,"  for 
fear  it  might  be  thought  he  was  trans- 
gressing the  Eules  of  the  House  by  rais- 
ing any  question  of  naval  detail  on  going 
into  Committee  on  the  Army  Estimates. 
He  would  only  point  out  that  the  total 
of  the  Estimates  for  defence  was  for  naval 
and  military  expenditure,  and  if  they 
deducted  the  military  expenditure  from 
the  total  only  the  naval  expenditure 
was  left.  As  a  young  Member  of  the 
House,  he  so  much  felt  the  gravity  of 
the  situation  and  the  danger  of  our 
policy  in  this  matter,  that  he  asked  the 
House  to  listen  to  him  while  he  stated 
the  reasons  for  having  put  the  Eesolu- 
tion down.  Before  dealing  with  the 
subject,  he  desired  to  congratulate  Her 
Majesty's  Oovernment,  and  especially 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope),  on  the  information  af- 
forded to  the  House  in  regard  to  two 
great  Departments — the  Admiralty  and 
War  Office.  He  thought  the  country 
was  indebted  to  the  War  Office  and  the 
Admiralty  for  having  taken  Parliament 


and  the  country  more  into  their  con- 
fidence in  the  last  two  Sessions  than  had 
ever  been  done  before.  The  object  of  his 
(Captain  Colomb's)  Eesolution  was  not 
to  cavil  at  any  action  of  the  present  or 
past  Oovemments,  but  to  ask  for  in- 
formation, and  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  matters  which  appeared  to 
him  to  be  of  great  importance.    The 
Motion  was  to  go  into  Committee  upon  the 
Army  Estimates,  upon  an  expenditure 
of   nearly    £17,000,000.      He  wished 
to  point    out    that    that    represented 
a  force  of  over  680,000  men,  consisting 
of  two  parts — the  Eegular  Army,  avail- 
able for  general  service,  and  the  Auxi- 
liary Army,  which  was  limited  to  home 
defence.     The  Auxiliary  Forces  in  these 
Estimates  supplied  a  total  force  equal 
to  56  per  cent  of  the  entire  number, 
and,  therefore,   exceeded  the  Eegular 
Forces  to  which  they  were  Auxiliary. 
From  the  Auxiliary  he  deducted  the 
30,000    Militia     Eeserve     and     added 
them  to  the  Eegular  Army  as  part  and 
parcel  of  our  Eegular  Service.    Now, 
what  was  the  distribution  of  the  Forces 
of  the  Eegular  Army  ?    Eoughly  speak- 
ing, there  was  36  per   cent  at  home, 
24  per  cent  in  India,  10  per  cent  in  the 
Colonics,  1  per  cent  in  Egypt,  and  28 
per  cent  in  the  Eeserves.      We  were 
told  that  we  were  in  a  better  position 
than  we  were  formerly,  because  we  might 
be  able  to  despatch  two  Army  Corps  to 
take  the  field  if  required.    Consequently 
two  Army  Corps  appeared  to  be  the  ex- 
treme   limit    of  the  national    military 
striking   power.      Out    of   more    than 
680,000  men,  which  cost  £17,000,000 
per  annum,  the  striking  power  of  two 
Army  Corps  represented  only  28  per  cent 
of  the  total  Eegular  Force  at  home,  and 
1 1  per  cent  of  the  total  Military  Forces 
on  the  Estimates.    It  was  obvious  that 
our  military  policy  of  self-defence  was  to 
<'sit  down  and  wait"  if  a  great  war 
overtook  us.     This  was  a  policy  without 
precedent  in  successful  defence,  and  it 
was  a  policy  contrary  to  our  national 
experience    and  the  traditions  of   the 
country  in  the  past.    It  was  a  policy 
that  we  had  gradually  slid  into,  rather 
than  directly  formulated;   because  no 
Parliament  and  only  one  statesman  had 
ever  so  laid  it  down.     He  should  refer 
to  the  observations  of  that  statesman  in 
a  few  minutes.   We  seemed  to  have  this 
policy  nevertheless,  for  our  military  ex- 
penditure had  grown  while  the  striking 
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power  of  that  Military  Force  had  shrunk. 
What  he  wished  to  bring  before  the 
House  was  that  it  was  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  country  soemed  to  have  lost 
faith  in  its  own  naval  power,  perhaps 
because  naval  power  was  more  ex- 
pensive than  it  used  to  be.  The  ques- 
tion was,  what  kind  of  Army  did  we 
want  ?  He  had  high  authority  for  ask- 
ing that  question— it  was  a  question 
which  only  the  House  could  answer.  It 
was  not  one  which  the  Military  Authori- 
ties could  answer,  for  Lord  Wolseley, 
speaking  on  the  27th  of  April  last, 
said — 

*'  Before  the  Military  Authorities  were  called 
upon  to  provide  an  Army,  they  ought  to  be  in- 
formed clearly  and  distinctly  what  kind  of  an 
Army  the  country  wanted,  and  if  that  were 
done  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  providing 
the  necessary  force  for  the  defence  of  the 
Empire." 

Well,  who  was  to  inform  the  Military 
Authorities  what  kind  of  an  Army  we 
wanted  but  that  House  ?  The  difficulty 
rested  with  the  House  of  Commons  and 
not  with  the  Military  Authorities,  and 
he  thought  the  real  root  of  it  lay  in  the 
system  of  Party  Government.  He  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  the  House  that  we 
could  not  say  what  sort  of  Army  we 
wanted  without  reference  to  our  naval 
position,  policy,  and  power,  because, 
situated  as  we  were,  the  naval  question 
ruled  the  military  question.  Until  they 
had  settled  the  naval  question,  they 
could  not  settle  what  sort  of  Army  they 
wanted,  and  the  naval  question  was 
only  to  be  determined  by  reference  to 
three  things— the  physical  facts  of  our 
position,  the  teachings  of  past  experi- 
ence, and  the  conditions  of  modern 
war.  The  teachings  of  experience  in 
regard  to  England  acting  on  the  defen- 
sive were  in  a  dim  and  distant  past. 
Since  then  the  facts  of  our  position  had 
materially  changed,  and  to  illustrate 
that  he  would  divide  the  present  cen- 
tury into  three  periods  and  give  the 
rough  results  of  a  comparison  between 
the  three.  He  took  three  periods  of  29 
years.  In  1801  the  Army  Estimates 
were  £17,750,000;  the  Naval  Estimates 
were  only  £500,000  less,  being 
£17,250,000.  That  showed  the  sort  of 
policy  we  were  carrying  out  before  we 
fought  Trafalgar.  He  would  point  out 
to  the  House  the  very  remarkable  fact 
that  although  we  fought  Trafalgar  and 
practically  annihilated  the  Fleets  of  the 
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two  great  European  Powers  opposed  io 
us,  our  fathers,  the  year  afterwards, 
added  £2,000,000  to  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  increased  annual  naval  expenditure 
down  to  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  when 
it  was  £22,000,000.  That  illustrated 
the  feeling  that  then  prevailed.  England, 
although  triumphant,  realized  the  enor- 
mous danger  of  maritime  war  and  the 
great  influence  the  element  of  chance 
might  have.  What  was  our  position  then  ? 
The  population  amounted  to  1 6,000,000 ; 
our  sea  trade  was  a  little  over  £4  per 
head  ;  one  ton  of  shipping  entered  and 
cleared  at  our  ports  in  the  year  did 
the  sea  business  of  five  inhabitants ;  one 
person  only  in  23  was  fed  on  sea-borne 
food.  In  1830,  the  last  year  of  the  first 
period,  the  population  had  increased  to 
24,000,000;  the  sea  trade  had  risen  to 
nearly  £5  per  head;  one  ton  of  shipping 
entered  and  cleared  in  the  year  did  the 
business  of  four  inhabitants  ;  for  every 
£100  spent  on  the  Navy  then,  £105  was 
spent  on  the  Army,  but  it  was  an  Army 
that  could  strike.  Coming  to  the  closing 
year  of  the  middle  period,  1859,  he  found 
that  the  population  had  increased  to 
28,000,000;  the  sea  trade  per  head 
had  risen  to  £11  15«. ;  one  ton  of  ship- 
ping entered  and  cleared  annually  did  the 
business  of  only  one  inhabitant,  and  one 
inhabitant  in  three  was  fed  on  sea-borne 
food .  It  would  thus  be  seen  that  gradu- 
ally  the  interest  of  the  people  tended  more 
and  more  seaward.  What  was  the  condi- 
tion now  in  the  closing  year  of  the  third 
period  ?  The  population  had  increased  to 
over  37,000,000  ;  the  sea  trade  had  risen 
to  some  £17  per  head  ;  each  inhabitant 
employed  one  and  a-half  tons  of  shipping 
entered  and  cleared  in  the  year  to  himself; 
some  20,000,000  of  people  were  fed  on  sea  • 
borne  food,  and  for  every  £100  spent  on 
the  Navy  we  spent  £127  on  the  Army. 
He  had  compared  the  first  year  of  the 
first  period  with  the  last  year  of  the  third 
period,  and  he  found  that  whereas  we 
spent  only  £500,000  a-year  more  upon 
the  Army  in  1801  than  upon  the  Navy, 
we  now  spent  nearly  £4,000,000  more 
upon  the  Army  than  upon  the  Navy. 
In  other  words,  for  every  £100  we 
spent  on  the  Navy  at  the  beginning  of 
the  century,  we  only  spent  £103  upon 
the  Army ;  we  now  for  every  £100  spent 
on  the  Navy,  spend  £127  upon  our  Mili- 
tary Forces.  Whereas  only  some  700,000 
inhabitants  were  in  1801  fed  on  sea- 
borne food;  some  20,000,000  were  now 
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supplied  from  abroad.  In  1801  the  sea- 
Lome  trade  per  head  amounted  to  £4 
per  annum ;  it  was  now  £17.  In  1801 
one  ton  of  shipping  entered  and  cleared 
in  the  year  did  the  business  of  five  in- 
habitants ;  now  each  inhabitant  required 
one  and  a- half  tons  to  do  his  own  annual 
sea  business.  That  showed  the  enormous 
growth  of  our  naval  responsibility.  But 
there  was  another  point  to  which  he 
desired  briefly  to  refer,  and  it  was 
this.  The  relation  of  extent  of  area 
to  the  amount  of  force  required  to 
protect  it  was  the  same  upon  water 
as  upon  land,  and  the  area  over  which 
our  sea  interests  operated  in  1801  was 
illustrated  by  our  export  of  produce.  In 
the  first  period  of  the  87  years  which 
had  elapsed  since  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury, five- sixths  of  our  export  trade  was 
confined  to  the  North  Atlantic,  including 
the  Mediterannean  and  the  Baltic  ;  in 
the  second  period,  four- fifths  were  so  con- 
fined, and  now  only  one-half.  The  other 
half  of  our  enormous  commerce  now  went 
to  the  other  side  of  the  world ;  and  three- 
fourths  of  the  whole  sea  area  of  the  world 
had  been  added  to  our  naval  responsi- 
bility of  defence.  In  point  of  fact,  we  had 
since  1801  added  another  hemisphere 
to  be  defended  by  our  naval  arrange- 
ments. But  this  was  not  all.  He  had 
hitherto  dealt  exclusively  with  the  posi- 
tion of  the  United  Kingdom  then  and 
now ;  but  while  these  (ihanges  were 
going  on  our  own  position  abroad  was 
undergoing  a  still  greater  change,  and 
the  interests  of  our  Empire  beyond  the 
sea  must  now  be  added  to  the  British 
interests  to  be  defended — the  interests  of 
that  outlying  Empire  which  had  grown 
up  since  the  beginning  of  the  century. 
In  1800  the  British  trade  meant  the 
trade  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  but  now 
it  meant  that  of  the  independent  trade 
of  the  outlying  Empire  also.  The  value  of 
British  sea  trade  was  under  £7 0,00 0,000, 
andnow  it  wasclose  upon  £1,000,000,000. 
Whereas  they  had  at  the  beginning  of 
the  century  only  £70,000,000  of  sea 
trade,  and  a  limited  area  to  protect,  they 
had  now  £1,000,000,000  of  sea  trade, 
and  the  whole  water  area  of  the  world 
to  protect.  This  distribution  of  British 
trade  at  this  moment  was  not  without 
interest  and  importance  with  regard  to 
his  Eesolution,  The  sea  trade  of  the 
Mother  Country  was  over  £600,000,000 
a-year,  and  the  sea  trade  of  the  outlying 


Empire,  independent  of  that  with  the 
Mother  Country,  was  £400,000,000. 
The  tonnage  entered  and  cleared  in 
British  ports  abroad  in  any  year  was  now 
gpreater  than  the  tonnage  entered  and 
cleared  in  British  ports  at  home.  Thus 
had  our  sea  interest  grown,  and  our 
naval  responsibility  increased  ;  but  our 
policy  and  arrangements  for  defence  had 
been  to  reduce  the  Naval  Estimates 
and  increase  the  Army  Estimates  for  the 
*•  sit  down  and  wait  *'  policy.  The  time 
was  when  all  our  attention  was  directed 
to  the  naval  safety  of  the  State,  and 
it  was  considered  necessary  for  the 
country  to  possess  an  overwhelming 
naval  power,  with  an  Army  preparea 
to  strike,  and  not  to  sit  down  and  remain 
passive.  Our  naval  power  was  applied 
to  keep  the  enemies  battle  fleet  in  port, 
or,  if  it  got  out,  to  compel  conflict  against 
great  odds. 

Ma.  SPEAKEE :  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  is  now  entering  into  a  subject 
which  would  more  properly  come  in  upon 
the  Navy  rather  than  the  Army  Esti- 
mates. 

Captain  COLOMB  said,  he  was 
sorry  if  he  had  transgressed  the  Bules 
of  the  House.  It  was  not  his  intention 
to  do  60,  and  this  only  showed  the  enor- 
mous difficulty  of  considering  the  ques- 
tion of  defence.  He  would  endeavour, 
as  far  as  he  could,  scrupulously  to  obey 
the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  pass  by  the  arguments  he  was 
about  to  adduce.  The  conditions  of  war 
had  changed.  To  whatever  branch  of 
service  they  referred,  it  would  be  foimd 
that  there  had  been  great  changes.  Pre- 
parations for  war  now  took  a  far  longer 
time,  were  more  costly,  but  decisive 
results  were  sooner  attained.  The  heavy 
guns  which  formerly  only  took  a  few 
days  to  cast  now  took  months  to  manu- 
facture. The  Artillery,  whether  sea  or 
land,  which  before  could  be  formed  in 
a  few  days,  now  took  a  very  long  period 
to  ensure  its  efficiency,  and  it  would 
appear,  on  comparing  our  position  then 
and  the  relative  expenditure  for  defence 
in  the  past  with  the  present,  that  we 
had  thrown  aside  the  teachings  of  ex- 
perience and  the  former  national 
principles  which  carried  us  safely  through 
war.  We  had  been  developing  a  theory 
of  purely  military  defence,  based  on 
the  presumption  that  it  was  necessary 
because  of  the  weakness  of  our  navid 
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defence.  At  the  first  year  of  the  last  period 
— 1859— we  first  took  a  definite  new  de- 
parture with  regard  to  a  military  policy  of 
passive  defence ;  we  appointed  a  Com- 
mission to  investigate  the  defence  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  that  Commis- 
sion we  assigned  the  duty  of  saying  what 
was  to  be  done  under  certain  assumed 
naval  conditions;  but  the  assumed  naval 
conditions  had  never  been  really  exa- 
mined or  approved  by  the  nation.  The 
Commission  had  presented  a  Report, 
and  upon  that  Report  wo  spent  a  large 
sum  of  money  upon  fortifications,  not 
only  for  the  protection  of  the  sea 
front  of  certain  ports,  which  every- 
body must  see  was  absolutely  necessary, 
but  for  the  protection  of  these  ports  from 
land  attack.  Therefore,  the  assumed 
naval  conditions  involved  this — that  the 
rear  of  our  ports  might  be  attacked — 
in  other  words,  we  admitted  naval  weak- 
ness. The  point  he  wished  to  bring 
forward  was  this — that  the  Army  and  the 
military  arrangements  were  only  a  part 
of  their  general  scheme;  that  they  could 
not  tell  what  it  was  necessary  to  have, 
or  what  it  was  necessary  to  spend  upon 
their  Army,  unless  they  had  before  them 
the  whole  necessities  of  their  national 
position.  Unfortunately,  he  was  pre- 
cluded by  the  Forms  of  the  House  from 
discussing  the  whole  question.  There- 
fore it  was  necessary  to  confine  him- 
self to  the  Army.  But  he  maintained 
that  they  could  not  deal  with  the  Army 
from  that  limited  point  of  view,  and  that 
if  they  were  to  get  economy  and  efficiency 
in  their  administration,  it  must  be  from  a 
review  of  their  whole  position,  and  adapt- 
ing their  forces,  whether  military  or 
naval,  to  suit  the  necessities  of  their  posi- 
tion. He  would  not  read  what  was  re- 
commended  by  the  Commission  of  1 859, 
and  which  was  in  process  of  develop- 
ment down  to  1870.  In  that  year  there 
was  a  considerable  alarm  in  the  coun- 
try. War  had  broken  out  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  the  p«blic  mind  was  agitated 
and  anxious  about  the  situation  of  this 
country.  He  proposed  to  quote  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  not  for 
any  Party  purpose,  for  he  could  not  do  so 
if  he  wished,  seeing  that  the  declaration 
which  was  made  by  the  Head  of  one 
Party  had  never  been  controverted  by 
the  other.  In  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  1870 — 
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"Steam  applied  to  navigatioa  has  done  at 
least  as  much  for  a  defending  as  for  an  invading 
Power;  even  the  stores  of  coals  needed  for 
marine  locomotion  are  principally  ours,  and 
while  by  aid  of  this  powerful  agent  the  ships 
of  both  nations  may  scour  the  coasts,  with 
favourable  weather,  at  from  12  to  15  or  16  miles 
an  hour,  the  railways  which  gird  the  land — to 
say  nothing  of  the  telegraphs— may,  in  all 
weathers,  carry  the  armies  which  are_  to  g^ard 
it  and  their  materiel  from  point  to  point  at  20, 
30,  or  40." 

The  principle  of  defence  was  thus  ex- 
plained— that  they  were  to  meet  the 
danger  of  a  hostile  Fleet  scouring  their 
shores  by  the  use  of  an  Army  constituted 
and  only  adapted  and  capable  of  passive 
defence  within  these  shores.  That  was 
the  principle  of  the  Estimates  the  House 
was  asked  to  vote  that  day.  He  asked 
hon.Membersto  consider  in  what  position, 
even  if  they  had  10,000,000  men  in  the 
Army,  the  country  would  be  under  the 
circumstances  he  had  described  ?  More 
than  20,000,000  out  of  the  87,000,000  of 
the  population  would  be  entirely  cut  off 
from  food.  The  absence  of  raw  material, 
upon  the  manufacture  of  which  30,000,000 
out  of  37,000,000  inhabitants  depended 
for  their  sustenance,  would  oause  them 
to  be  thrown  out  of  work,  because  that 
raw  material  could  not  come  in,  or,  if 
it  did,  such  a  price  would  be  demanded 
for  it  as  to  extinguish,  all  profit,  and 
therefore  the  milLs  would  have  to  be 
shut  up.  Their  foreign  and  coasting 
trade  would  have  to  be  suspended ; 
their  Army  would  be  unable  to  secure 
the  ingress  and  egress  at  their  mer- 
cantile ports,  for,  even  though  defended 
by  the  Army,  they  would  be  absolutely 
closed,  and  the  moral  effect  he  dared 
not  speculate  upon.  Yet  a  defence  such 
as  this  had  been  pictured  by  a  Prime 
Minister  of  England  as  a  cause  of  satis- 
faction. If  ever  it  did  come  to  pass,  he 
(Captain  Oolomb)  doubted  whether  the 
government  of  the  country  would  be 
possible,  and  that  was  one  of  the  points 
he  wished  to  press  upon  the  House, 
although  he  could  not  press  it  as  forcibly 
as  he  should  like  without  transgressing 
the  Eules  of  the  House.  He  could  only 
indicate  the  point  he  wished  to  bring 
forward,  and  that  was  that  the  House 
was  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  the 
Military  or  Naval  Estimates  until  they 
had  before  them  the  general  necessities 
of  the  position  and  the  general  policy 
which  the  Estimates  were  to  carry  out. 
He  would  conclude  by  pointing  out  the 
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last  result  of  the  present  policy  and 
^Uastrate  what  was  the  effect  of  existing 
^deas  on  the  subject  of  defence.  In  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates;  there  was 
an  answer  given  by  the  head  of  the 
Intelligence  Department  of  the  Army. 
Question  4,247,  Major  General  Bracken- 
bury  was  asked — 

'*  And,  as  a  corollary  from  that,  I  presume 
Ton  think  that  our  defensive  condition  should 
be  made  perfect  ? — I  would  then  go  on  to  say 
this ;  that  I  have  not  the  slightest  douht  that  if 
our  Channel  Fleet  were  to  be  temporarily — for 
a  period,  I  will  say,  of  three  weeks — made 
powerless,  to  be  removed  from  controlling  the 
Channel  for  a  period  of  three  weeks,  a  strong 
Maritime  Power  would  be  able  to  place,  crowd- 
ing them  together  on  board  ships  for  the  short 
voyage,  such  a  number  of  men  that  they  might 
land  or  attempt  to  land  a  force  of  from  100,000 
men  to  160,000  men  upon  these  shores." 
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What  he  wanted  to  point  out  was  that 
whether  an  enemy  could  do  this  or  not 
was  not  a  military,  but  a  naval  question  ; 
and  the  answer  itself  was  based  upon  the 
supposition  that  the  assumed  naval  con- 
ditions existed  for  three  weeks.  He 
regretted  that  the  Committee  did  not 
ask  this  officer  to  givo  the  data  upon 
which  he  formed  his  opinion,  and  did 
not  ask  him  to  state  what  ports  he  had 
in  his  mind  from  which  the  invading 
force  could  be  despatched,  the  carrying 
power  of  the  nation  owning  such 
ports,  and  the  time  it  would  take 
to  collect  it  at  such  ports.  He  also 
regretted  that  so  grave  a  statement  in 
support  of  passive  defence  should  have 
been  accepted  without  proof  and  with- 
out inquiry.  Assuming  it  to  be  true, 
what  then  ?  It  meant  that  if,  instead 
of  this  immense  undertaking  of  embark- 
ing simultaneously  150,000  men,  the 
enemy  armed  this  vast  multitude  of 
ships — assumed  to  exist — with  guns, 
torpedoes,  and  a  handful  of  gunners 
and  torpedoists,  they  might  for  three 
weeks  swarm  in  the  o&ngs  of  our 
commercial  ports.  What,  then,  would 
be  the  value  of  passive  military 
defence  and  defended  harbours  ?  Prac- 
tically, the  country  would  be  absolutely 
invested,  and  three  weeks  of  this  con- 
dition of  things  would  bring  about  the 
absolute  necessity  of  a  surrender  with- 
out a  single  man  having  been  landed  on 
our  shores.  He  would  no  longer  tres- 
pass on  the  time  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  he  had  said  sufficient  to  indicate 


the  impossibility  of  discussing  the  mili- 
tary policy  and  the  Army  military 
expenditure  without  some  general  state- 
ment before  the  House  indicating  the 
principle  on  which  the  State  was  to  rely 
for  safety,  and  the  main  lines  of  the 
policy  by  which  it  was  to  be  attained. 
Such  a  plan  would  involve  full  naval 
and  military  considerations,  and  he 
thought  there  was  a  necessity  for  the 
country  and  Parliament  being  informed 
as  to  the  general  outline  on  which  the 
Army  and  Navy  Administration  was  to 
be  framed.  It  was  proposed  to  have  the 
Army  Estimates  discussed  by  a  Com- 
mittee, who  would,  however,  only  deal 
with  the  military  part,  while  the  Naval 
Estimates  would  be  referred  to  another 
Committee,  who  would  only  deal  with 
the  naval  part.  Ho  thought  they 
were  working  a  system  of  national 
defence  in  two  water-tight  compart- 
ments without  any  real  responsibility, 
and  no  central  controlling  authority 
for  both.  Our  safety  in  war  would 
have  to  be  evolved  out  of  dual  control 
and  divided  responsibility.  That  was 
a  serious  question,  and  if  the  House 
would  accept  his  Eesolution,  before  send- 
ing the  Army  Estimates  to  one  Commit- 
tee and  the  Navy  Estimates  to  another, 
the  House  could  settle  first  what  both 
were  expected  to  do.  The  position  of  the 
House  in  discussing  the  defence  question 
was  that  they  were  asked  one  day  by 
the  Secretary  for  War  to  put  on  red 
spectacles  and  only  look  at  the  Army, 
shutting  out  the  Navy  altogether ; 
another  day  they  would  be  invited  by 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  put 
on  blue  spectacles  and  only  look  at  the 
Navy,  shutting  out  the  Army  altogether. 
He  thought  that  was  a  most  unsatis- 
factory state  of  things,  and  it  was  in  the 
interests  of  the  country  and  the  interests 
of  safety,  economy,and  efficiency,  that  they 
should  have  a  statement  from  a  Minister 
responsible  to  the  country  for  its  de- 
fence, and  answerable  for  general  princi- 
ples, being  followed  both  by  the  Army 
and  Navy.  He  believed  that  would  be 
the  first  step  towards  effecting  those 
reforms  which  were  necessary  to  provide 
for  our  safety  in  war,  and  also  to  insure 
the  economy  and  efficiency  of  the  Public 
Service. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Does  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  move  the  Eesolution  ? 

Captain  COLOMB  :  No,  Sir. 
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Sir.  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.)  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  a  Resolution  which  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance  that  could  be 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
The  question  was  one  the  House  ought 
to  consider,  and  there  ought  to  be  no 
Member  of  Parliament,  on  whichever 
side  of  the  House  he  sat,  who  should  be 
afraid  to  get  up  in  the  present  condition 
of  affairs  and  state  his  views  and 
opinions  with  regard  to  the  defences  of 
this  gpreat  country.  It  was  most  certainly 
not  a  Party  question.  No  military  ques- 
tion and  no  naval  question  ought  to  be 
made  a  Party  question,  and  the  particular 
question  he  was  about  to  bring  forward 
was  of  such  vital  importance  that  he 
hoped  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
in  making  the  statement  he  desired  to 
lay  before  it.  He  said  it  was  no  Party 
question,  and  he  was  fortified  in  that 
opinion,  because  there  was  a  meeting 
upstairs  on  Thursday  last  of  the  military 
and  naval  Members  of  the  House  sitting 
on  both  sides  of  that  House,  and  they 
were  all  unanimously  in  favour  of  the 
Resolution  he  was  about  to  submit.  It 
was  most  certainly  not  intended  that 
there  should  be  any  attack  whatever 
upon  the  Government ;  but  what  would 
the  people  of  the  country  know  about 
the  matter  unless  tho  real  condition 
of  our  defences  was  placed  before  them  ? 
So  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned, they  ought  to  feel  obliged  to 
any  hon.  Member  who  got  up  in  his 
place  and  gave  his  opinion  in  order  to 
show  what  was  imperatively  demanded 
for  the  safety  of  the  country.  Most  cer- 
tainly no  attack  was  intended  to  be  made 
on  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  His 
right  hon.  Friend  had  placed  before  the 
House  a  most  able  statement  of  his 
views  indicating  what  he  intended  to 
carry  out.  He  had  placed  before  them 
exactly  what  it  was  the  Government 
intended  to  do  ;  but  without  going  into 
that  question  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bartte- 
lot)  ventured  to  say  that  the  Government 
were  dealing  with  this  great  question 
piecemeal,  and  that  they  had  only  a  plan 
for  the  x^resent  year,  or  for  two  or  three 
years  at  most,  without  going  to  the  root 
of  the  whole  matter,  and  enabling  Par- 
liament to  say  whether  there  was  any 
continuity  of  plan  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  to  be  carried  out  which  would 
have  his    support.     The   Government 


proposed  to  raise  some  £2,000,000  or 
more  of  money  only.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  if  the  country  knew  the  present 
condition  of  affairs  and  how  defenceless 
we  were  at  this  moment,  they  would  not 
only  vote  £2,000,000,  but  any  reason- 
able sum,  considering  the  enormous  in- 
terests involved,  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  came  down  and  demanded.  Un- 
fortunately, the  country  did  not  know 
the  condition  of  our  defences,  and, 
therefore,  it  cavilled  at  what  Parlia- 
ment was  asked  to  vote.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  country  not  only  did  not 
know,  but  would  never  know  the  con- 
dition in  which  our  defences  were 
placed,  unless  public  attention  was 
called  to  it  by  statements  in  that  House. 
It  was  said  that  this  was  a  great 
Constitutional  question,  and  the  power 
rested  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  no  one  had  a  right 
to  ask  that  it  should  be  taken  from  them. 
It  was  an  authority  which  they  alone 
ought  to  possess.  He  denied  that  pro- 
position absolutely,  and  when  he  came 
to  look  at  what  had  been  done  in 
the  past,  what  was  our  present  position, 
and  what  might  happen  in  the  future, 
ho  thought  he  was  entitled  to  ask  that 
a  Royal  Commission  should  sit  and  in- 
quire into  the  present  stato  of  our  de- 
fences, and  also  what  re- organization,  if 
any,  should  take  place  in  the  War  Office. 
At  any  rate,  those  military  advisers  who 
were  now  consulted  and  had  now  to  state 
their  views  and  opinions,  and  those  who 
had  been  answerable  in  a  time  of  war 
for  everything  being  right,  should  have 
the  responsibility  of  spending  the  money 
that  was  asked  for  in  order  to  put  our 
defensive  forces  into  decent  and  good 
order.  If  that  were  done,  and  they  were 
made  absolutely  responsible  to  the 
House,  and  could  show  that  the  money 
had  been  spent  in  the  interest  of  the 
country,  there  would  not  only  be  greater 
efficiency  but  greater  economy  than  we 
had  now.  There  was,  however,  another 
question.  No  one  knew  what  the  de- 
fences of  the  country  were,  or  how 
many  men  in  a  normal  condition  o 
affairs  we  ought  to  have.  That  was  on  e 
of  the  questions  which  had  often  been 
asked  and  never  answered.  Parliament 
ought  to  know  the  number  of  men  ab- 
solutely necessary,  the  quantity  of  arms 
in  store,  the  quantity  of  ammunition,  and 
the  quantity  of  stores  of  all  kinds.  There 
ought  to  be  no  reserve  in  a  matter  of 
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that  kind;  but  the  country  ought  to 
know  whether,  in  a  case  of  emergency, 
we  possessed  all  the  men  and  all  the 
stores  we  absolutely  required.  It  was 
also  necessary  to  know  the  requirements 
of  our  naval  and  military  ports.  In 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and 
presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
the  other  day,  would  be  found  a  list  of 
military    ports.      The    Eeport  was  as 

follows : — 

'^  Among  the  BO-called  military  ports  three 
at  once  suggest  themselvee  as  far  exceeding  all 
others  in  importance.  They  are  Portsmouth, 
Plymouth,  and  the  (ports  included  within  the 
Thames  and  Medway  defences.  It  is  not  too 
much  to  say  that  the  destruction  of  our  great 
Dockyard  at  Portsmouth — and  in  a  less  degree 
of  that  at  Plymouth  ~  might  be  decisiye  of  the 
issue  of  a  great  war." 

And  yet  the   House  of  Commons  was 
absolutely    without    knowledge    as    to 
whether  any  one  of  these  ports  was  in  a 
condition  to  resist  the  attack    of    an 
enemy.     He  maintained  that  that  was 
a  very  serious  matter  for  the  nation  at 
the  present  moment;  and  what  would 
be  the  consequences    to   our  Colonial 
ports  if  it  were  found  necessary  to  keep 
our  Fleet  and  Eeserve  at  home  to  look 
after  England  alone,  so  as  to  meet  any 
Fleet,  of  whatever  size  that  Fleet  might 
be,  which  might  choose  to  threaten  an 
attack  on  any  of  our  ports  around  these 
Islands?    There  was  another  very  im- 
portant  matter — namely,  our  coaling 
stations,  for  which  a  special  Vote  was 
about  to  be  taken.    He  did  not  propose 
to  enter  into  the  condition  of  the  dif- 
ferent stations.      Malta  and  Gibraltar 
formed  the  great  highway  to  India,  and 
in  our  interests  in  the  Mediterranean 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  maintain 
them.    Was  Gibraltar  at  the  present 
moment  fit  to  sustain  an  attack  ?    He 
was  told  that  there  was  only  one  gun 
there  fit  to  cope  with  the  guns  of  large 
calibre  which  large  iron-clads  carried 
now.    What  he  asked  for  was  that  a 
Eoyal  Commission  should  go  carefully 
through  the  whole  of  these  questions, 
and  decide  what  should  be  the  normal 
number  of  the  men,  and  the  necessary 
expenditure  to  be  made  upon  our  naval 
and  military  ports,  coaling  stations,  and 
mercantile    ports.      These    were    very 
serious  questions,  and  ho  should  like,  if 
the  House  would  permit  him,  to  read 
some  of  the  evidence  that  was  given 
before  the  Boyal  Commission  on  War- 1 


like  Stores  presided  over  by  Sir  James 
Fitzjames  Stephen.  One  of  the  ques- 
tions which  naturally  occurred  to  hon. 
Members  at  the  present  moment  was, 
how  was  it  that,  with  the  enormous 
amount  of  money  voted  annually  by 
Parliament,  we  should  find  that  our 
Army  was  not  at  the  present  moment  in 
a  far  better  state  than  it  was  ?  How  was 
it  that  we  found  perpetual  changes  in 
policy  ?  No  single  plan  was  carried  out 
from  year  to  year.  l?he  number  of  men 
was  reduced  to  suit  the  interests  of 
the  Government  and  Party  warfare, 
while  the  country  was  left  out  in  the 
cold.  He  would  soon  show  whether  he 
had  a  right  to  make  a  statement  like 
that.  The  first  witness  examined  before 
the  Eoyal  Commission  was  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  then  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  and  this  was  one 
of  the  first  questions  put  to  him — 


(( 


But  his  Collcagnos,  the  other  Members  of  the 
Cabinet,  must  have  something  to  go  upon  when 
they  say — '  You  must  do  without  this  or  that 
improvement  f  * — Well,  they  neyer  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  expenditure ;  the  whole  responsi- 
bility for  that  rests  with  the  Secretary  of  State. 

"  I  moan  does  the  Cabinet  say—'  Well,  yoa 
may  arrange  it  how  you  please ;  but  you  must  do 
with  £500,000  less  ?  '—Practically,  that  is  Tery 
much  the  result. 

'*  After  you  hare  consulted  upon  the  various 
graTe  matters  which  must  regulate  the  taxation, 
the  feeling  of  the  Ilouse  of  Commons,  the  pros- 
pects of  peace  and  war,  and  other  things  of  that 
kind,  it  finally  comes  to  this — that  the  Cabinet 
say — *  Well,  the  War  Department  must  take  off 
£250,000?'— Substantially,  that  is  the  mode  in 
which  the  result  is  arriTcd  at. 

"  Then,  when  the  Secretary  of  State  is  told  that 
he  is  to  take  off  £250,000,  or  whatever  it  is,  he  has 
to  take  it  off  really  from  the  elastic  part  of  the 
expenditure  P — Yes  ;  he  calls  the  officers  of  the 
Department  round  him,  and  asks  for  their  advice 
and  for  their  opinions,  and  he  exercises  his  dis- 
cretion and  judgment. 

"  lie  has  to  do  without  some  of  the  things  f — 
lie  might  have  to  do  without  men,  or  he  might 
have  to  do  without  stores  of  every  description." 

These  were  the  answers  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  then  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  In  further  examination 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked — 

*'  Practically,  therefore,  it  comes  to  this— that 
when  the  Cabinet  finally  determines  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  is  to  do  with  a  smaller 
amount  than  he  has  proposed,  it  has  all  to  come 
out  of  the  elastic  part  of  the  expenditure^- 
namely,  the  stores  and  the  labour  P  ^-  Or  the 
men. 

"That  would  be  the  labour?— No;  I  am 
speaking  now  of  the  number  of  men  voted.  It 
might  happen  that  there  is  a  reduction  of  5,000 
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men  in  tho  Army;  that  is  a  modo  in  which 
eooDomT,  80  to  speak,  has  been  effected." 

That  is  the  answer  giyen  hj  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  who  was 
truthfulness  personified,  and  who,  when 
asked  by  the  Boyal  Commission  to  state 
his  views,  told  them,  as  clearly  as  it 
was  possible  to  state  it,  what  his  real 
opinion  was.  He  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  wanted  to  know  if  the  country 
was  to  be  placed  in  such  a  position  that 
when,  for  political  purposes,  and  for 
political  purposes  only,  in  order  to  please 
outsiders  and  reduce  the  Votes — he  was 
not  accusing  one  side  more  than  an- 
other— they  were  to  find  that  the  men 
were  cut  down  and  the  stores  cut  down 
in  order  to  meet  the  cry  for  economy 
which  had  been  raised.  He  did  not 
propose  to  quote  more  from  this  Blue 
Book  than  he  could  help ;  but  he  felt 
that  it  was  necessary,  at  the  same  time, 
that  in  an  important  matter  like  this 
every  hon.  Member  should  state  what 
he  believed  to  be  the  truth ;  so  that  they 
might  all,  upon  an  occasion  like  this, 
examine  carefully  into  the  matter  as  it 
stood.  There  was  one  other  question 
which  he  desired  to  place  before  the 
House.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  pre- 
sent First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was 
asked — 

'*  Does  anything  occur  to  yon  as  capable  of 
improvement  in  regard  to  tho  general  system 
that  you  have  stated — namely,  putting  it  shortly, 
the  Secretary  of  State  with  the  ultimate  decision, 
the  Secretary  of  State  with  the  Surveyor  Gene- 
ral under  him  as  a  practical  oflBoer  advised  by  tho 
Director  of  Artillery,  and  with  the  power  of  con- 
sulting the  Ordnance  Committee ;  can  you  sug- 
gest any  alteration  in  the  system  ? — I  am  not 
frepared  to  suggest  an  alteration  in  the  system, 
think  it  is  possible  that  tho  office  of  artillery 
and  stores  might  be  strengthened  ;  but  that  is  a 
matter  of  detail.  So  long  as  our  political  system 
exists  as  it  is,  it  does  not  appear  to  mo  to  be  easily 
practicable  to  mako  any  considerable  change  in 
the  system.  Everything  depends  upon  the  indi* 
viduals  who  have  to  work  the  system.  If  I  was 
in  the  position  which  some  Ministers  of  War 
occupy  in  other  countries,  with  a  power  over  the 
purse  which  I  do  not  possess,  and  an  uncontrolled 
responsibility  which  does  not  attach  to  me^for 
I  am  oheoked  and  controlled — I  could  imagine  a 
better  system  than  that  which  exists  at  the  pre- 
sent time — a  greater  amount  of  freedom  with  an 
i  nereased  responsibility  attaching  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  Bur,  looking  to  our  Parliamentary 
system,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  practicable  to 
introduce  any  great  changes  in  the  existing 
system. 

He  now  came  to  the  evidence  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  late  Surveyor  General 
of  Ordnance  (Sir  Sta£Ford  Northcote). 


The  hon.  Baronet  (then  Mr.  Northcote) 
was  asked — 

"  I  thipk  you  said  that  Vote  12  is  by  far  the 
most  important  Vote  that  you  have  to  deal  with  f — 
I  think  it  is  the  most  contentious.  I  think  it  is 
the  one  upon  which  more  discussion  usually  takes 
place  in  the  House  of  Commons  than  any  of  the 
others. 

**  In  fact,  I  suppose  the  two  Votes  which  tike 
the  most  consideration  aro  Vote  1  and  Vote  12  ? 
— Yes  ;  of  course.  Vote  1  is  the  great  Vote  ;  I  was 
only  alluding  to  any  special  Vote. 

**  Taking  your  business  as  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance,  you  have  very  little  to  do  with  Veto  1, 
You  have  to  do  with  the  other  Votes,  especially 
with  warlike  stores,  Vote  12  ? — Quite  so. 

"  Is  it  not  tho  fact,  because  wo  have  had  it 
stated  before,  that  it  is  upon  these  two  Votes, 
Vote  I  and  Vote  12,  that  the  manipulation  of  tho 
Estimates  usually  takes  place  ?— Yes  ;  I  think 
that  is  so. 

*'  That  is  to  say,  there  arc  many  charges  which 
are  6xcd  charges,  and  certain  other  things  whioh 
are  obliged  to  be  done  ;  but  whether  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  country,  or  whether  it  is  not,  when 
Votes  have  to  be  cut  down,  it  is,  generally  speak- 
ing, upon  Vote  1  and  Vote  12  that  the  reduction 
takes  place  ? — Yes  ;  principally. 

**  And  although  you  yourself  may  have  thought 
that  it  would  be  necessary  that  certain  Supplies 
with  regard  to  Voto  12  sheuld  be  granted,  yet  in 
the  exigencies  of  tho  case  they  are  not  able  to  bo 
granted  because  you  have  not  sufficient  money  f — 
Yes ;  that  is  so." 

That  was  the  evidence  of  his  hon. 
Friend  sitting  below  him,  and  was  as 
truthful  evidence  as  could  be  given. 
These  were  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  the 
House  had  to  deal  with  them  as  they 
found  them.  He  would  turn  now  to 
the  evidence  of  Lord  Wolseley,  who  gave 
evidence  before  the  Commission.  The 
evidence  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
would  of  course  be  acceptable  to  both 
sides  of  the  House,  because  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  had  been  appointed  to  very 
high  commands  by  both  Parties  when  in 
power.  Indeed,  he  had  been  regarded 
as  a  military  officer  of  a  specially  high 
type,  and  therefore  he  would  read  the 
evidence  of  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
with  great  confidence.  Lord  Wolseley, 
in  answer  to  questions  whether  they 
ought  not  to  have  some  standard  laid 
down  to  work  up  to,  said,  '^  Yes ;  but  at 
present  they  had  none,"  and  he  sug- 
gested a  Eoyal  Commission.  In  answer 
to  Question  2,643 — 

"  Do  you  think  it  would  bean  impossible  thing, 
or  even  a  diflBcult  thing,  if  serious  inquiry  wero 
made  into  the  subject,  to  draw  out  some  porma* 
nent  system  of  tho  nature  of  that  which  you 
describe!—!  think  it  would  be  a  very  simple 
process,  a  process  that  might  bo  very  easily 
accomplished  by  a  Royal  Commission  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  not  oonetituted  of  military 
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men,  but  of  judicial  men  who  would  look  at  it 
ns  .1  judicinl  inquiry,  and  exnmino  experts  on  the 
various  topics  connected  with  the  subject." 

Lord  Wolseley,  in  Question  2,764,  was 
asked — 

"  You  made  one  vcrj  correct  and  nt  the  same 
time  strong  statement,  that  the  worst  part  of  our 
Bjstem  is  that  wo  never  tell  the  truth  so  that  the 
English  people  may  know  the  position  in  which 
wo  are  ? — Wo  never  take  the  English  people  into 
our  confidence.  Wo  never  tell  them  what  are  our 
shortcomings;  thej  have  no  means  of  ascertain- 
ing what  are  the  military  views  of  the  highest 
military  officers  they  employ.  The  highest  mili- 
tary officers  are  employed  and  paid  very  well  ; 
but  the  English  people  have  never  the  benefit  of 
knowing  what  their  military  views  are  ;  as  long 
as  military  men  are  employed  in  the  War  Office 
their  tongues  are  tied.  They  are  not  allowed  to 
express  their  opinions,  even  in  ordinary  con* 
vorsation,  much  less  in  print,  upon  the  most  im- 
portant subjects  connected  with  the  defenco  of 
the  Empire. 

"  And  is  it  not  your  view  that  until  we  get  such 
a  Committee,  and  until  we  have  our  Army  and 
our  stores  in  the  position  which  you  have  named, 
wo  are  liable  to  the  greatest  panics  that  can  be 
imagined  ? — Yes  ;  I  consider  that  the  position 
of  England  at  the  present  moment,  as  regards  its 
Army,  is  very  unsatisfactory  ;  that  if  a  hostile 
force  were  to  land  upon  our  shores  of,  say,  100,000 
men,  there  is  no  reason  whatever,  if  that  100,000 
men  were  properly  led,  why  thoy  should  not  take 
possession  of  London." 

That  was  the  statement  of  Lord  Wolse- 
ley. The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  made 
another  statement  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion from  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis- 
sion, 2,649— 

"  The  effect,  therefore,  is  that  when,  for  a  very 
general  political  reason,  it  is  desired  to  reduce 
the  Estimates,  the  stores,  moo,  and  horses  fall 
off?— Yes." 

There  were  two  or  three  other  points 
which  Lord  Wolseley  most  carefully 
stated  before  the  Commission  ;  but  his 
views  and  opinions  distinctly  were  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  that  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission, or  a  Committee  as  he  called 
it,  should  be  granted,  and  that  before 
that  Committee  all  the  best  experts  in 
the  Service  should  be  brought,  so  that 
the  requirements  of  the  country  might 
be  made  known.  He  felt  sure  those 
requirements  would  be  granted,  as  well 
as  the  necessary  money  to  carry  them 
out.  By  the  extracts  he  had  given 
from  the  Blue  Book  of  the  evidence 
before  the  Boyal  Commission  which  sat 
to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  warlike 
stores,  he  thought  he  had  been  able  to 
show  the  position  in  which  the  country 
was  in  and  what  Parliament  had  to  deal 
with.     There    was    another   question. 


Going  back  to  the  Crimean  War,  would 
anybody  say  that  the  Government  had 
in  regard  to  the  Army  and  Navy  done 
their  duty?  When  we  went  into  the 
Crimean  War  we  had  made  no  prepara- 
tion of  any  kind,  either  in  regard  to  men 
or  stores.  The  result  was  that  we  in- 
curred a  large,  and  what  ought  to  have 
been,  both  in  men  and  money,  an  un- 
necessary expenditure.  Thousands  of 
young  aoldienB  lost  their  lives,  and  mil- 
lions of  money  were  thrown  away.  We 
were  not  prepared  then  in  any  one  single 

goint,  and  we  had  taken  no  precautions, 
elieving  that  the  necessity  would  not 
arise.  Mr.  Cardwell— afterwards  Lord 
Cardwell — was,  in  1870-1,  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  He  passed  the  Short 
Service  Act  and  formed  a  Eeserve,  but 
in  doing  so  thought  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  those  regiments  which  were 
first  for  duty  should  have  their  strength 
raised.  A  plan  was  prepared,  but  the 
Treasury  would  not  allow  the  regiments 
to  be  raised  to  the  number  suggested  by 
Mr.  Cardwell.  One  of  the  small  African 
Wars  came  shortly  afterwards,  and  the 
consequence  was  that  regiments  were 
sent  abroad  short-handed,  and  then  those 
which  were  first  on  the  rota  were  called 
upon  to  furnish  drafts  for  those  regi- 
ments serving  in  Africa  making  them 
quite  inefficient,  though  next  for  duty. 
Li  this  way  we  went  on  from  hand  to 
mouth.  He  would  instance  another  cam- 
paign— that  which  took  place  in  Abys- 
sinia in  1868.  That  campaign  was  or- 
ganised by  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was  on  the 
Committee  which  sat  to  inquire  into 
the  expenditure  connected  with  that  ex- 
pedition. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
No ;  I  was  not  on  that  Committee. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT: 
At  any  rate,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  recollect  the  inquiry  which  took 
place,  and  would  be  aware  that,  not- 
withstanding the  enormous  expendi- 
ture which  was  incurred,  the  provisions 
which  were  made  might  have  been 
altogether  inadequate.  It  was  a  great 
expedition  up  to  a  certain  point  — 
namely,  up  to  Magdala;  but  if  Eong 
Theodore  had  not  remained  there,  and 
had  retired  with  his  army,  our  troops 
could  not  have  gone  one  step  further, 
as  there  were  not  sufficient  men  to  keep 
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opea  the  communications.  He  men- 
tioned this  fact  to  show  that  it  was  im- 
possible in  a  time  of  war  to  be  guided 
Dy  an  economical  policy  only.  When- 
ever it  was  necessary  to  go  to  war  we 
ought  to  be  fully  prepared.  What  hap- 
pened in  reference  to  the  Egyptian  War? 
We  sent  out  an  excellent  army  to  Egypt, 
but  we  had  to  draw  troops  from  India 
and  to  call  out  a  portion  of  the  Army 
Beserve ;  by  that  means  denuding  this 
country  of  its  defenders.  The  number 
of  men  who  went  out  to  Egypt  was  con- 
siderable ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  some  of 
the  Beseryes  went  with  them  and  the 
rest  were  called  out  for  service  at  home, 
to  make  the  regiments  at  home  efficient. 
Not  long  ago  it  was  thought  that  we 
intended  to  take  a  firm  stand  against 
the  encroachments  of  Bussia  in  Afghani- 
stan. £11,000,000  was  voted  for  that 
purpose,  as  welt  as  for  continuing  the 
operations  in  Egypt.  Most  of  the 
money,  however,  was  devoted  to  replen- 
ishing our  stores,  which  were  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  condition.  He  could 
only  say,  and  he  thought  he  had  a 
right  to  say  it,  that  Party  considera- 
tions were  always  considered  before  the 
ffreat  honour  of  the  country.  Let  them 
for  one  moment  look  at  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs ;  let  them  look  at  the 
enormous  host  of  Bussian  troops  eche- 
loned along  Bessarabia,  Podona,  Yol- 
hynia  and  Poland,  facing  Boumania, 
Austria- Hungary,  and  Germany.  Gould 
anyone  read  the  papers  that  morning, 
having  regard  to  the  statements  of  the 
Emperor  of  Bussia,  and  say  how  long 
it  might  be  before  a  state  of  things 
would  arise  which,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Grimea,  might  drive  us  against  our  will 
and  inclination  at  once  into  war  ?  To  go 
one  step  further — what  was  our  policy 
now  with  regard  to  Bulgaria?  They 
would  all  recollect  the  Bulgarian  atro- 
cities, which  brought  Bussia  to  the  gates 
of  Gonstantinople,  when  we  had  to  inter- 
vene. What  was  our  policy  now  ?  Were 
we  goine  to  allow  Bulgaria  to  be 
swallowed  up  by  Bussia,  or  was  that 
young  nation,  rightly  struggling  for  its 
liberty,  still  to  have  the  sympathy  and 
support  of  England  ?  Was  our  policy 
still,  as  in  the  old  days,  to  prevent 
Bussia  reaching  the  great  goal  of  her 
ambition — the  gates  of  Gonstantinople? 
To  allow  Bussia  to  establish  herself  in 
Gonstantinople,  so  that  we  should  not 
have  a  free  entrance  into  the  Black  Sea, 


would  be  a  fatal  stop  in  the  iotorests  of 
the  British  Empiro,  of  which  we  were  so 
justly  proud.  Bussia  had  millions  of 
men,  some  of  them  well  armed,  some 
of  them  badly  armed;  but  there  they 
were  with  280,000  horsemen.  France 
could  put  2,500,000  men  into  the  field, 
and  could  mobilize  1,500,000  more  as 
occasion  might  require.  Her  fortresses 
were  perfectly  armed  and  provisioned. 

The  SEGBETABY  of  STATE  foe 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  No. 

Sir  WALTEB  B.  BABTTELOT  :  His 
right  hon.  Friend  said  **  No."  Would 
his  right  hon.  Friend  mention  one 
fort  which  was  not  properly  garrisoned 
and  provisioned?  He  should  like  his 
right  hon.  Friend  to  state  what  towns  in 
France  were  not  properly  fortified  and 
garrisoned.  It  might  be  so  in  regard  to 
one  or  two ;  it  was  certainly  not  the  rule. 
So  far  as  Germany  was  concerned,  she 
could  now  put  1,280,000  men  into  line 
if  she  pleased,  one-half  on  the  frontier 
of  France,  and  the  other  half  on  the 
frontier  of  Bussia.  She  could  produce 
750,000  more  within  a  fortnight  to  keep 
up  the  communications  between  the  two 
Armies  on  the  frontier,  and  besides  that 
she  could  raise  750,000  more  for  her 
home  defence.  All  her  railways  were 
complete;  all  her  fortifications  he  be- 
lieved were  complete ;  and  he  did 
not  think  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  say  that  they  were  not  all  of  them 
properly  provisioned.  He  trusted  that 
this  country  was  not  likely  to  have  any- 
thing but  the  most  friendly  relations 
with  Germany;  but  all  we  had  tp  do 
was  to  be  prepared  for  anything  that 
might  happen.  He  gave  his  right  hon. 
Friend  credit  for  having  done  a  gpreat 
deal  more  than  his  Predecessors.  Never- 
theless, what  had  been  done  fell  very 
far  short  of  what  the  country  required. 
He  asked  his  right  hon.  Friend  how 
many  field  guns  in  case  of  a  great 
emergency  could  be  produced  at  this 
moment  ?  His  own  impression  was  that, 
taking  into  consideration  all  the  batteries 
which  had  been  broken  up,  and  the  resolu- 
tion which  had  been  taken  with  regard  to 
ammunition  trains  in  connection  with  the 
formation  of  two  Army  Gorps,  we  could 
not  send  out  into  the  field  200  field  guns. 
He  asked  if  that  were  so  or  not  ?  If  it 
were  true,  it  was  out  of  the  question  that 
if  we  were  to  send  these  two  Army  Gorps 
abroad,  with  the  guns  they  required,  we 
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should  have  a  single  gun  left  for  the 
home  force  to  whom  the  defence  of  the 
country  would  have  to  be  entrusted.  At 
the  lowest  calculation  we  ought  to  have 
at  this  moment  at  least  from  500  to  600 
field  guns  for  the  500,000  men  of  the 
Begular  and  Auxiliary  Forces  we  had 
at  home.  At  Sedan — when  the  German 
Emperor  showed  the  Emperor  Napoleon 
the  case  of  iron  which  surrounded  that 
positioti — the  whole  work  was  over,  and 
the  slaughter  stopped,  because  it  became 
at  once  apparent  how  hopeless  it  was 
to  make  any  further  resistance.  He 
thought  that  was  a  case  which  deserved 
the  most  careful  consideration.  He  had 
looked  through  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
Statement  most  carefully,  and  he  had 
endeavoured  to  find  whether  there  had 
been  any  increase  in  the  Estimate,  but 
he  found  no  increase  whatever.  He  did 
find  a  statement  that,  considering  the 
defenceless  position  of  the  forts  at  cer- 
tain stations,  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  more  Garrison  Artillery  should  be 
got. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  it  was  ex- 
plained  in  the  Statement  what  this 
Garrison  Artillery  was  required  for. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOTsaid, 
there  was  undoubtedly  a  very  small  in- 
crease in  the  Estimate  of  the  number  of 
Garrison  Artillery,  and  he  wished  to  know 
for  what  purpose  it  was  required  ?  He 
considered  it  absolutely  essential  for  the 
welfare  and  the  well-being  of  the  coun- 
try that  we  should  have  in  all  our  forti- 
fications, and  at  our  coaling  stations  and 
elsewhere,  such  a  force  as  we  could  rely 
upon.  He  did  not  want  the  Navy  to  be 
obliged  to  go  out  and  look  after  the 
coaling  stations.  He  knew  the  neces- 
sity of  the  coaling  stations  in  the  in- 
terest of  our  food  supply,  upon  which  the 
great  masses  of  our  people  depended. 
They  ought,  no  doubt,  to  be  in  a  better 
position  to  feed  themselves,  but,  un- 
happily, at  this  moment  that  was  not  the 
case.  He  should  like  to  call  the  attention 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  some  statistics 
that  were  given  in  an  admirable  work 
written  by  Sir  Oharles  Dilke,  showing 
the  proportion  of  men  and  field  guns 
possessed  by  different  countries.  Bel- 
gium, with  105,000  men,  had  240  guns ; 
Servia,  including  the  National  Militia, 
had  175,000  men  and  200  guns;  Eou- 
mania  200,000  men  and  336  guns ;  and 
Switzerland,  216,000  men  and  348  guns ; 
and  yet,  in  this  country,  wo  could  not 


Sut  two  Army  Corps  in  the  field  without 
enuding  the  country  of  its  200  field 
guns.  Turning  to  the  question  of  the 
rifie,  his  right  i  hon.  Friend  was  no 
doubt  quite  right  in  not  adopting  a  rifle 
until  he  was  quite  certain  that  the 
weapon  was  the  best  that  could  be  pro- 
duced. He  believed  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  now  making  inquiries  in 
that  direction,  but  what  was  to  happen 
when  the  best  rifle  was  discovered  ?  It 
was  to  be  manufactured  only  for  the 
Army,  and  not  for  the  Militia  or  Volun- 
teers, so  that  it  was  impossible  to  fore- 
tell what  might  happen  if  ever  it  be* 
came  necessary  to  call  all  our  Forces 
into  play.  He  was  afraid  that  the  same 
thing  would  occur  here  at  home  as  oo- 
carred  in  the  Soudan.  Shells  were  sent 
out  without  powder  in  them,  and  other 
shells  which  did  not  fit  the  guns.  Above 
all,  Parliament  had  a  right  to  know  how 
many  arms  we  had  in  store,  and  he 
maintained  that  that  information  would 
never  be  supplied  until  a  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion inquired  into  our  position  with  re- 
spect to  bringing  this  question  before  the 
House.  He  felt  that  he  had  simply 
done  his  duty.  His  object  was  to  place 
the  facts  before  the  country,  and  he 
trusted  that  his  statement  would  be 
amplified  by  other  hon.  Members  who 
would  follow  him.  He  had  read  with 
pleasure  and  gratification  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  Sir  Charles 
Dilke,  who  was  a  Badical  at  heart.  That 
gentleman  knew  France  well,  had  lived 
in  it  for  years,  and  he  told  his  country- 
men as  frankly  as  a  man  could  tell  them 
that  we  were  in  a  most  defenceless  posi- 
tion, and  that  the  position  we  occupied 
was  one  that  was  not  creditable  to  the 
nation.  He  recommended  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  read  the  statements  made  by 
Sir  Charles  Dilke  which  showed  the 
condition  of  our  Army  and  Navy.  The 
highest  military  authorities — such  as 
Sir  Frederick  Boberts  and  Lord  Wolseley, 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  who  made  an  admirable  speech 
last  year — clearly  showed  what  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  was,  and  how  absolutely 
defenceless  we  were  in  the  event  of 
being  attacked.  If  the  enemy  by  any 
evil  fortune  should  come  here  and  take 
possession  of  London,  how  many  millions 
would  be  demanded  in  the  shape  of 
ransom  ?  ILauffAter,']  He  saw  an  hon. 
Afember  lau^h.     5e  woul4  be  the  very 


251 


PtoUetion  of 


{COMMONS} 


t}i«  Bmpire. 


mas,  if  each  a  thin?  should  happen,  to 
fall  into  apanio  and  lose  bis  head.  Now 
was  the  time,  when  we  were  at  peace  with 
all  the  world,  to  consider  what  ought  to 
be  done.  He  remembered  some  totj 
weightj  words  that  were  used  by  the 
Prime  Uinisterof  this  country.  At  Derby 
the  Prime  Minister  said,  "Tourfatewill 
depend  upon  the  preparations  you  have 
made  ia  time  of  peace.  He  recom- 
taended  that  statement  to  hia  right  hon. 
Friends  on  the  Front  Benches,  and 
he  asked  them  to  consider  the  question 
fairly  and  honestly.  He  had  been  for 
many  years  a  Member  of  the  House. 
Oould  it  be  supposed  that  ii  be  did  not 
believe  the  gravity  of  the  situation  and 
the  necessity  for  action  that  he  would 
have  offered  these  remarks?  He  believed 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  and 
essential  that  we  should  know  the  exact 
position  in  which  we  stood.  He  was 
satisfied  that  if  money  was  required  the 
country  would  freely  grant  it,  and  if  the 
Government,  in  any  attempt  to  deal  with 
the  defences  of  the  country,  were  blamed, 
they  would  feel  that  in  making  prepara- 
tion for  a  time  of  need  tbey  had  done 
their  duty  to  their  country.  Let  him 
say  in  coaclusion — May  God  grant  that 
should  the  evil  day  come  we  may  be 
fouod  prepared.    He  begged  to  move — 

"  That  an  hntoble  Addreaa  ba  presented  to  Her 
Uajeit^,  praying  that,  in  order  occnratel;  to 
SKflrtain  our  position,  She  may  be  graoiously 
pleased  to  appoint  a  Aojal  Commiuioo  to 
uiquire  into  and  report  upon  the  military  and 
naval  reqmremenU  for  the  protection  of  the 
"Empilt." 

LoBD  HENET  BRUOE  (Wilts, 
Chippenham],  in  seoonding  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  he  had  to  complain  of  the 
.issue  of  different  kinds  of  rifles  to  the 
Army.  They  ought  to  hnve  the  newest 
and  besli  weapon  for  their  troops.  As  to 
stores,  be  also  pointed  out  that  there 
were  defects,  and  in  this  democratic  age 
the  country  would  never  tolerate  another 
Oriraea.  It  a  calamity  like  that  occurred 
it  would  shake  the  country  to  its  founda- 
tions. 

8ra  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
said,  that  in  accordance  with  the  viotr 
of  the  Ohair  he  would  withdraw  all 
reference  to  the  Navy  from  his  Motion. 

Motion  amended  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  QaettioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  an 
bumble  Addreu  ba  presented  to  Her  Majesty 

Sir  JFalttr  S,  B^rUelo( 


praying  that,  in  older  scooratelj  to  aaoartain 
our  position,  She  may  be  gradoosly  pleased  to 
appoint  a  Boyat  Uommiuion  to  itiquire  into 
and  report  upoa  the  requirement!  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Emirfre."— (Sfr  WaUer  Bartteht.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
uestion." 

Sir  HBNHT  HAVELOOK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  said,  he  rose  with  con- 
siderable pleasure  to  support  the  Motion, 
as  modified,  proposed  by  bis  bon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
west Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot). 
He  did  so  with  more  pleasure  now  that 
the  words  ' '  and  naval "  had  been 
straok  out,  because  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that,  technically,  it  would  not  be 
right  to  raise  the  question  of  the  naval 
resources  of  the  Empire  on  the  Army 
Estimates ;  but  he  should  have  been 
prepared  to  support  the  Hesolution, 
whether  the  words  had  boon  struck  out 
or  not,  because  he  was  persuaded,  &om 
oiroum stances  which  had  lately  occurred, 
that  there  was  no  question  more  vital 
to  the  interests  of  the  country  at  this 
moment  than  that  our  naval  and  mili- 
tary resources  should  be  referred  to 
some  independent  Body,  independent 
both  of  the  House  and  of  the  Principals 
of  Departments  employed  in  supplying 
those  Departments.  He  oould  not  but 
hope  that  the  rumour  which  bad 
reached  him  would  not  turn  out  to  be 
unfounded — that  before  the  end  of  the 
discussion,  which  he  was  afraid  would 
be  somewhat  prolonged,  they  would  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theLoader 
of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  that  be 
was  able  to  see  his  way  to  accede,  in 
some  |shaps  or  other,  to  the  request 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  forNorth-  West  Sussex — namely, 
that  the  condition  and  power  of  eipau- 
sion  of  the  resources  of  the  country,  ttoxn. 
amihtary  pointof  view,  should  he  made 
a  matter  of  inquiry  by  some  great  and 
independent  authority.  Before  proceed- 
ing to  deal  with  the  necessity  for  an 
inquiry,  be  might  be  permitted  to  say 
that  nothing  was  further  from  his  inten- 
tion than  of,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
hampering  the  Government,  or  of  tying* 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  or  In  any  way  unfairly  criticizing 
any  of  the  changes  which  they  were 
happy  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  made  during  the  last  12  months. 
He  belisTod  the  Secretary  of  State  fop 
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War  had  already  more  than  fulBlIed 
the  anticipations  which  were  formed 
last  year  as  to  his  probable  action ;  the 
steps  he  had  ta^en  had  been  almost, 
wiUiout  exception,  in  the  right  direc- 
tion ;  and  no  doubt,  when  he  came  to 
have  a  longer  experience  in  his  Office, 
he  would  show  that  confidence  had  been 
Tery  rightly  reposed  in  him.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Hayelock-Allan)  considered  that 
we  were  now  entering  upon  a  happy 
period  of  wise  and  decisive  military 
change ;  but  there  were  blots  on  every 
sun,  and,  touching  for  a  moment  points  of 
detail  before  he  dealt  with  the  general 
Besolution  before  the  House,  he  should 
like  to  say  that  in  one  ort  wo  things  he  was 
extremely  disappointed  with  the  Esti- 
mate presented  to  them.  The  House  would 
recollect  that  last  year  they  were  much 
exercised  in  their  minds  in  regard  to  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  the  Horse 
Artillery.  He  hoped  the  Oovernment 
would  take  warning  from  what  hap- 
pened last  year ;  many  Members  of  the 
Mouse  would  have  been  pleased  to  test 
the  matter  by  taking  a  Division,  because 
they  thought  that  the  reductions  made 
were  unwise,  and  were  not  justified  by 
the  reasons  put  forward  for  the  step. 
He  trusted  they  would  not  be  put  to  that 
shift  to-night;  bat  he  would  recall  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  which 
was,  to  some  degree,  the  tacit  under- 
standing on  which  he,  for  one,  voted  for 
the  Government  last  year.  He  under- 
stood that  the  reductions  which  were 
made  in  the  Horse  Artillery — a  branch 
of  the  Service  which  everybody  in  the 
House  and  in  the  country  agreed  was 
one  of  the  most  highly  scientific  and 
efficient,  both  from  a  military  and  an 
economical  point  of  view — wouldbemore 
than  counterbalanced  by  some  large 
increases  in  other  branches  of  the 
Artillery.  He  had  searched  the  Esti- 
mates, and  the  explanatory  Memorandum 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
issued,  but  had  been  unable  to  find 
what  the  corresponding  increase  in  the 
effective  force  of  the  country  was.  It 
was  with  much  reluctance  that  hon. 
Members  consented  to  a  large  reduction 
of  that  brilliant  force,  the  Horse 
Artillery  ;  but  they  were  told  that  they 
were  to  have  in  place  of  it  a  very  large 
expansion  of  the  Field  Artillery  of  the 
country ;  they  were  told  that  they  were 
t  o  have  a  large  expansion  of  the  Mili- 
tary Transport  Corps ;  that  they   were 


going  to  have  14  ammunition  columns 
formed;  but  he  could  find  no  re- 
ference to  these  columns  in  the  Esti- 
mates. Perhaps,  before  the  dis- 
cussion ended,  they  would  receive  some 
explanation  upon  the  point.  Upon 
another  question  of  detail  he  found  in 
the  Memorandum  points  which  to  him 
had  rather  a  suspicious  sound.  They 
were  told  that  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment and  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  an  intention  with  which  he 
(Sir  Henry  Havelock-Allan)  entirely 
acquiesced,  was  that  we  should  have 
two  Army  Corps  and  a  Cavalry  Division 
ready  for  mobilization.  He  could  not 
say  how  strongly  he  would  advocate 
that  measure  being  carried  out  in  its 
entirety.  He  found  every  detail  given 
as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  First  Army 
Corps ;  as  to  its  Infantry  battalions  and 
its  adjuncts ;  but  he  found  nothing  of 
the  sort  with  regard  to  the  Second  Army 
Corps.  He  found  only  that  the  units 
existed  somewhere;  there  was  nothing 
shown  in  detail  as  to  the  mode  of  ex- 
panding the  units.  The  First  Army 
Corps  was  supposed  to  consist  of  eight 
battalions  at  home,  exclusive  of  three 
battalions  of  Guards  and  the  five  bat- 
talions at  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  which 
were  supposed  to  be  in  readiness  for 
immediate  service,  and  which,  taken 
altogether,  constituted  the  Infantry  of 
the  First  Army  Corps.  These  units 
were  in  a  fair  state  of  efficiency.  The 
three  battalions  of  Guards,  for  instance, 
had,  under  the  present  short- service 
system,  a  mode  of  expansion  of  their  own 
which  was  so  admirable  that  he  wished 
the  system  were  extended  to  the  rest  of 
the  Army.  The  system  observed  in  the 
Brigade  of  Guards  had  been  to  reduce 
the  term  of  service  from  seven  years  to 
three,  and  to  allow  the  men  to  spend 
the  remainder  of  their  service  in  the 
Reserves.  He  might  say — not,  of  oourse, 
for  the  information  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  but  for  the  general  information  of 
the  country — that  that  system  had  been 
most  wonderfully  effective,  and  that 
whereas  the  battalions  of  Guards  had  a 
strength  of  750  each,  they  had  in  addi- 
tion, by  the  operation  or  expansion  of 
the  short-service  system,  a  reserve  of 
their  own  numbering  about  3,000  men 
— that  was  to  say,  that  they  were  able 
to  fill  up  their  battalions  with  men  who 
hi^4  already  belonged  to  the  Brigadet 
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He  was  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  about  to  develop  the  system  by 
applying  it  to  other  arms  which  did  not 
serve  in  India,  and  to  which  the  system 
of  short  service  could  best  be  applied. 
He  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan)  would 
like  to  know  by  what  means  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  proposed  to  expand  the 
21  battalions  which  were  to  constitute 
the  Infantry  of  the  Second  Army  Oorps  ? 
For  every  one  of  those  battalions  there 
would  be  at  least  200  men  required  who 
could  only  be  taken  from  the  Beserve 
or  from  regiments  at  home.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  redistribution  of 
the  Infantry  was  the  wisest  which  could 
have  been  made.  Formerly  there  were 
no  less  than  five  different  scales,  ranging 
from  920  to  550  ;  imdoubtedly,  the  bat- 
talions upon  the  smaller  scale  were  too 
weak,  and  there  were  obvious  reasons 
why  they  should  be  strengthened.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  gone  a  little  too  far  in 
the  other  direction.  It  stood  to  reason 
that  whenever  the  Second  Army  Corps 
was  called  upon,  the  21  battalions  would 
have  to  be  reinforced  by  at  least  200 
men,  and  perhaps  by  as  many  as  400. 
Ho  saw  considerable  reason  to  appre- 
hend great  weakness  and  great  difficulty 
in  an  arrangement  of  that  sort,  and  he 
did  not  know  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  if  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  were 
to  recast  his  scheme  so  far  as  to  have, 
at  all  events,  one-half  of  the  battalions 
of  the  Second  Army  Corps  in  the  highest 
degree  of  readiness.  In  the  same  way, 
as  regarded  the  Cavalry,  last  year  he 
drew  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  the  difficulties  which  existed  in 
the  present  machinery  for  the  expansion 
on  short  notice  of  the  Cavalry  service. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  raised 
the  Establishment  of  certain  regiments 
by  44  horses  and  a  corresponding  num- 
ber of  men ;  but  he  (Sir  Henry  Have- 
lock-Allan)  did  not  see  that  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  dealt  with  a  subject 
which  was  of  primary  importance — 
namely,  the  general  re -organization  of 
the  Cavalry,  which  would  enable  him  to 
readily  expand  that  branch  of  the 
Service  on  a  great  emergency.  He 
believed  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  would 
find  that  there  was  no  arm  of  the  Ser- 
vice which  would  respond  more  readily 
to  anything  that  was  done  in  the  direc- 
tion of  giving  increased  efficiency ;  and 
be  hoped  that  when  the  Army  Estimates 


were  produced  next  year,  they  would 
find  that  the  whole  Cavalry  system  had 
received  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War.  There  was  another 
point  deserving  of  consideration,  and 
that  was  the  means  of  suddenly  finding 
a  useful  adjunct  to  our  small  Cavalry 
force  by  a  greater  development  of  the 
system  of  Mounted  Infantry.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  already  taken  a 
great  step  in  advanee  by  the  course  he 
had  pursued  at  Aldershot  in  respect  to 
providing  Cavalry  adjuncts.  He  had 
also  taken  a  step  in  advance  by  putting 
a  greater  amount  of  responsibility, 
which  also  included  a  greater  degree 
of  power,  in  the  hands  of  the  Military 
Chiefs  of  the  Army.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had,  for  instance,  put  the 
transports  and  supplies  under  the 
Quartermaster  General,  instead  of  re- 
taining them  under  the  Civil  Depart- 
ment of  the  War  Office;  that  was  a 
change  in  respect  of  which  nothing 
could  be  said  but  in  praise.  There  was 
another  change  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made,  and  which  was 
an  essential  feature  of  his  scheme,  but 
the  result  of  it  could  only  be  judged  by 
experience ;  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan)  thought  its  success  was  somewhat 
questionable.  That  change  was  the 
abolition  of  the  Office  of  Surveyor  Gene- 
ral of  Ordnance.  The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Exeter  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  had  set  an  example  of  patriotic 
abnegation  in  this  matter  which  could 
not  be  over-estimated ;  he  had  allowed 
the  Office  he  held  to  be  abolished  in  the 
interests  of  the  Army  and  of  the  country 
generally.  He  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan)  doubted  whether  it  was  wise  to 
do  away  with  the  Office  of  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance ;  they  had  now 
two  military  heads  of  the  great  branches 
of  the  Army,  the  Adjutant  General  and 
the  Quartermaster  General,  working 
under  a  Chief ;  but  they  had  nothing 
which  corresponded  in  the  smallest  pos- 
sible degree  with  what  he  might  call 
the  intermediate  position  between  the 
Financial  Secretary  and  the  two  military 
heads.  The  recommendation  of  Sir 
James  Stephen's  Committee  was  not 
that  the  office  should  be  done  away 
with,  but  that  it  should  be  put  into  the 
hands  of  a  military  man;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  if  that  recommendation  had 
been  carried  out,  it  would  have  been  a 
far  better  change  than  that  which  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  determined  upon. 
There  were   manj   military  men   who 
were  perfectly   competent   to   fill  that 
position  with  credit  to  themeelves  and 
advantage  to  the  country;   indeed,  he 
need  not  go  farther  than  to  say  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley) 
was  an  officer  well  calculated  by  his 
wide  experience  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  the  Office  faithfully  and  well.     He 
quite  agreed  that  the  holder  of  the  Office 
should  be  a  military  man  who  had  a 
seat  in  the  House  of  Oommons.   Having 
said  so  much  as  to  detail,  he  might  be 
allowed  to    give    the    reason   why   ho 
was  heartily  in  accord   with    the  hon. 
and    gallant    Gentleman   the    Member 
for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  whose  Eesolution  was  now 
before    the    House.      The    hon.    and 
gallant  Baronet   aeked    the   House  to 
allow  the  whole  question  of  our  military 
resources  to  be   examined  by  a  com- 
petent tribunal  which  would  be  inde- 
pendent and  apart  from   this    House. 
That  was  also  the  rec:)mmendation  of 
Lord  Wolseley,  a  great  and  distinguished 
soldier,  whose  opinion  could  not  be  sup- 
posed to   be  biassed   by   any  personal 
feeling  at  all.     If  there  wore  any  great 
changes  at  all  in  the  military  system, 
they  must  carry  popular  opinion  with 
them,  they  must  carry  the  constituencies 
with  them,  and  that  could  not  bo  done 
with  the  present  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
three  great  branches  of  military  defences. 
The  three  great  branches  of  our  defen- 
sive resources  consisted  of  the  Army, 
Navy,  and  the  Indian  defences.     These 
were   intimately   connected    with    each 
other,  for  it  was  impossible  to  say  how 
interlaced  and  intertwined  one  was  with 
the  other.     (Questions  were  constantly 
arising  in  the  one  branch  or  the  other 
which  ought  to  be  considered  by  some- 
one who  could  take  a  purview  of  the 
whole.    The  supporters  of  the  Eesolu- 
tion simply  asked  that,  considering  how 
widely  spread  these  three  branches  were, 
considering  that  it  was  impossible  for 
any  one  Department  of  the  three  to  deal 
with  any  but  its  own  branch,  the  whole 
question    of  our   resources   should   be 
referred  to  an  independent  tribunal,  not 
for    Executive   purposes,   but   for    the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  in  gross  what  it 
was  we  required,  and  for  familiarizing 
the  country  with  our  requirements,  and, 
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therefore,  allowing  us  to  have  popular 
opinion  and  support  at  the  back  of 
such  increased  demands  as  the  best  and 
most  competent  authorities  might  desire 
to  make.  Take,  for  instance,  the  case 
of  our  Imperial  defence.  Our  Imperial 
defence  was  not  confined  to  our  Army. 
As  we  lost  our  insular  position  and 
came  to  regard  our  Indian  possessions, 
the  question  branched  out  and  be- 
came one  to  be  dealt  with  by  those 
who  had  an  entire  view  of  the  military 
as  well  as  the  naval  requirements.  Our 
Colonial  defence  could  only  be  conducted 
by  the  Navy  and  the  Army  combined. 
If  any  large  developments  were  to  be 
made,  they  must  be  backed  up  by 
popular  opinion.  To  go  a  little  into 
detail,  he  was  bound  to  admit  that  he 
felt  a  very  great  responsibility  in  this 
matter,  for  three  reasons.  The  first 
was  that  since  the  institution  of  the 
short-service  system  in  1871,  he  had 
been  one  of  those  who  had  warmly 
espoused  the  cause  of  short  service.  If 
Lord  Cranbrook  were  in  the  House,  he 
would  recollect  that  in  1874  hjs  (Sir 
Henry  Havelock  -  Allan)  begged  tho 
noble  Lord  not  to  make  any  great  or 
sweeping  change  in  the  principle  of 
short  service  until  it  bad  been  submitted 
to  a  thorough  investigation.  We  had 
now  reached,  however,  a  period  when 
we  could  see  whether  the  system  had 
answered  to  expectations  or  not.  They 
were  told  by  those  who  advocated  the 
system  in  1871  that  it  would  give  them 
an  effective  Eeserve  of  160,000  trained 
men.  He  pointed  out  in  1876  that,  from 
causes  which  were  on  the  surface,  the 
Eeserve  would  never  reach  more  than 
45,000  or  50,000  men  ;  and  now,  after 
an  experience  of  15  years,  they  found 
that  that  was  the  result  achieved.  By 
these  Estimates,  public  attention  was 
directed  to  the  fact  that  the  Eeserve  had 
now  reached  a  maximum  of  51,000  men, 
and  that  the  passage  of  8,000  men  to 
the  Eeserve  would  be  more  than  com- 
pensated for  by  the  discharge  of  an 
equal  or  larger  number  of  men.  There- 
fore, at  all  events  in  this  year,  and  in 
the  next  year,  and,  perhaps,  the  year 
after  that,  there  would  be  no  develop- 
ment of  the  Eeserve.  Thus  we  had 
reached  a  period  of  progress  when  we 
might  look  back  on  the  Eeserve  system, 
and  see  what  it  had  done  for  us  and 
what  it  had  failed  to  do  for  us.  There 
was  another  important  branch  of  the 
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snhject,  and  that  was  the  social  condition 
of  the  men  of  the  Ilesorvo.     The  groat 
bulk    of   the    51,000    men   were   now 
wandering  about   the   country   in  the 
painful  condition  of  waifa  and   strays. 
From    long    personal    experience    he 
know  that,  in  the  present  depression  of 
tho  labour  market  and  in  the  present 
depression  of  our  trade,  men  in  every 
employment  were  being  discharged,  and 
the  Roservo  men  were  those  who  suffered 
most.     Our  Eesorve  men  were  in  a  con- 
dition but   very  little  above    that   of 
paupers.     That  was  a  discredit  to  the 
country,  and  he  trusted  some  step  would 
be  taken  very  shortly  to  remedy  that 
great  defect.     As  regarded  the  Militia, 
which  was  the  next  branch  of  our  de- 
fensive force,  the  painful  fact  came  out 
year  after  year  that  it  was  dwindling  in 
numbers.  The  Inspector  General  of  Ee- 
cruiting  mentioned  that  this  year  the 
enlistments  were   1,700  men  less  than 
last  year.     But  that  did  not  represent 
the  decline  altogether.  Last  year  17,000 
men  had  failed  to  appear  at  the  annual 
trainings.      The  Establishment   of  the 
Militia  was  113,000;  and  if  they  struck 
out  17,000  who  failed  to  appear,  and 
31,000  who  were  in  the  Militia  Reserve, 
they  would  find  that  if  the  Militia  were 
called  out  to-morrow  to  reinforce   the 
Army,  nearly  40  per  cent  of  the  whole 
would  not  be  found.  Then,  as  regarded 
the  Volunteers,  he  was  happy  to  say 
that  the  numbers  and  efiOiciency  were 
increasing  year  by  year;    but  if  they 
supposed  that  the  Volunteers  were  fill- 
ing a  position  in  the  defensive  force  of 
this  country  which  would  enable  them 
to  be  of  great  importance  to  us  in  case 
of  foreign  war,  we  were  very  much  mis- 
taken.   It  was  because  he  believed  that 
the  people  of  this  country  were  misin- 
formed as  to  the  office  which  each  part 
of  our  military  resources  had  to  play, 
and  as  to  what  we  could  reasonably  ex- 
pect from  it,  that  he  thought  a  general 
inquiry    should    be    hold — an    inquiry 
which  would  make  every  detail  of  our 
military  organization    familiar  to   the 
electors    of    the   country,    who  might, 
therefore,  give  them  their  support  when 
great  changes  were  contemplated.     lie 
had  the  pleasure  and  advantage,  a  few 
days  ago.  of  listening  to  the  discussion 
at  the    United   Service  Institution,  in 
which  the  work,  merits,  and  defects  of 
the  Indian  Army  were  brought  out  in 
striking  light.     As  regarded  the  Indian 
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Army,  he  believed  that  the  changes 
made  of  late  years  had  had  the  effect  of 
rendering  it,  for  its  numbers,  more 
efficient  than  ever  it  was  before.  But 
there  was  a  great  change — a  political 
change,  it  might  be  called — with  regard 
to  that  Army  which  had  been  on  the 
carpet  for  25  years  past,  and  which,  if 
made,  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  best 
military  authorities,  render  that  Army  by 
no  means  such  an  effective  assistance  to  us 
as  we  supposed  it  would  be  in  the  con- 
tingency of  a  great  European  war.  The 
enormous  reserve  of  officers  we  had  in 
the  Indian  Army  had  entirely  dis- 
appeared ;  that  was  a  question  of  vital 
importance.  These  men,  for  their  num- 
bers, might  be  as  efficient  as  they  could 
be  ;  their  patriotism,  their  earnestness, 
and  zeal  was  everything  that  could  be 
desired;  but  the  organization  under  suc- 
cessive changes,  made  by  successive  Go- 
vernments— all  because  we  had  no  such 
thing  as  continuity  of  military  policy — 
had  been  such  as  to  deprive  the  Indian 
Army  of  any  reserve  of  officers,  and  if 
we  were  depending  upon  that  Army  in 
time  of  need  we  wore  depending  upon  a 
broken  reed.  It  was  sometimes  said 
that  we  had  lost  weight  in  the  Councils 
of  the  world.  He  had  before  him  some 
opinions  uttered  by  a  distinguished 
German  officer.  The  disparaging  opi- 
nions which  this  officer  formed  of  us 
arose  solely  from  the  fact  that  the  whole 
of  our  resources  were  never  dealt  with 
as  a  whole.  In  Germany  they  had  just 
the  opposite  state  of  things.  We,  of 
course,  did  not  aspire  to  imitate  the 
German  nation  in  military  matters, 
because  they  were  beset  with  dangers  on 
the  right  and  on  the  left,  and,  there- 
fore, the  whole  population  was  armed 
for  the  purpose  of  defence.  What  he 
complained  of  was  that  we  had  nothing 
corresponding  to  that  in  this  country; 
and  so  long  as  the  present  system  con- 
tinued of  dealing  with  the  requirements 
of  each  of  the  three  branches — the 
Army,  the  Navy,  and  the  Indian  Ser- 
vice— each  on  its  own  lines  alone,  we 
should  never  have  a  corresponding  ad- 
vantage. He  had  read  the  excellent 
articles  of  Sir  Charles  Dilke  on  the 
Armies  of  Europe:  Sir  Charles  Dilke 
viewed  the  matter  from  a  different  point 
of  view,  but  came  to  the  same  conclusion 
that  he  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
came  to,  and  that  was  that,  in  spite  of 
our    Heserve    system,     and    in    spite 
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of  the  development  of  our  military 
system  in  many  respects,  our  great  and 
most  serious  difHculty  had  never  been 
touched  at  all,  and  that  the  total  num- 
ber of  men  we  could  muster  was  not  only 
ludicrously  inadequate  for  Imperial  and 
Colonial  wants,  but  that  it  would  not 
carry  us  through  a  war  of  three  months' 
duration.  If  there  was  any  semblance 
of  truth  for  these  opinions,  a  case  had 
been  made  out  which  required  the 
earnest  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House,  who, 
he  hoped,  in  this  matter  would  not  be 
influenced  at  all  by  any  section  of 
opinion — by,  for  instance,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  on  the  one  hand,  or 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  on 
the  other.  He  could  not  suppose  for 
one  moment  that  anyone  would  main- 
tain that  the  two  Gentlemen  he  had 
mentioned  were  the  proper  tribunals  to 
settle  a  great  national  question  like  this. 
Military  and  naval  Members  of  the 
House  had  great  responsibilities  to  dis- 
charge; they  were  sent  to  Parliament  by 
their  various  constituencies  with  the 
implied  understanding  that  they  would 
do  all  they  could  to  further  the  Imperial 
interests  of  the  country,  and  to  see  that 
the  nation  got  their  money's  worth.  They 
endeavoured  to  discharge  that  duty ;  but 
they  could  never  do  it  by  criticizing  the 
Army  or  Navy  Estimates  alone,  or  by 
discussing  the  Estimates  for  the  Indian 
Service  alone.  They  never  would  be 
able  to  do  that  until  they  had  raised,  by 
some  means  or  other,  an  opinion  that 
matters  were  not  altogether  right  in  the 
sense  that  they  were  not  dealt  with  by 
a  separate  and  large  tribunal  which 
took  a  view  of  the  whole  system.  He 
believed  it  was  the  opinion  of  every 
military  man — Sir  Charles  Dilke  was 
not  a  military  man,  but  he  was  a  highly 
trained  politician  who,  perhaps,  more 
than  any  other  man  in  the  country,  was 
acquainted  with  what  our  requirements 
wore  in  consequence  of  the  great  deve- 
lopments of  the  Continent,  and  he  came 
to  the  same  conclusion — that  until  they 
had  the  support  of  the  nation  at  their 
back,  and  until  they  had  developed  some 
system  of  universal  military  training,  the 
requirements  of  this  country  with  regard 
to  Imperial  and  Colonial  defence  would 
never  be  fulfilled.  In  1876  he  had  the 
honour  of  serving  on  a  Committee 
which  had  several  changes  in  the  Army 
referred  to  it,  and  among  other  ques- 


tions was  that  of  the  possibility,  under 
certain  circumstances,  of  reverting  to  the 
old  system  of  balloting  for  the  Militia 
or  a  modified  form  of  conscription.     He 
produced  before    that   Committee  evi- 
dence showing  that  where  a  ballot  for 
the  Militia,  together  with  the  money 
substitution,     was     allowed,     the    one 
killed  the  other,  and  balloting  for  the 
Militia  became  invalid.    Militia  substi- 
tutes wore  purchased  at  a  great  rate — 
as  high  as  60  guineas  a  man — and  that 
killed     recruiting   for   the    Army  then 
employed  under  the  conduct  of  Welling- 
ton   in    the    Fensinula.      Did    anyone 
suppose  that  this  country  would  permit 
for   a   moment  the  revival   of  such   a 
system  ?    If  that  was  so,  we  were  still 
leaning  on  a  false  hope  and  were  still 
living  in  a  fool's  paradise.     Under  no 
conceivable    circumstances    would    the 
ballot  for  the  Militia  ever  be  tolerated  in 
this  country  again.     There  was  now  a 
large  electorate  and  a  democratic  form 
of  government.      Was  it  to  be  supposed 
that  if  there  was  balloting  for  the  Militia 
money  exemptions  would  be  tolerated  ? 
If  they  came  to  make  a  demand  on  the 
people,  the  first  thing  the  people  would 
demand   under   a  democratic    form    of 
government  would  be  that  there  should 
be  no  destinction  whatever,  that  money 
substitutes  should  be  entirely  done  away 
with,  and  that  the  son  of  the  duke  and 
the  son  of  the  labourer  should  serve  in 
the  ranks  side  by   side.      Was   it  not 
possible  to  devise  some  scheme  by  which, 
instead  of  going  against  popular  senti- 
ment, they  could  carry  popular  sentiment 
with  them  ?    Was  it  not  possible  that 
by  a  wise  development  of  our  resources 
we  might  have  a  larger  number  of  men 
trained  who  might  be  brought  to  the 
military   assistance    of  the    country    if 
required  ?    He  could  conceive  no  better 
tribunal  to  which  the  question  could  be 
referred  than  a  Koyal  Commission.  The 
question  to  be  decided   was  how   they 
were  to  reconcile  the  military  require- 
ments of  the  country  with  the  democratic 
feeling    which   existed    nowadays,  and 
the  longer  they  deferred  the  considera- 
tion of  such  a  question  the  longer  they 
would  be  living  in  a  fool's  paradise,  and 
the  crash   must  eventually  come  upon 
them  in  such  a  way  that  it  would  be 
dangerous  to    the    foundations  of   the 
Empire.     He  believed  that  a  system  of 
universal   training    might    be    devised 
which  would  not  only  be  popular  but 
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which  would  be  demanded  instead  of 
resisted  by  the  democracy.  The  Eeserve 
system,  which  had  cost  the  country 
millions  sterling,  had  reached  its  utmost 
point  of  expansion.  We  were  obliged  to 
take  men  into  the  Eeserve  who  had  17 
years'  service  in  the  Army.  In  that 
degree  the  system  did  not  differ  from 
the  old  service  in  which  we  kept  men  in 
the  Army  for  16  and  17  years  and  then 
discharged  them.  He  had  the  honour  of 
being  continually  brought  in  contact  with 
one  of  the  most  democratic  constituencies 
in  the  country,  and  he  could  say  that  if 
such  a  tribunal  as  a  Hoyal  Commission 
were  allowed  to  investigate  the  question 
of  the  power  of  expansion  of  our  military 
resources,  taken  as  a  whole,  it  would 
very  soon  arrive  at  the  result  that  a 
system  of  universal  training  could  be 
devised  which  would  not  be  uncongenial 
to  the  labouring  classes,  but  actually 
demanded  by  them.  The  Volunteers 
were  kept  up  to  an  effective  strength  of 
230,000  or  240,000,  but  from  their  very 
constitution  they  could  not  be  called  out 
in  case  of  a  foreign  war.  From  every 
point  of  view  a  large  development  of  the 
voluntary  military  system  was  absolutely 
necessary.  He  had  the  pleasure  and 
privilege  of  passing  many  months  during 
the  hot  summer  of  1877  with  the  Eussian 
Army  in  the  field,  and  he  could  bear 
witness  that  the  Eussian  soldiers  were 
almost  matchless  for  their  enormous  en- 
thusiasm and  their  great  patriotism. 
They  were  taken  from  a  population  which 
numbered  80,000,000,  and  therefore  the 
power  of  expansion  which  the  Eussian 
Army  possessed  was  almost  unlimited. 
Eussia  had  an  effective  force  of  very 
nearly  4,000,000  of  men,  and  a  gradual 
development  of  her  system  of  communi- 
cation had  brought  her  to  ourvery  doors, 
80  to  speak.  There  were  people  in  this 
country  who  supposed  that  the  delimita- 
tion of  the  Afghan  Frontier  would  be 
security  for  us  in  the  future,  but  that 
delimitation  was  the  very  thing  which 
would  compel  this  country  some  day  to 
come  actively  to  the  assistance  of  the 
Ameer  at  Cabul.  We  ought  to  be  pre- 
pared for  such  an  event,  and  not  allow 
ourselves  to  be  taken  unawares.  To 
return  to  what  he  had  previously  re- 
ferred to,  let  him  say  he  had  found,  in 
appealing  to  a  democratic  constituency 
that  the  one  thing  of  all  others  which 
the  people  desired  was  free  education. 
He  was  persuaded    that  means  could 
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\  easily  be  devised  whereby  the  children 
of  the  working  men  of  the  country  could 
be  given  an  absolutely  free  education, 
beginning  at  the  age  of  10  years,  and 
going  on  as  long  as  desired.  And  then 
if  they  provided  for  the  people  from  15 
to  21  years  of  age  free  technical  educa- 
tion, combined  with  a  certain  portion  of 
military  training,  such  a  project  would 
be  readly  accepted  by  the  working 
class,  because  they  would  feel  it  was  one 
which  was  not  beneath  their  dignity  to 
accept. 

Sir  EDWAED  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head)  said,  that  it  so  happened  that 
both  the  present  Eesolution  and  the  for- 
mer one  had  so  much  in  common  with 
the  Memorandum  and  Eeport  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  laid 
before  the  Houee,  that  they  all  related 
to  that  most  urgent  question — the  de- 
fence of  the  Empire.  That  brought 
with  it  the  great  advantage  that  the 
debate  on  military  subjects,  instead  of 
being  diffused,  and  one  might  say  lost, 
over  a  vast  variety  of  matters,  was 
directed  to  a  practical  end.  The  Secro- 
]  tary  of  State  for  War  proposed,  after 
I  reference  to  the  Eeport  of  his  Com- 
mittee, to  complete  the  fortifications  of 
Portsmouth,  Plymouth,  and  the  Thames, 
of  Gibraltar  and  Malta,  and  of  the  other 
coaling  stations  so  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Empire,  and  would 
ask  for  a  sum  of  £2,200,000  to  be  spe- 
cially devoted  to  these  purposes.  For 
his  (Sir  Edward  Hamley's)  own  part, 
he  thought  that  both  the  House  and  the 
country  might  well  be  congratulated  on 
the  fact  that  a  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  at  length  brought  forward  a 
specific  proposal  for  the  national  de- 
fences of  the  country,  and  had  done  it  in 
earnest  and  in  a  practical  way.  They 
had  been  but  too  much  accustomed  to 
see  it  dealt  with  in  a  make-believe 
fashion.  They  had  heard  words  of  pro- 
mise uttered  to  the  ear  but  broken  to 
the  hope,  never  intended,  perhaps,  to  be 
kept,  but  meant  only  as  a  decent  shelv- 
ing of  the  question.  But  now  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  told  the  Houso 
not  only  that  these  matters  were  urgent 
and  must  receive  attention,  but  had  also 
indicated  the  financial  mode  of  putting 
his  proposal  into  execution ;  and  that 
mode,  he  was  happy  to  say,  was 
not  by  the  illusory  means  of  the  Army 
Estimates.  But  he  confessed  that  he 
wished  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
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have  seen  his  way  to  make  a  larger  and 
bolder  demand,  for  it  would  appear  to 
be  only  necessary  to  convince  the  House, 
as  he   was  sure   could  be   done,  that 
certain  measures   were    absolutely  in- 
dispensable for  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try, and  then  it  would  follow,  as  the 
night  the  day,  that  the  means  for  giviog 
them  effect  to  the  full  extent  would  be 
forthcoming.     If  the  House  was  con- 
vinced  and  would  admit    that  certain 
measures    were    indispensable    to    the 
safety  of  the  country,  and  were  at  the 
same  time  to  refuse  the  means  of  giving 
effect  to  those  measures,    that  would 
argue  a  degree  of  unreason  which  it 
would  be  disrespectful  to  attribute  to 
that  Assembly.     Of  course,  in  coming  to 
a  conclusion  the  House  would  wish  to 
put  itself  in  accord  with  the  feeling  of 
the  country.     But  the  same   might  be 
said  of  the  country  as  of  the  House — 
that  if  it  were  convinced  that  its  own 
safety  depended  on  certain  measures,  it 
would  certainly  press  for  their  imme- 
diate execution.     Hitherto   the  public 
had  been  very  little  acquainted  with  the 
matter.     It  had  had  no  means  of  in- 
forming itself.     It  was  not  to  be  sup- 
posed that  many  persons  outside  of  that 
House  ever  saw  or  examined  the  Army 
Estimates ;  still  less  was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  if  they  did  they  would  under- 
stand them.    They  knew  that  we  had 
Naval  fortresses,  but  they  were    only 
now  learning  that  as  fortresses  they  had 
become  ineffective.    They  knew  also  we 
had  spent  a  great  deal  of  money  on  guns, 
but  they  were  only  beginning  to  under- 
stand that  those  weapons  had  become 
useless,    because    they    were  obsolete. 
They  saw  that  in  our  Volunteers  we  had 
a  body  of  very  fine  and  very  zealous 
men,  smartly    dressed  and  carrying  a 
rifle  ;  but  the   public  were  only   just 
realizing  the   fact    that    the   National 
Army  was  unable   to   keep   the   field 
for  a  couple  of  days  for  want  of  equip- 
ment.    They  knew  that  in  their  time 
no  enemy  had  ever  appeared   on  our 
coasts,   and   they   were    not    prone  to 
believe  that  any  ever   would  appear. 
They  saw  the  nations  of  the  Continent 
groaning   beneath    their    huge    arma- 
ments,   military  and   naval,   but  they 
were  not  yet  accustomed  to  connect  these 
in  their  minds  with  the  idea  of  danger 
to    England ;    and    as    they    had    the 
natural  disinclination  of  all  subjects  in 
all  States  to   give  money    for   public 


purposes,  they  had  been  exactly  in  the 
condition  of  mind  to  give  ear  to  those 
trading  politicians  who,  knowing  no 
more  of  the  state  of  the  case  than  the 
people  themselves  did,  had  been  always 
ready  to  persuade  them  that  it  was  a 
heinous  oflfence  to  give  money  for  arma- 
ments or  defences,  and  who  only  looked 
on  the  relations  of  the  great  I'Military 
Powers  with  each  other,  where  the  in- 
discretion of  an  outpost  might  precipi- 
tate a  general  war,  to  draw  from  thence 
the  happy  conclusion  that  nobody  de- 
sired, or  ever  would  desire,  to  interrupt 
the  peace  of  the  world.  He  thought  it 
was  Mr.  Cobden,  an  eminent  apostle  of 
peace,  who  once  said — it  might  have 
been  in  that  House  for  all  he  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  knew  —  he  could 
crumple  up  Eussia  like  a  sheet  of  paper. 
It  was  a  great  pity  he  did  not  do  it,  for 
it  would  have  saved  us  an  immense 
amount  of  expense  and  panic.  But  he 
could  not  doubt  that  that  declaration, 
coming  from  so  trusted  a  source,  did  a 
great  deal  of  harm  to  the  nation.  Now, 
he  was  happy  to  think  that  the  people 
were  beginning  to  emerge  from  that  con- 
dition of  ignorance,  and  there  were 
many  signs  abroad  that  the  idea  that 
our  defences  must  be  looked  to  was 
spreading  fast.  He  wished  very  much, 
therefore,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  felt  himself  able  to  repose  a 
larger  confidence  in  the  willingness  both 
of  the  House  and  of  the  people  to  render 
themselves,  their  property,  and  their 
honour  safe  against  the  formidable 
States  which  might,  on  some  sudden 
occasion,  direct  their  weapons  against 
us,  and  which  were  always  prepared 
to  the  last  detail  for  war.  But  he 
willingly  accepted  this  instalment  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  offered. 
What  was  proposed  would  be  so  much 
indispensable  work  done,  cleared  out 
of  the  way,  and  carried  to  the  credit 
of  the  nation.  Our  naval  fortresses 
would  no  longer  present  the  ridiculous 
spectacle  of  defensive  works  which  were 
not  defensible,  armed  with  obsolete  and 
dismounted  artillery.  It  would  be  seen 
from  the  proposals  in  the  Memorandum 
that  part  of  the  sum  was  to  be  appro- 
priated to  the  completion  of  what  was  to 
be  done  in  this  Island,  and  part  to  what 
was  to  be  done  outside  of  it.  Now  there 
was  so  much  to  be  done  for  our  defences 
both  at  home  and  abroad  that  it  was, 
perhaps,  difficult  to  say  what  should  first 
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demand  attention.  Where  all  was 
80  urgent  it  might,  perhaps,  be  thought 
that  there  was  no  first.  But,  without 
meaning  to  dispute  that  it  was  indis- 
pensable to  the  interests  of  the  Empire 
to  place  our  Mediterranean  fortresses 
in  a  thorough  condition  of  defence,  he 
was  of  opinion  that  if  part  only  of  the 
defences  was  to  be  undertaken,  that 
part  should  lie  within  the  four  seas  of 
Britain.  It  was  better  to  have  one  piece 
uf  work  finished  than  many  pieces  in- 
complete, and,  consequently,  so  long  as 
incomplete,  absolutely  ine^ectual;  and 
he  should,  therefore,  have  preferred  to 
see  the  proposed  sum  appropriated  in 
that  direction.  It  would  be  doubtless 
an  excellent  thing  to  have  our  great 
Dockyards,  and  the  river  by  which  an 
enemy's  ships  would  approach  London, 
made  secure.  So  far  all  must  agree; 
nor  need  there  be  any  dissent  from  that 
part  of  the  Eeport  which  placed  Malta 
and  Gibraltar  next  in  importance  among 
military  ports.  Those  places  were  cer- 
tainly rightly  placed  high  in  the  list 
of  military  ports;  but  he  could  not 
but  remember  that  while  we  were  for- 
tifying them,  the  commercial  ports,  the 
avenues  on  which  we  depended  for  so 
large  a  portion  of  our  daily  bread,  would 
be  left,  he  would  not  say  undefended, 
but  still  open  to  those  attacks  which 
naval  men  thought  we  would  be 
especially  exposed  to  in  the  future. 
Admiral  Aube,  one  of  the  French  Minis- 
ters of  Marine,  speaking  on  this  subject, 
said — 

**  The  attack  on  every  source  of  riches  will 
become  not  only  legitimate,  but  oblip:atory. 
.  .  .  We  must  expect  to  see  iron-clad  fleets 
turn  their  power  of  attack  and  destruction 
against  all  littoral  towns,  fortified  or  unfortified, 
whether  purely  peace  establishments  or  war- 
like, to  burn  them,  ruin  them,  or  extort 
ransoms  from  them  without  mercy.  With  this 
new  duty  which  we  are  therefore  to  conclude 
is  now  laid  upon  our  iron-clad  fleets,  we  are  now 
entering  upon  a  new  system  of  maritime  war- 
fare—namely, that  of  the  attack  and  defence  of 
coasts.  Every  littoral  town  may  be  burnt 
down  or  laid  under  contribution  by  fleets  or 

even  by  hostile   cruisers All  this    is 

coming  .  .  .  even  the  day  when  England's 
shores  'v\'ill  be  insulted  and  her  ports  burnt  by 
the  fleet  of  a  victorious  enemy." 

Such  was  the  declared  policy  of  the 
French  Navy.  Now,  our  own  oflBlcers 
seemed  to  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  what  the  commercial  ports  had 
chiefly  to  fear  was  not  an  attack  by 
iron-clad  fleets.    It  was  considered  pro-  I 


bable  that  in  no  case  except  that  of  some 
great  naval  disaster  should  we  be  left 
without  a  Channel  Squadron ;  but  it  was 
not  easy  to  guard  a  large  circumference 
of  coast  like  that  of  this  Island  ;  and  the 
experiments  with  our  Navy  last  autumn 
had    shown    that   swift  cruisers  could 
always  evade   a  naval  squadron,    and 
could  enter  and  occupy  ports  long  enough 
to  inflict  immense  damage  in  many  ways. 
The  remedy  for  this  was  to  enable  the 
port  to  defend  itself  against  the  cruisers 
till  the  warships,  summoned  by  the  tele- 
graph that  surrounded  the  coast,  should 
have  time  to  arrive ;  and  the  means  of 
so  defending  itself  were  held  to  be  a  fleet 
of  gunboats  and  torpedo  boats  capable 
of  going  outside  the  port  and  engaging 
the  enemy,  supported  by  long-ranging 
guns  in  batteries  on  shore.     These  were 
the  means  which,  in  addition  to  sub- 
marine mine  fields  in  suitable  localities, 
were  held  by  those   who  had   studied 
the    matter    to    be    suflicient    for   the 
purpose — that  was,  for  the  defence  and 
security  of  our  commercial  ports.     Such, 
then,  would  constitute  the  security  of 
our  coasts  against  an   enemy's   ships; 
and  only  those  who  denied  that  we  could 
ever  be  at  war  would  dispute  that  we 
could  not  obtain  that  security  too  soon  ; 
Now,  thesupply  of  these  floating  defences 
was  the  business  not  of  the  War  Office, 
but  the  Admiralty.     It  was,  however, 
necessary  to  take  them  into  account  in 
the  discussion  of  any  general  scheme  of 
defence,  and  he  now  adverted  to  them  in 
the  hope  that  provision  for  them  might 
be  among  the  proposals  made  to  the 
House  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty.    But  there  were  two  other  matters 
included  in  the  scheme  which  belonged 
to  the  province  of  the  War  Office — the 
submarine   mines,   including  the  light 
artillery  attached  to  them,  and  the  guns 
for  the  coast  batteries  of  our  commercial 
ports.      The   submarine  mines  were,  in 
many  situations,  likely  to  be  most  effec- 
tive— for  instance,  where  the  towns  to 
be  defended  were  situated  far  up  rivers, 
with  a  long  channel  of  approach,  like 
London  or  Newcastle,  or  in  our  fortified 
harbours.     But  there  were  other  situa- 
tions where  they  were  less  applicable, 
as  where  towns  were  at  the  mouths  of 
rivers,  so  that  they  could  be  fired  on 
from  the  sea.    The  Mersey,  forinstance, 
appeared  to  him  to  be  a  case  where  an 
increased  supply  of  guns  would  be  more 
appropriate  than  an  increase  of  sub- 
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marine  mines.  Liverpool  was  a  port 
which  it  was  essential  to  keep  as  open  as 
possible,  and  ships  making  for  it  should 
find  no  obstacle.  There  were  already 
considerable  difficulties  in  the  channel, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  that  submarine 
mines  would  be  as  likely  to  impede  our 
own  ships  as  the  enemy's.  He  should, 
therefore,  have  been  glad  to  see  a  large 
part  of  the  sum  which  was  here  appro- 
priated to  submarine  mines  and  their 
light  artillery  given  to  a  supply  of  the 
best  guns  for  the  coast  batteries  of  our 
commercial  ports,  for  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  mines  could  be  made 
quickly,  and  put  down  on  an  emergency, 
while  the  gims  took  a  long  time  to  con- 
struct. Thus  far  he  had  been  only 
speaking  of  those  defences  which  were 
to  oppose  the  enterprizes  of  an  enemy's 
ships;  but  there  remained  another 
equally  important  kind  of  defence — 
namely,  that  which  should  oppose  in- 
vasion, and  for  that  he  found  little  or 
no  provision  made  in  the  Memorandum. 
It  was  true  we  had  a  splendid  Army  of 
defenders,  increasing  in  numbers  and 
efficiency  every  year.  But  so  long  as 
they  were  kept  unprovided  for  their 
purpose,  so  long  they  could  not  be 
counted  among  the  defences  of  the 
country.  They  were  quite  inefficient, 
for  want  of  equipment  in  what  would 
enable  them  to  keep  the  field.  In  order 
to  enable  them  to  do  that,  they  wanted 
personal  equipment,  stores,  and  maga- 
zines; their  transport  ought  to  be  or- 
ganized ready  for  a  crisis ;  the  best  rifle 
and  the  most  powerful  gun  should  be 
given  to  them,  and  the  positions  they 
would  occupy  should  be  selected  and 
made  places  of  exercise.  In  fact,  a 
general  plan  of  defence,  in  all  its  details, 
should  be  most  carefully  prepared.  But 
for  all  that  he  found  there  was  scarcely 
any  provision  made  in  the  Memorandum ; 
the  chief  item  of  preparation  was  the 
announcement  that  21  batteries  of  posi- 
tion were  to  be  given  to  the  Volunteer 
Artillery.  These,  he  presumed,  were  to 
be  such  guns  as  were  already  in  store, 
which,  perhaps,  were  a  little  behind  the 
present  stage  of  effectiveness.  But  it  was 
quite  a  step  in  the  right  direction  to  give 
these  to  the  Volunteers  till  better  were 
forthcoming,  since  these  must  be,  until 
then,  what  they  would  have  to  use 
against  an  enemy.  But  in  scarcely  any 
other  respect  was  a  perceptible  ap- 
proach  made   towards   rendering   our 


Auxiliary  Forces  efficient  in  equipment. 
Even  the  land  defence  of  London  re- 
ceived no  notice.  So  long  as  this  extra- 
ordinary anomaly  existed  of  a  vast  and 
ever-increasing  force  of  defenders  who 
were  not  permitted  to  be  capable  of 
defendinp^  us,  so  long  should  he  continue 
to  think  that  to  render  them  efficient  was 
among  the  most  pressing  needs  of  the 
country.  It  seemed  so  illogical  for  what 
called  itself  a  practical  people  to  bring 
them  to  a  certain  point  and  leave  them 
— to  stop  short  of  that  animating  touch 
which  alone  was  wanting  to  give  them 
vitality  and  purpose ;  and  all  that  was 
needful  would  be  amply  provided  for  by 
the  addition  of  £1,000,000  to  the  sum 
that  was  now  proposed  to  be  asked  for. 
Now,  he  knew,  and  indeed  they  all  knew, 
that  every  proposal  to  spend  money  in 
order  to  render  the  Kingdom  secure  was 
sure  to  be  opposed  by  a  particular  class 
of  politicians.  But,  ho  would  ask,  what 
was  their  title  to  be  listened  to  ?  Did 
they  know  anything  specially  about  the 
defence  of  coasts  ?  Could  they  suggest 
cheaper,  better,  and  equally  effective 
methods  ?  Were  they  better  able  than 
the  rest  of  us  to  judge  of  the  proba- 
bilities of  invasion  *?  They  did  not  pro- 
fess, so  far  as  he  knew,  to  have  bestowed 
any  attention  on  the  subject,  except  to 
look  at  the  figures  which  represented 
the  cost.  In  fact,  they  might  very 
properly  be  described  .'as  professional 
cheesoparers.  The  economy  they  advo- 
cated was  not  a  rational  or  a  respectable 
economy.  It  was  penuriousness  of  the 
kind  which  refused  to  replace  the  missing 
slate  on  the  roof,  or  the  broken  pane  in 
the  window.  It  was  the  frugality  of  the 
miser.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he  feared 
it  was  allowed  to  have  too  much  influence 
on  our  policy.  Ho  felt  sure  that  if  this 
spectre  were  resolutely  grappled  with, 
it  would  prove  a  sham — that  this  ghost 
in  the  churchyard  would  turn  out  to  be  a 
thing  with  a  turnip  for  a  head,  lighted 
by  a  farthing  candle.  Now,  it  might, 
perhaps,  fairly  be  inferred  from  passages 
in  tho  Memorandum  that  although  much 
that  was  needed  was  to  be  left  undone, 
yet  everything  was  to  be  undertaken 
that  could  be  done  in  tho  time  assigned 
for  the  completion  of  the  military  ports 
— that  was  to  say,  in  three  years.  But 
nothing  could  be  clearer  than  this — 
that  with  more  money  a  great  deal 
more  could  be  done;  everything  that 
was  needed  could  be  done  in  that  time. 
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In  three  years — much  less,  indeed — ^the 
Volunteers  could  becompletely  equipped, 
the  necessary  magazines  and  stores  built, 
the  country  reconnoitred  and  positions 
defined,  the  Auxiliary  Forces  assigned  to 
their  posts,  the  means  of  transport  tho- 
roughly registered,  and  the  land  defences 
of  the  capital  provided  for.  Matters 
could  be  arranged  with  the  commercial 
ports  for  joint  contributions,  and 
their  defence  could  be  proceeded 
with  and  rendered  complete.  All 
that  could  go  on  simultaneously  with 
the  works  at  the  military  ports.  It 
might  be  said  that  we  were  at  present 
producing  guns  as  fast  as  the  resources 
of  our  gun  factories  would  admit.  That 
might  be  so,  though  there  was  a  belief, 
in  which  he  shared,  that  an  important 
addition  would  shortly  be  made  to  our 
power  of  producing  guns.  But  every- 
thing else  could  be  set  on  foot  forth- 
with. If  we  were  to  wait  three  years 
for  the  proposed  instalment,  the  present 
generation  would  not  at  that  rate  see 
the  Kingdom  rendered  secure.  It  was 
impossible  to  understand  why  this  matter 
should  not  be  put  plainly  to  the  people, 
and  why  they  should  not  be  directly 
asked  to  give  the  moans  for  effecting  it. 
If  that  wore  done,  and  the  means  were 
withheld,  it  would  be  impossible  to  blame 
anybody  but  themselves ;  but  now  it 
might  truly  be  said  if  the  matter  were 
not  clearly  put  before  them,  and  if 
they  were  not  asked  to  find  the  money, 
that  there  was  somebody  to  blame.  He 
had  thought  it  his  duty  to  put  these 
matters  before  the  House ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  should  cordially  support 
the  present  proposals.  Although  they 
formed  but  a  slow  and  short  step,  and  al- 
though they  indicated  a  perilous  dallying 
with  a  momentous  subject,  yet  the  step, 
so  far  as  it  went,  was  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  would  have  his  hearty  concur- 
rence. To  the  Besolution  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot)  he  would  also  give  his  hearty 
concuirence.  He  had  long  been  of 
opinion,  and  had  freely  expressed  it,  that 
this  was  a  time  when  publicity  had  come 
to  be  a  necessary  element  in  our  mili- 
tary system.  Now  that  the  constitu- 
encies, by  their  numbers,  formed  so 
important  an  element  in  the  Councils 
of  the  Nation,  it  was  not  only  im- 
prudent—  it  was  worse  —  not  to  call 
them  into  council  in  everything  which 
required  their  attention.    What  higher 
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interest  could  they  have  than  in  render- 
ing the  country  secure  from  an  enemy  ? 
He  would  not  attribute  to  the  people  so 
unreasoning  a  condition  of  mind  as  to 
suppose  that  if  these  matters  were  put 
clearly  before  them  they  would  refuse 
their  ready  concurrence  in  providing 
the  means  for  giving  them  effect. 

Sir  WILLIAM  CROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth)  said,  he  had  listened  with 
great  interest  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley),  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  no  greater  argument  could  be  used 
in  favour  of  the  Motion  before  the  House 
than  was  contained  in  the  Memorandum 
of  the  Secretary  for  War  itself.  The 
country,  he  thought,  had  a  right  to  de- 
mand that  the  scheme  of  defence  adopted 
should  be  an  exhaustive  one,  and  they 
ought  to  know  exactly  what  sum  of 
money  was  required  to  put  the  whole 
empire  in  a  state  of  defence.  He 
could  easily  understand  that  in  the  pre- 
sent critical  state  of  political  affairs  the 
Government  did  not  like  to  place  their 
whole  scheme  before  the  country  at 
ODoe,  but  surely  if  the  Commission  asked 
for  were  appointed,  on  that  Commission 
would  bo  thrown  the  responsibility  of 
stating  what  was  wanted,  and  only  on 
the  Government  would  be  thrown  the 
responsibility  of  making  demands  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  pointed 
out.  Ho  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birkenhead,  in  the  remarks  he  had  made 
as  to  the  defence  of  our  mercantile  ports. 
We  had,  he  thought,  gone  rather  wild 
of  late  in  regard  to  submarine  mines — 
and  he  spoke  with  some  experience  on 
the  question — having  been  connected 
with  the  War  Office  for  some  time.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  said  that 
Liverpool  and  Birkenhead  should  be 
kept  clear  of  submarine  mines,  and  he 
(Sir  William  Crossman)  thought  that  tho 
entrance  not  only  to  those  ports  should 
be  kept  dear  but  also  to  the  other  com- 
mercial ports  in  the  country,  considering 
the  attacks  which  could  be  made  on  ship- 
ping by  armoured  cruisers.  He  did  not 
think  our  ships  should  have  to  wait  for 
pilots  to  clear  them  through  the  mine 
fields.  He  was  sure  that  guns  of  posi- 
tion— 6-inch  guns  with  disappearing  car- 
riages, each  supplied  with  300  rounds 
of  ammunition,  but  which  would  not 
cost  more  than  £7,500 — would  be  much 
better  suited  for  the  defence  of  these 
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ports  than  submarine  mines.  The  money 
which  would  be  spent  in  this  way  would 
be  much  better  laid  out  than  on  sub- 
marine mines.  No  doubt  there  were 
some  places  where  submarine  mines,  pro- 
tected by  quick  firing  guns,  would  be 
useful,  but  he  thought  that  as  a  general 
principle  they  should  not  be  entirely 
depended  upon.  With  regard  to  the 
defences  of  the  forts,  both  at  home  and 
abroad,  which  were  built  after  Lord 
Palmerston's  Commission,  and  most  of 
which  he  had  seen,  they  were  no  doubt 
relatively  weakened  by  the  increased 
power  of  weapons  of  offence,  and  it  was 
desirable  to  strengthen  them.  The  forts 
at  Portsmouth  in  particular  required 
strengthening.  The  forts  at  Spithead 
were  being  strengthened  to  some  extent, 
but  he  feared  they  would  never  be  as 
strong  as  they  ought  to  be,  having  re- 
gard to  their  size  and  importance.  With 
regard  to  the  coaling  stations  he  thought 
there  was  a  very  serious  omission  in  the 
Memorandum  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  It  ought  to  have  been  stated 
what  money  had  been  voted  by  the 
Colonies  for  the  defence  of  the  coaling 
stations,  because  some  people  in  the 
country  appeared  to  imagine  that  all  the 
works  had  been  carried  out  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  British  taxpayer.  Large 
sums  had  been  spent  by  the  Crown 
Colonies,  Hong  Kong,  Singapore,  Cey- 
lon, Mauritius,  and  Cape  Colony.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  Hong  Kong  and 
Singapore  had  nearly  completed  the 
works.  He  thought  these  Colonies  bad 
just  cause  of  complaint  because,  al- 
though they  had  completed,  or  nearly 
completed,  their  forts,  no  guns  had 
been  sent  out  to  them.  Natal  had  voted 
£10,000  for  guns,  and  the  Colony  of 
Victoria  had  spent  £3,500,000  on  naval 
and  military  matters,  and  contemplated 
spending  £500,000  more.  He  had  seen 
most  of  these  places,  and  could  assure 
the  House  that  they  were  remarkably 
well  defended ;  indeed,  he  believed  that 
Sydney  and  Melbourne  were  better 
defended  than  some  ports  at  home. 
But  what  was  wanted  was  guns,  and 
he  was  afraid  the  home  Government 
was  neglecting  its  duty  in  not  making 
a  larger  number  of  guns  than  they 
were  making.  The  Memorandum  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  informed  them 
that  the  Department  hoped  that  all 
the  guns  required  for  the  defence  of 


the  coaling  stations,  with  the  exception 
of  two  cases,  would  be  sent  out  shortly. 
Did  they  contemplate  sending  out 
1 0-inch  guns  after  the  accident  which 
happened  the  other  day  ?  If  they  did 
not  intend  to  do  so,  then  the  guns  as 
promised  to  the  coaling  stations  could 
not  possibly  go  out  yet.  It  was  said 
that  the  works  in  progress  depended 
on  the  Imperial  Government,  but  he 
thought  there  were  few  places  as  to 
which  that  could  be  said  with  accuracy. 
St.  Lucia  and  the  Mauritius  were,  he 
believed,  the  only  places  where  we  were 
actually  paying  for  our  works,  and  in 
the  case  of  St.  Lucia  it  was  on  account  of 
£56,000  having  been  spent  by  the  Colony 
on  deepening  the  harbour,  so  as  to  make 
it  available  for  a  coaling  station.  There 
was  another  point  on  which  some  stress 
ought  to  be  laid — namely,  the  garrisons 
of  the  coaling  stations ;  for  it  was  the 
fact  that  in  some  cases,  whilst  we  had 
very  small  garrisons  of  only  400  or  so, 
the  French  in  neighbouring  Colonies 
had  7,000  or  8,000.  He  trusted  the 
Government  were  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  desirability  of  raising  local 
Volunteer  forces  for  the  defence  of  the 
coaling  stations,  and  that  they  had 
decided  also  to  employ  the  Eoyal  Marine 
Artillery  on  this  duty.  He  also  trusted 
the  Government  had  reflected  upon  the 
desirability  of  giving  one  person,  whe- 
ther military  or  naval,  supreme  com- 
mand of  a  fortress.  It  was  of  the 
greatest  importance,  where  a  fortress 
was  besieged,  that  they  should  know 
who  was  in  command.  The  operations, 
naval  and  military,  were  so  mixed  up 
together  that  it  was  essential  that  there 
should  be  no  undefined  power,  and  that 
there  should  be  one  supreme  head  to  direct 
both  the  sea  and  the  land  operations. 
For  instance,  the  Navy  provides  boats 
for  defence  of  submarine  mines,  while 
the  guns  for  the  defence  of  these  boats 
are  manned  by  the  Army.  He  did  not 
care  whether  it  were  a  soldier  or  a  sailor 
who  was  in  command,  at  all  events,  it 
should  only  be  one  man.  He  thought 
he  had  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  a 
remark  he  had  made  state  that  the 
garrison  Artillery  was  now  complete. 
He  only  hoped  it  might  be  so.  It  was 
not  many  years  ogo  that  ho  was  told  of 
a  strange  circumstance  which  occurred 
at  one  of  our  principal  Naval  stations. 
It  happened  that  while   some  impor- 
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tant  experiments  were  being  carried 
on  by  the  garrison  Artillery,  a  Royal 
salute  was  required  to  be  fired,  and  in 
order  to  fire  it,  the  experiments  had  to 
be  stopped,  as  there  was  no  one  to  man 
the  guns.  He  believed  that  arrange- 
ments were  now  made  by  which  all  the 
batteries  in  that  important  port  could 
be  manned.  He  thought  that  if  the 
country  only  knew  what  was  really 
wanted  to  complete  the  defences  of  the 
Empire,  there  would  not  be  that  opposi- 
tion to  its  being  granted  on  the  part  of 
the  House  which  was  generally  sup- 
posed. He  wished  to  compliment  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  the  very  able  State- 
ment he  had  put  before  them,  and  on 
the  information  he  had  given  them  in 
other  documents,  which  he  thought  they 
should  have  had  longer  time  given  them 
to  consider,  as,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
they  had  only  reached  hon.  Members 
on  Saturday.  He  should  have  been 
glad  if  the  Memorandum  had  gone 
somewhat  farther,  and  he  trusted  the 
Government  would  see  their  way  to 
appointing  a  Committee  without  going 
to  a  Division  in  the  matter. 

Sib  JOHN  COMMERELL  (South- 
ampton) said,  he  had  heard  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Birkenhead 
(Sir  Edward  Hamley)  use  a  remark 
which  seemed  the  key  to  the  whole 
position,  and  it  was—"  Why  do  not  the 
Government  inform  the  country  of  the 
real  state  the  defences  are  in?''  It 
appeared  that  the  Government  had  only 
one  answer  to  that  question — namely, 
**  We  are  not  game.''  The  truth  was, 
the  Government  considered  every- 
thing depended  upon  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  presenting  what  they 
called  a  respectable  Budget  to  the 
country.  However,  he  believed  sin- 
cerely that  if  the  country  were  let  into 
the  secret,  and  the  people  felt  that  they 
got  20«.  for  their  £1,  there  would  be  no 
necessity  for  having  only  a  "  respectable 
Budget."  He  believed  that  a  Royal 
Commission  would  do  more  to  assist  the 
Government  than  anything  else.  He 
could  not  for  a  moment  see  why  they 
objected  to  it.  Those  who  supported 
the  appeal  for  a  Commission  desired  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. They  desired  to  bring  such  evi- 
dence before  the  country  that  they 
would  see  that  the  Empire  was  not 
in    a    proper    state    of    defence    and 
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the  Services  not  in  a  proper  state  of 
efficiency.     If  our  coaling  stations  were 
not  in  a  fit  state  ;  if  our  mercantile  ports 
were  not  sufficiently  protected  ;  if  Malta 
and  Gibraltar  were  not  strong  enough 
to   resist    the    attack    of    a    powerful 
enemy,  then  all  he  could  say  was  that 
the  sooner  we  put  all  these  things  to 
rights  the  better.    It  was  no  use  saying, 
•*  Oh  !  we  will  do  it  all  in  three  years." 
No  one  knew  in  the  present  state  of 
affairs   what  would    happen    in    three 
years.     In   three  years'  time,  if  these 
things  were  not  attended  to,  England 
might  cease  to  be  a  nation.   If  there  were 
certain  absolutely    necessary    arrange- 
ments to  be  carried  out,  it  was  better 
that  they  should  be  carried  out  at  once, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  delay  in 
going   to  the  country  and   asking  for 
£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000  or  £6,000,000, 
whatever  amount  was    considered  ne- 
cessary.    He  did  not  believe  that  the 
country,   when  it    knew    that    it    was 
getting  value  for  its  money  in  insurance, 
would  for  a  moment  hesitate  to  pay. 
No  man  cut  off  half  the  insurance  on  his 
house  because  the  times  were  bad.     If 
a  property  was  worth  insuring  at  all, 
surely  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be 
insured  up  to  its  full  value.     He  did 
not  wish  to  enter  into  detail,  but  there 
were  one  or  two  points  upon  which  he 
should  like  to  dwell  for  a  few  moments. 
The  country  must  remember   the  geo- 
graphical position  of  England — it  must 
remember  that  it  was  not  enough  for 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  to 
say,  **We  have  30  iron-clads" — we  had 
not  30  iron-clads — **and  the  French  have 
only  25."     We  had  first  of  all  to  remem- 
ber   that     our    geographical     position 
divided  and  split  up  our  forces.     On  the 
one  hand  we  had  Malta  to  watch,  and 
command  of  the  Mediterranean  to  retain, 
and  on  the    other  hand   we  had    the 
Channel  and  our    mercantile  ports  to 
protect.     The  French  would  be  able  to 
concentrate  a  force  in  the  Mediterranean 
which  we  should  find  it  impossible  to 
withstand.     Another  thing  to  be  con- 
sidered was  this,  we  put  a  great  deal  too 
much  reliance  on  torpedoes.     Torpedoes 
were  all  very  well,  but  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  same  science  which 
laid  them  down  on  the  one  side,  could 
take  them   up  or  destroy  them  on  the 
other  side.      He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  we  placed  too  much  reliance  on 
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torpedoes.  Much  as  he  desired  to  see 
the  country  in  possession  of  a  strong 
Navy,  much  as  he  wished  to  see  the 
numher  of  iron-dads  and  cruisers  in- 
creased,  he  put  much  greater  faith  in  a 
proper  defence  of  the  coaling  stations 
than  anything  else.  It  was  much  better 
that  we  should  have  our  coaling  sta- 
tions properly  defended,  and  should  be 
able  to  utilize  the  ships  we  had  to 
attack  an  enemy  and  to  defend  our 
own  shores  than  lay  out  money  on  new 
vessels  which  we  could  not  use  in  con- 
sequence of  having  improper  coal  sup- 
plies. He  believed  that  in  the  event  of 
a  future  war,  our  great  safety  would  lie 
in  having  properly  defended  and  well 
supplied  coaling  stations.  He  observed 
in  the  Heport  of  the  Committee,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  War  was  Chairman,  the  remark  that 
Bermuda  was  our  principal  military 
station  in  North  America,  and  that  it 
was  surrounded  by  reefs  which  would 
render  it  impossible  for  any  vessel  to 
attack  it,  except  under  the  guns  of  the 
forts.  Now  there  never  was  anything 
more  fallacious  or  untrue  than  that  state- 
ment. There  was  no  question  of  opinion 
here.  If  the  Committee  had  had  the 
proper  evidence  before  it,  it  would  have 
known  that  in  1812  an  80  and  a  74  gun- 
ship  and  a  whole  convoy  passed  through 
the  reef  with  the  greatest  possible  ease, 
and  did  not  go  within  seven  miles  of  the 
places  on  which  guns  were  now  mounted. 
These  ships  went  out  under  sail,  but  now 
we  had  steam  power  which  very  ma- 
terially reduced  the  difficulties.  This 
statement  he  made  from  practical  expe- 
rience. He  had  been  through  the  reefs 
himself,  and  knew  every  inch  of  the 
ground;  and  he  had  no  doubt  there  were 
other  observations  in  the  Heport  of  the 
Committee  which  other  officers  could 
deal  with,  as  he  was  able  to  deal  with, 
that  with  reference  to  the  Island  of  Ber- 
muda. It  was  said — *'  Do  not  mention 
these  things ;  you  should  not  breathe 
them,  lest  you  should  let  the  foreigner 
into  the  secret."  But  were  they  to  sup- 
pose that  their  naval  brethren  of  Ger- 
many, France,  and  Bussia  were  such 
fools  that  they  did  not  know  these 
things  ?  If  he  wanted  a  correct  chart  of 
the  Bermuda  Channel,  where  would 
he  go  for  it?  To  America.  The 
United  States  and  other  countries  sent  in- 
telligent naval  officers  about  visiting  our 
coaling  stations  and  colonial  defences, 


and  these  officers  made  reports  week  by 
week  and  month  by  month.  We  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  officers  of  foreign 
countries  knew  more  about  our  weak 
points  and  where  we  should  suffer — 
and,  in  his  view,  fatally  suffer — in  the 
event  of  a  war  than  we  did  ourselves, 
or,  at  any  rate,  than  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  country  did.  What 
was  the  condition  of  things  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  ?  If  he  wanted  to  go  down 
to  Shoeburyness  and  desired  to  see  ex- 
periments carried  on  there,  he  would 
find  almost  insuperable  difficulties  in 
the  way,  but  not  so  in  the  case  of  the 
foreigner.  A  foreign  officer  would  find 
very  little  difficulty  in  ascertaining  all 
he  desired  to  know,  and  that  was  because 
it  had  been  laid  down  that  nations  must 
mutually  confide  to  each  other  what  was 
going  on.  He  remembered  during  the 
time  of  the  Eusso-Turkish  war,  in  1878, 
he  happened  to  be  at  Chatham  one  day 
when  a  very  clever  Bussian  Admiral — 
a  man  who,  if  there  was  anything  to  be 
found  out,  would  find  it  out  precious 
sharp — came  down  and  said  he  wanted 
to  see  the  hydraulic  machinery  of  the 
Temeraire,  The  Admiral  —  the  late 
Admiral  Fellowes — said  to  him — **  I 
cannot  show  it  to  you."  **But,"  said 
the  Bussian,  '*I  have  an  order  from  the 
Admiralty  to  see  it."  '*  I  cannot  accept 
that,"  answered  the  gallant  Admiral, 
well  appreciating  the  importance  of  the 
matter  and  willing  to  accept  the  responsi- 
bility of  his  attitude.  **  I  must  be  in 
direct  communication  with  the  Admiralty 
on  the  subject  before  I  can  allow  you  to 
see  the  machinery."  Upon  that  the 
Bussian  Admiral  flew  into  a  great  rage, 
and  said — **  I  will  return  to  the  Admi- 
ralty at  once."  "Do  so,"  said  Admiral 
Fellowes,  handing  the  other  a  time  table ; 
**  there  is  a  very  good  train  at  12.20." 
He  (Sir  John  Commerell)  was  certain 
that  if  they  wanted  these  things  dealt 
with  in  a  generous  spirit  and  desired  the 
country's  defences  put  in  the  state  in 
which  they  ought  to  be,  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission asked  for  should  be  granted. 
The  Commission  would  obtain  the  best 
evidence  possible,  and  the  Ministry,  let 
it  be  on  one  side  or  the  other,  he  did 
not  care  a  snip  which,  would  have  their 
hands  strengthened  in  going  to  the 
country  and  showing  it  what  was 
wanted.  When  the  country  was,  in 
this  way,  made  acquainted  with  the 
needs  of  the  Services,  he  was  certaim 
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that  it  would  never  tura  away  and 
grudge  the  money  asked  for.  If  it  did, 
then  the  responsibility  would  rest  with 
the  country.  The  House  would  have 
done  its  duty  ;  the  Ministers  of  the  day 
would  have  done  their  duty;  and  if 
disaster  should  happen,  and  we  should 
lose  our  position  in  the  world  through 
unreadiness,  it  would  be  the  fault  of  the 
people  and  not  of  Parliament.  This 
country  had  always  been  in  a  state  of 
unreadiness.  If  hon.  Members  would 
read  the  past  history  of  the  country  they 
would  see  that  England  had  never  been 
up  to  the  mark  when  a  war  broke  out — 
that  it  had  always  been  months  and 
years  after  the  breaking  out  of  a  war 
that  England  had  come  up  to  the  mark. 
But  things  were  not  now  as  they  used 
to  be.  We  did  not  now  read  of  a  10 
years'  war,  a  15  years'  war,  a  20  years' 
war.  Would  they  in  future  even  hear 
of  a  20  months'  war,  a  15  months'  war, 
or  a  10  months'  war?  In  the  future 
wars  would  be  decided  in  the  promptest 
manner,  and  would  be  won  by  the 
Powers  that  looked  things  straight  in 
the  face  in  times  of  peace,  and  that  was 
prepared  the  moment  a  blow  was  struck 
either  for  defensive  or  offensive  opera- 
tions. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  said,  there  are  periods  in  the 
life  of  a  nation  when  it  is  wise  to  con- 
sider its  defensive  system  in  a  special 
manner.  The  French  did  this  after 
1870.  We  had  not  had  such  dis- 
asters as  the  French  in  the  war  with 
Germany ;  but  an  enormous  change  had 
taken  place  in  the  last  50  years  in  the 
wealth,  population,  and  means  of  this 
nation,  and  also  in  its  vulnerability. 
The  insulation  of  these  Islands,  speak- 
ing in  a  military  and  defensive  sense, 
was  not  nearly  so  great  as  it  was  before 
the  days  of  steam.  It  used  to  be  said 
that  steam  had  bridged  the  Channel; 
in  his  remarkable  letter  written  to  Sir 
John  Burgoyne,  our  greatest  Com- 
mander of  the  last  generation  had  em- 
phatically shown  to  what  an  ex- 
tent we  had  become  more  vulner- 
able. What  had  happened  since 
then  ?  The  Western  Nations  had  been 
compelled,  for  their  own  security,  to 
arrange  a  system  by  which  they  could 
organize  and  equip  their  forces,  the 
whole  manhood  of  the  country,  and  to 
mobilize  it  within  a  few  days;  while 
railway  systems  had  been  developed,  and 
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it  would  bo  possible  very  rapidly  to  con- 
centrate forces  on  many  points  of  the 
coast  of  the  Continent  where  there  are 
harbours  convenient  for  embarkation, 
and  to  which  the  telegraph  could  summon 
vessels  from  distant  ports.  If  a  nation, 
by  accident,  obtained  temporary  com- 
mand of  the  Channel,  all  those  reasons 
would  help  them  to  throw  a  force  into 
this  country.  Now,  what  chances  were 
there  of  a  nation  getting  temporary 
command  of  the  Channel  ?  In  the  Navy 
invention  succeeded  invention.  Ships 
of  war  were  now  most  complicated 
machines,  and  no  man  could  say  what 
would  happen  to  them  till  they  were 
tested.  Formerly,  naval  wars  were 
tactical;  in  the  future  they  would  be 
strategical  also;  and  even  if  we  had 
always  the  power  to  command  the 
Channel,  the  demands  on  our  Fleet 
to  protect  our  ocean  commerce  would  be 
so  great  that  we  should  probably  have 
to  send  it  away  from  the  Channel. 
Now,  if  an  enemy,  or  enemies,  got 
the  temporary  command  of  the  Chan- 
nel, what  had  we  to  oppose  to  them  ? 
The  great  majority  of  people  seemed  to 
look  to  forts  and  works  as  the  mainstay 
of  defence.  But  that  was  not  so.  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  said,  in  the  cele- 
brated letter  previously  quoted — 

"  Let  any  man  examine  our  maps  and  road 
books,  and  consider  the  matter,  and  judge  for 
himself.  I  know  of  no  mode  of  resistance,  much 
less  of  protection,  from  this  danger,  excepting 
by  an  Army  in  the  field  capable  of  meeting  and 
contending  with  its  formidable  enemy,  aided 
by  all  the  means  of  fortification  which  experi- 
ence in  war  can  suggest." 

The  backbone  of  defence  was  an  Army 
in  the  field ;  and  he  maintained 
that  defensive  security  was  the  basis 
and  foundation  of  our  power  of 
offence.  It  was  absolutely  necessary 
that  we  should  organize  and  equip 
our  forces,  and  enable  them  to  be 
used  as  an  Army  for  the  defence  of 
London,  or  anywhere  else  ;  and  that 
London  should  no  longer  remain 
capable  of  being  " [rushed."  We 
should  take  strategic  points  round  Lon- 
don, and  there  form  our  ranges  for  the 
Volunteers ;  and  upon  those  points,  the 
main  avenues  of  approach,  we  should 
place  guns  in  position,  and  there 
drills  should  be  regularly  carried  on 
by  the  Artillery  Volunteers.  If  the 
large  force  we  had  in  this  country  were 
organized  as  it  ought  to  be,  and  if  we 
also  had  those  points  around  London 
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made  the  nuclei  of  a  system  of 
field  fortifications  that  could  be  rapidly 
improyised,  should  the  occasion  arise, 
the  temptation  to  inyade  the  country 
would  be  gone.  What  was  the  latent 
power  of  this  country  ?  The  latent 
power  of  the  country  could  only  be  ren- 
dered active  by  keeping  the  country  se- 
cure from  invasion.  They  could  measure 
the  latent  power  of  this  country  very 
well  by  comparing  that  of  the  North 
Americans  during  the  Oivil  War,  a 
nation  which  had  no  conscription.  In  a 
war  of  four  years,  they  put  2,040,000 
men  in  the  field,  out  of  a  population  of 
20,000,000 ;  while  in  the  British  Isles  we 
had  a  population  of  37,000,000.  There- 
fore, our  power  for  defence  or  offence  was, 
no  doubt,  enormous,  upon  the  condition 
that  we  maintained  the  security  of  these 
Islands.  As  had  been  truly  said,  a  pru- 
dent householder  did  not  refuse  to  in- 
sure because  he  was  short  of  money ;  he 
knew  that  it  was  no  economy  not  to 
insure.  The  money  that  we  spent  upon 
defences,  if  it  was  not  sufficient,  was 
wasted  money.  He  believed  if  we  had 
a  lloyal  Commission,  presided  over  by 
a  man  like  Lord  Dufferin,  in  whom  the 
country  and  both  political  Parties  had 
confidence,  we  should  get  something 
elaborated  which  would  give  us  a  feel- 
ing of  much  greater  security.  He  did 
not  believe  that  was  a  thing  which  would 
lead  to  any  great  expenditure ;  but  he 
did  believe  we  should  get  a  system  on 
which  we  could  really  rely.  He  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  to  give  some  information  with 
regard  to  furnishing  the  Army  with 
magazine  rifles.  Just  as  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  breech-loader  in  1866  gave  a 
decisive  advantage  to  the  Prussian  Army 
against  the  Austrians,  so  be  thought  it 
highly  probable  that  at  the  present  time 
the  possession  of  a  magazine  rifle  would 
give  a  similar  decisive  advantage  to  the 
Power  using  it.  If  that  weapon  was  the 
right  weapon,  after  it  had  been  tho- 
roughly tested,  not  a  moment  should  be 
delayed ;  but  the  whole  Army  must  be 
armed  with  it,  as  well  as  the  Militia 
and  the  Volunteers.  It  must  be  re- 
collected that,  whether  they  wished  it 
or  not,  this  country  was,  in  consequence 
of  its  foreign  possessions,  also  in 
a  sense  an  offensive  Power,  and 
must  be  ready  to  attack.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  allow  a  Royal 


Commission  to  inquire  into  the  matter, 
because  he  believed  that  this  work  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir  FREDERICK  FITZWYGRAM 
(Hants,  Fareham)  said,  he  should 
gladly  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  Barttelot).  To  his  mind,  an 
inquiry  would  not  only  be  useful,  but 
in  the  present  condition  of  the  country, 
it  was  absolutely  essential.  He  did  not 
take  the  pessimistic  view  of  our  military 
affairs  which  many  people  did.  He  did 
not  think  that  everything  of  a  military 
character  in  this  country  was  wrong  and 
badly  done  and  that  everything  that  was 
foreign  was  good.  He  did  not  believe 
I  that  the  armaments  and  organization  of 
foreign  nations  were  perfect ;  but  he 
thought  there  was  very  considerable 
doubt  as  to  whether  our  state  of  security 
was  such  as  it  behoved  a  great  country 
to  rest  content  with ;  and  if  there 
was  any  doubt  on  the  point  he 
thought  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  do  well  to  g^ant  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry,  which  he 
believed  to  be  necessary  for  the  investi- 
gation of  the  question.  If  he  had  any 
doubts  about  this  point,  he  thought  the 
evidence  they  had  heard  read  this 
evening  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  when  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
would  completely  establish  the  case  and 
be  the  best  argument  for  the  granting 
of  the  Commission.  He  (Sir  Frederick 
Fitzwygram)  did  not  support  the  Motion 
in  any  sense  in  opposition  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  aay — not  the  smallest 
degree  in  the  world.  But  for  many 
years  past  successive  Secretaries  of  State 
for  War  had  dangled  before  the  eyes  of 
the  country  delusive  statements  as  to 
the  improvement  they  had  made  in  the 
state  of  our  organizations  in  our  arms 
and  defences,  only,  as  a  general  rule,  to 
be  snuffed  out  when  a  new  Secretary 
came  into  Offi.ce.  He  lived  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Portsmouth,  and  saw  a  good 
deal  of  the  Spithead  Forts,  which  had 
been  spoken  of  in  course  of  the  debate, 
and  he  could  say,  from  his  own  observa- 
tions, that  these  forts  were  perfectly  in- 
sufficient for  the  defence  of  the  Dookyard 
and  the  Solent  against  the  long-range 
guns  of  thc^present  day.  He  saw  that 
a  certain  sum  of  money  had  been  tal^ea 
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for  the  BtreDgtheningof  these  forts ;  but 
he  thought  that,  however  they  were 
strengthened,  they  would  prove  insuf- 
ficient because  they  were  too  near  the 
places  they  had  to  defend.  Cruisers 
could  lie  a  mile  or  more  outside  the 
most  advanced  fort  and  pitch  shells  into 
the  Dockyard  and  Arsenal,  destroying 
the  whole  of  the  shipping  and  stores 
there.  Well,  if  this  were  the  case  with 
regard  to  our  great  Port  and  Arsenal  at 
Portsmouth,  which  were  under  the  im- 
mediate view  of  the  Commandor-iu- 
Chief  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  he  could  easily  conceive  that 
many  of  our  defences,  which  were  further 
off,  were  in  a  position  which  was  not 
creditable  to  this  country  and  would  not 
give  safety  to  our  shores.  At  Ports- 
mouth and  in  the  Solent  there  were  an 
immense  number  of  guns  on  the  fortifica- 
tions, many  more  than  could  be  manned 
by  the  Royal  Artillery.  They  had,  how- 
ever, at  Portsmouth  and  Southampton 
very  good  corps  of  Volunteer  Artillery. 
Last  year  he  had  had  a  discussion  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  and  had  pressed  on 
him  the  complaints  made  by  the  com- 
manding officers  of  these  corps,  that  they 
had  had  no  training  in  the  use  of  the 
new  large  guns.  Well,  a  gun  had  lately 
been  given — one,  he  believed,  to  each 
of  these  corps.  So  far,  to  a  certain  degree, 
good  work  was  being  done,  but  the 
officers  still  complained  that  the  supply 
of  ammunition  was  so  short  that  though 
the  men  had  learnt  the  use  of  the  gun 
they  could  not  become  efficient  gunners 
for  want  of  practice.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  take  this  into  con- 
sideration. If  our  great  Arsenals  were 
to  be  of  any  use  at  all,  great  dependence 
must  be  placed  on  the  Volunteers. 
Volunteers  might  to  a  certain  degree  fail 
in  the  field ;  but  he  believed  that  the 
Artillery  Volunteers,  who  lived  in  the 
towns  they  were  called  upon  to  protect, 
who  had  no  marching  about  to  face  and 
no  encampments  and  so  forth,  would  prove 
to  be  a  very  efficient  force  if  only  they 
were  fairly  treated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  Regarding  this  question  generally, 
he  thought  they  might  divide  the  nation 
into  three  parts.  There  was  one  party 
who  denied  the  danger,  and,  because 
they  denied  the  danger,  therefore  they 
^Trudged  the  cost — that  was  a  small  and 

^Yr  Iredertei  Fiizwygram 


fanatical  party;  then  there  was  the 
party  who  knew  the  danger  and  feared 
the  cost,  and  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  to  be  found  in  that 
second  party;  then  there  was  another 
party,  of  good  men  and  true,  who  knew 
the  danger  and  were  prepared  to  pay 
the  cost,  who  preferred  the  safety  of  the 
country  to  the  money  bags  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Colonel  EYRE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains- 
borough) said,  he  should  support  the 
Amondaient  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  not 
from  any  feeling  of  antagonism  to  the 
Government,  but  because  he  believed 
that  if  this  Royal  Commission  were 
granted  it  would  be  calculated  to 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Government 
instead  of  weakening  it.  Let  them  re- 
member in  what  condition  Europe  was 
at  present.  It  would  not  do  for  this 
country  to  be  behindhand  when  every 
nation  was  an  armed  camp — all  whose 
inhabitants  were  practically  soldiers, 
where  even  every  train,  as  in  Germany, 
was  marked  with  the  number  of  men, 
horses,  and  goods  to  be  carried  in  time 
of  war.  In  such  circumstances  it  was 
necessary,  although  we  might  not  pro- 
fess to  be  a  military  nation,  that  if  we 
had  interests  and  shores  and  coasts 
worth  defending,  we  should  be  ready  in 
case  of  war.  It  was  important,  first  of 
all,  to  know  what  Army  we  wanted, 
and,  secondly,  what  they  had  to  do. 
For  that  purpose  a  Commission  was 
required  which  would  report  favourably 
or  unfavourably  on  the  state  of  the 
defence  of  the  country.  The  inquiry 
suggested  would  discover  what  was  the 
weakest  link  in  their  armour  of  national 
defence.  He  did  not  understand  why 
the  Government  objected  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  would  call  attention  to  the 
unnecessary  expense  connected  with 
brigade  depots,  and  he  condemned  the 
equipment  of  our  soldiers,  beside  the 
general  want  of  system.  He  also 
thought  we  should  have  a  cordon  of 
Volunteer  Artillery  round  our  coasts. 
For  a  long  period  of  the  year  the  staff 
at  these  depots  was  far  in  excess  of  the 
men  quartered  there  or  the  work  to  be 
done.  Economy  might  very  well  be 
practised  in  this  direction.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  consent  to 
grant  the  Royal  Commission,  and  he 
felt  convinced  that  any  Government 
which  had  the  recommendations  of  this 
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Oommlssion  at  their  back  in  the  mea- 
tures  they  undertook  for  the  defence  of 
the  country  would  be  infinitely  stronger 
than  they  could  otherwise  be. 

Sm  LEWIS  PELLY  (Hackney,  N.) 
said,  he  ventured  to  think  that  this  dis- 
cussion had  travelled  a  little  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
The  Motion  itself  seemed  to  him  simple 
and  precise,  its  effect  being  that  a  Eoyal 
Commission  should  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  require- 
ments for  the  protection  of  the  Empire. 
Its  scope  was  to  inquire  and  to  report. 
Perhaps  some  of  the  speeches  which 
had  been  made  on  it  had  dealt  more 
with  the  details  of  the  condition  of  our 
present  defences.  No  one  doubted  that 
our  iron-clads  would  give  a  good  ac- 
count of  an  enemy  in  line  of  battle, 
would  guard  carefully  our  coasts  in  some 
parts,  and  watch  also  the  naval  ports  of 
the  enemy  ;  but  what  was  felt  was  that 
the  Channel  in  its  whole  length  might 
not  be  quite  secure,  that  the  supplies 
on  which  we  depended  in  our  Island 
Kingdom  might  be  cut  off,  and  our 
coast  line  insulted.  In  other  quarters 
it  is  felt  that  our  Cape  or  our  alternative 
Line  to  the  East  is  not  so  safe  as  may  be 
supposed,  since  the  French  hold  all  the 
Naval  positions  between  the  East  coast 
of  Africa  and  the  Mauritius — namely, 
the  Islands  of  the  Comorro  group,  with 
the  ample  and  secure  anchorage  of 
Mayotte,  the  Isles  and  Ports  on  the  West 
and  on  the  East  coast  of  Madagascar 
and  Bourbon.  In  other  quarters  it  was 
assumed  that  our  Indian  Possessions 
were  not  sufficiently  protected.  But, 
however  that  might  be,  the  question 
was  whether  there  should  or  should 
not  be  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  all 
these  affairs,  and  to  submit  recommenda- 
tions as  to  what  ought  really  to  be  done 
to  place  this  Kingdom  and  this  Empire 
in  a  position  to  meet  contingencies.  He 
could  understand  very  well  that  there 
would  be  a  feeling  in  the  country  that 
men  connected  with  the  Warlike  Ser- 
vices attached  too  much  importance  to 
these  matters ;  but,  for  himself,  he  could 
truly  say  that  he  abhorred  the  very  idea 
of  war.  He  might  say  more  than  that, 
for  he  thought  influences  and  causes 
even  now  were  at  work  which  would 
tend,  in  the  long  run,  to  induce,  by  the 
eoncarrence  and  co-operation  of  the 
civilized  nations  of  the  West,  to  a  last- 
ing and  general  peace ;  but  the  danger 


lay  in  the  transitional  period.  The 
lasting  peace  might  come;  but  this 
Empire  might  not  survive  to  enjoy  it. 
What  was  wanted  was  to  ascertain  what 
were  the  real  facts  of  the  case,  and  if 
we  found  ourselves  not  in  a  position 
to  face  the  transitional  period  success- 
fully, then  to  put  ourselves  into  such 
position.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
Motion  was  founded  on  anything  more 
than  that.  If  it  was  granted,  he 
thought  the  Treasury  Bench  would  re- 
ceive strength  and  support  from  it,  for 
they  would  find  that  they  had  at  their 
back  not  only  the  naval  and  military 
classes  in  the  House,  but  also  the  com- 
mercial and  professional  Members.  They 
would,  undoubtedly,  have  the  country 
behind  them.  In  his  opinion,  the  coun- 
try .would  not  grudge  a  large  sum  if 
it  felt  that  by  the  expenditure  it  could 
put  its  warlike  forces  in  such  a  state  as 
to  prevent  anxiety  and  panic.  What- 
ever the  additional  cost  of  money  might 
be  to  place  this  country  in  a  safe  posi- 
tion, they  must  remember  that  no  ex- 
penditure was  so  great,  no  outlay  was 
so  extravagant,  as  that  which  followed 
on  a  panic.  It  would  be  more  economi- 
cal to  spend  even  a  large  sum  in  carry- 
ing out  a  settled  plan ;  and  he  trusted, 
therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  allowing  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  be  appointed. 

Colonel  SANDYS  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Bootle)  said,  he  desired  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  Memorandum  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  which  he  considered  a 
most  important  document,  marking  a 
great  step  in  advance  of  everything  that 
had  been  done  before.  It  was  a  most 
able  and  exhaustive  document,  and  he 
must  congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man upon  having  issued  it.  The  provision 
in  regard  to  the  organization  of  a  small 
force  was  an  admirable  one ;  but  he 
should  like  to  see  provision  made  for  call- 
ing out  a  large  force.  Up  to  the  present  we 
had  been  able  to  organize  for  our  small 
wars;  but  the  scheme  we  had  to  consider 
at  the  present  time  was  what  we  should 
do  if  we  had  to  provide  a  force  for 
a  war  in  the  East.  The  step  which 
had  been  taken,  however,  was  a 
step  in  the  right  direction;  but  it  did 
not  go  far  enough.  The  statement  that 
the  accoutrements,  equipments,  &o.,  of 
the  First  Army  Corps  was  practically 
complete  was  a  matter  for  great  satis- 
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faction ;  but  although  the  scheme  might 
be  complete  on  paper,  he  should  like 
to  see  the  men  paraded  in  line  of  battle, 
for  the  purpose  of  testing  their  efficiency 
and  numbers.  He  observed  that  ar- 
rangements had  been  made  for  the 
formation  of  20  batteries  of  Artillery 
Volunteers.  It  was  very  advisable  that 
our  Volunteers  should  devote  their  atten- 
tion to  gunnery  and  coast  defence  rather 
than  attempt  to  organize  a  force  of 
Field  Artillery,  the  duties  of  which 
they  were  not  fitted  to  discharge.  He 
did  not  know  whether  it  was  the  inten- 
tion that  the  guns  in  position  should  be 
entirely  for  coast  and  battery  defence, 
or   whether   they  should   include   field 

gUDS. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention to  include  field  guns  at  present. 

Colonel  SANDYS  said,  he  had  al- 
ways considered  Field  Artillery  beyond 
the  Volunteer  Force,  and  he  therefore 
trusted  that  their  attention  would  be 
centred  on  guns  for  coast  defences. 
With  regard  to  the  branch  of  the  Service 
with  which  he  was  intimately  connected 
— the  Militia — it  had  always  appeared 
to  him  (Colonel  Sandys)  that  the  Militia 
Force  was  not  made  enough  of.  The 
Militia  Force  was  the  great  Constitutional 
force  of  the  country.  It  was  the  force 
on  which  we  must  rely  as  the  second 
line  of  our  Army.  It  was  the  Army's 
true  support.  There  had  of  late  arisen 
a  habit  on  the  part  of  successive  Secre- 
taries of  State  to  pass  over  the  Militia, 
and  to  turn  attention  chiefly  in  the 
direction  of  the  development  of  the 
Volunteers.  The  Militia  ought,  how- 
ever, to  be  made  as  efficient  as  possible; 
and  in  the  scheme  he  would  no  doubt 
bring  forward,  he  hoped  the  Secretary 
for  War  would  not  lose  sight  of  that 
branch  of  the  Service.  The  large  pro- 
portion of  desertions  from  the  Militia 
was  a  matter  deserving  of  serious 
attention,  and  we  ought  to  endeavour 
to  get  together  Militia  forces  in 
which  we  could  rely  upon  every  man 
turning  up  on  parade.  Deducting  the 
Army  Beserve  men  and  the  10,000  men 
who  deserted  last  year,  the  Militia  had 
only  60,000  available  men  left  who 
could  be  put  on  parade.  A  considerable 
item  in  that  60,000  men  consisted  of 
Irish  Militia.  Could  we,  considering 
what  had  been  going  on  in  the  Sister 
Isle,  look  upon  these  men  as  a  reliable 
force  ?    If  not,  that  would  n).a^e  a  con- 
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siderable  reduction  in  the  figures.  Then 
there  was  a  medical  examination  for 
them  to  go  through,  and  it  was  not  cer- 
tain they  would  all  pass  the  doctor.  The 
original  figure  of  the  Militia  was  108,000, 
and  it  was  generally  supposed  that  that 
number  was  available.  But  many  of 
those  men  enlisted  in  two  and  even  three 
regiments,  which  they  were  enabled  to 
do,  as  the  training  took  place  at  different 
periods.  He  should  like  to  see  one  day 
appointed  for  the  calling  out  of  the  whole 
of  the  Militia,  and  in  that  way  they 
would  be  able  to  ascertain  exactly  the 
number  of  men  who  were  available ;  and 
much  valuable  information  might  be 
obtained  in  many  respects.  Then,  again, 
the  Militia  was  under-officered ;  nearly 
all  the  younger  officers  were  men  who 
were  going  into  the  Line  regiments, 
and  who,  on  a  declaration  of  war,  would 
be  posted  at  once  to  Line  regiments, 
leaving  the  Militia  with  very  few  officers 
below  the  rank  of  captain.  That  was  a 
serious  matter,  to  which  attention  should 
be  given.  Another  mistake  in  our  terri- 
torial system  with  regard  to  the  Militia 
was  that  too  many  battalions  were 
formed,  the  result  being  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  sufficient  officers.  The 
true  constitution  of  a  regiment,  in  his 
opinion,  was  one  battalion,  a  depot  of 
two  companies  as  a  nucleus  for  recruits, 
officers  and  men,  and  a  Militia  regiment 
attached  to  the  depot.  That  arrangement 
would  involve  the  doing  away  with  the 
linked  battalion  system.  With  regard 
to  the  Militia  Beserve,  last  year  there 
were  578  men  passing  from  that  Reserve. 
The  total  strength  of  the  Army  Beserve 
was  51,000;  but  again,  he  said,  that 
was  merely  51,000  on  paper.  He  knew 
that  on  one  occasion  when  they  were 
called  they  all  came  out;  but,  as  no 
doubt  the  House  knew,  a  number  of 
those  men  were  at  the  present  moment 
serving  with  Her  Majesty's  regiments 
elsewhere,  and  of  course  could  not  leave 
their  posts.  On  this  question,  also,  he 
should  like  to  see  a  day  appointed  for 
calling  out  the  whole  of  the  men,  so  that 
we  could  ascertain  how  many  men  could 
be  relied  upon.  No  doubt,  the  Militia 
was  the  true  Army  support,  and  sup- 
plied 11,000  men  to  the  Army  last  year, 
a  fact  of  which  Militia  officers  ought  to 
be  very  proud.  But  it  had  been  stated 
that  on  the  declaration  of  war  a  force  of 
25,000  men  would  be  drafted  from  the 
Militia  into  the  active  Army.     He  be« 
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liered  that  would  be  the  case ;  but  what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  Militia 
Force  if  that  quantity  of  men  were  taken 
from  it  ?  They  would  practically  skim 
ihe  oream  from  the  Militia,  for  the  Army 
men  serrinff  in  the  Militia  were  the  very 
best  men.  Therefore,  he  thought  it  would 
be  worth  the  while  of  the  right  hon. 
Oenileman  the  Secretary  for  War,  in 
considering  defensive  schemes  for  this 
country,  to  see  whether  he  could  not 
devise  some  means  for  filling  up  the 
vacancies  which  the  present  system  would 
cause.  He  would  make  a  suggestion 
which  might  possibly  meet  the  difficulty. 
Supposing  the  ranks  of  the  Militia  were 
depleted  to  the  extent  of  25,000,  he 
should  h'ke  to  see  a  scheme  promoted 
by  which  the  Volunteer  Forces  should 
supply  that  quantity  of  men  to  step 
into  the  ranks  of  the  Militia.  Each  corps 
could  keep  100  men  in  its  ranks  ready 
to  do  that,  who  should  be  called  extra- 
efficients,  and  who  should  receive  some 
recognition  from  the  State  in  that  respect. 
He  ^lould  like  to  ask  if  the  Army  Eeserve 
was  fixed  at  50,000,  and  if  so,  why  ? 
He  believed  that  an  Army  ReserFc  of 
100,000  would  be  a  cheap  force,  and 
that  a  g^ant  could  not  be  devoted  to  a 
better  purpose.  It  might  be  said — '*  It 
is  very  easy  to  formulate  a  respectable 
military  scheme,  but  where  is  the  money 
to  come  from?"  He  maintained  that 
this  was  the  very  reason  why  a  Eoyal 
Commission  should  be  appointed,  be- 
cause what  the  country  wanted  to  know 
was  how  a  symmetrical  scheme  was  to  be 
formed,  the  number  of  men,  and  the 
amount  of  money  requisite.  For  many 
years  past  the  military  interests  of  this 
country  had  been  sot  forth  in  the  House 
and  in  the  country  by  experienced 
military  officers;  but  their  views  had 
always  been  set  aside  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  power,  who  had  given  a  formal, 
half-hearted  adherence  to  the  scheme, 
and  had  cramped  it  down  because  he  had 
said  that  he  had  only  a  certain  amount 
of  money  to  spend,  and  that  it  would 
make  his  Party  unpopular  if  he  asked 
for  any  more.  There  never  yet  had  been 
a  Government  in  this  country  which  had 
had  the  courage  to  stand  before  the 
country  and,  stating  what  were  the  real 
needs',  ask  for  so  much  money,  and  stake 
their  official  and  political  existence  upon 
getting  it.  Such  an  opportunity  now 
presented  itself  to  the  Government— a 
Government  which  he  was  proud  to  sup- 
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port  because  he  believed  they  had  the 
honour  and  the  well-being  of  this  country 
at  heart.  It  was  because  he  believed  in 
them  that  he  called  upon  the  Govern- 
ment on  behalf  of  his  constituents  and 
many  in  the  country  who  would  suffer 
bitterly  in  their  need  if  a  scheme  of 
military  efficiency  was  not  properly 
carried  forward  now,  to  grant  the  In- 
quiry which  was  asked  for,  so  that  when 
the  strain  came  they  might  have  pre- 
pared a  scheme  at  leisure,  and  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  prepare  in  a  hurry, 
spending  great  sums  of  money,  and  spend- 
ing them  badly.  He  should  like  to  know 
what  the  £5  bounty  and  free  kit  system 
of  enlistment  during  the  Crimean  War 
cost?  Supposing  London  be  occupied 
for  two  days,  he  asked  what  sum  of 
money  would  be  levied  in  order  to  buy 
out  the  foreign  occupiers?  Would  it 
not,  therefore,  be  better  now  to  add  a  few 
millions  to  the  Estimates  yearly  in  order 
that  the  Forces  might  become  efficient  ? 
If  the  Government  assented  to  tho 
Motion,  the  country  would,  when  the 
hour  of  danger  came,  thank  them  for 
their  timely  action,  and  the  heart  of 
England  would  not  begrudge  the  money. 
Colonel  BRIDGEM AN  (Bolton)  said, 
he  could  assure  the  Government  that 
the  supporters  of  the  Motion  did  not 
wish  that  it  should  in  any  way  be  looked 
upon  as  a  censure  upon  or  as  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence  in  the  Government. 
They  wished,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to 
raise  the  matter  above  one  of  Party,  and 
they  saw  no  other  way  of  doing  that 
except  through  the  means  of  a  Iloyal 
Commission.  Tho  country  knew  there 
were  in  the  House  many  members  of  the 
Military  and  Naval  Professions,  and 
they  imagined  that  those  Members 
would  see  that  the  safety  of  the  country 
was  maintained.  Those  Members  were 
now  making  an  effort  to  attain  that 
object.  The  time  might  come — and 
come  sooner  than  some  expected — when 
wo  might  be  in  the  same  great  stress 
Paris  was  in  in  1870;  and  then  the 
country  would  naturally  say  that  those 
she  had  looked  upon  to  protect  her  had 
really  betrayed  her.  The  opinion  of 
Lord  Wolseley  upon  this  matter  was  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  it  really 
put  the  contention  of  the  supporters  of 
the  Motion  in  a  nutshell.  The  evidence 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  before  the  Com- 
mittee, to  which  reference  had  been  made 
to-night,  showed  clearly  the  necessity  for 
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a  Hoyal  Oommission.  In  Answer  2,641, 
Lord  Wolseley  said — 

**  The  greatest  misfortune  that  ocours  to  me 
upon  this  subject,  arises  from  the  fact  that  our 
military  requirements  have  never  been  inquired 
into — have  never  been  tabulated  and  laid  down. 
There  is  no  fixed  point  up  to  which  we  work, 
whether  it  is  the  Commander-in-Ohief  or  any 
official  oonneoted  with  the  Army.  We  have  had 
nothing  decided  by  the  country  as  to  what  the 
country  wants,  or  as  to  what  our  military  policy, 
its  aims  and  requirements  are." 

That  was  the  point  of  hon.  Members 
who  supported  the  proposal  now  under 
consideration.  They  thought  that  there 
ought  tobe  an  inquiry  as  to  what  the  aims 
and  requirements  of  the  country  were. 
They  thought  that  the  inquiry  should  not 
be  conducted  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  but  by  an  independent  tribunal 
which  would  look  at  the  subject  alto- 
gether apart  from  Party  consiaerations. 
Lord  Wolseley  was  then  asked — 

**  Then  you  do  not  know  what  you  want  ?  " 

and  his  reply  was — 

"  We  do  not  know  what  we  want.  We  do 
not  know  what  we  are  working  up  to.  We 
have  a  certain  number  of  horses  and  regiments, 
and  those  numbers  vary  according  to  the  parti- 
cular exigencies  of  the  political  Party  in  power. 
There  has  never  been  any  authoritative  inquiry 
instituted  as  to  what  are  the  military  require- 
ments of  the  Empire :  how  many  troops  we 
require  to  have  in  England,  how  many  we 
require  in  our  Colonies,  how  many  in  India, 
ana  in  our  garrisons  abroad." 

The  next  question  was — 

"Do  you  think  it  would  be  an  impossible 
thing,  or  even  a  difficult  thing,  if  serious  in- 
quiry were  made  into  the  subject,  to  draw  out 
some  permanent  system  of  the  nature  of  that 
which  you  describe  P  " 

and  Lord  Wolseley,  in  reply,  said — 

"  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  simple  process, 
a  process  that  might  be  very  easily  accomplished 
by  a  Royal  Commission  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, not  constituted  of  Military  men  but 
of  judicial  men  who  would  look  at  it  as  a  judi- 
cial inquiry,  and  examine  experts  on  the  various 
topics  connected  with  the  subject." 

Perhaps,  the  Government  would  say  a 
Oommission  was  appointed  in  1886.  But 
the  answer  woidd  be  that  that  Oommis- 
sion was  appointed  for  totally  different 
purposes.  A  Oommission  was  wanted 
now  to  ascertain  what  were  the  require- 
ments of  the  Army ;  and  the  Oommission 
appointed  in  1886  especially  recom- 
mended that  a  Oommission  for  that  pur- 
pose should  be  appointed.  Therefore, 
if  the  Oommission  in  1886  carried  any 
weight  at  all,  its  recommendation  in  this 
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respect  ought  to  be  respected.  He  had 
heard  it  said  that  an  inquiry  would 
merely  display  our  weaknesses.  But  it 
must  be  known  to  everybody  that  the 
points  where  we  were  weak,  and  the 
points  where  we  were  strong,  were  rery 
well  known  to  every  one  of  the  Intel- 
ligence Departments  on  the  Oontinent. 
In  all  probability,  the  Intelligence  De- 
partments on  the  Oontinent  know  very 
nearly  as  much  as  our  own  Intelligence 
Department  knew.  He  beliered  that 
the  only  people  who  would  obtain  know- 
ledge as  a  result  of  the  Oommission  would 
be  our  own  people.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  contended  that  it  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  our  own  people 
should  know  the  real  facts  of  the  case. 
He  was  sure  the  country  generally  would 
not  be  afraid  of  spending  money  if  they 
could  be  quite  certain  on  two  points-^ 
namely,  that  the  expenditure  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  and  that  they  got  the 
worth  of  their  expenditure.  He  had  the 
greatest  possible  pleasure  in  supportine 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot). 

OoLONEL  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  was  grateful  for  the  consideration 
which  the  Volunteer  Service  had  received 
at  the  hands  of  the  Authorities  within 
the  last  year ;  but  there  was  one  point 
upon  which  he  desired  to  offer  a  sugges- 
tion. The  equipment  and  traininj^  of 
the  Volunteers  was  not  yet  on  a  satisfac- 
tory footing,  because  the  Force  had  not 
the  capital  with  which  to  meet  the  first 
outlay.  Now,  that  the  defence  of  the 
country  was  to  be  so  much  in  the  hands 
of  the  Volunteers,  it  was  most  important 
that  the  equipment  of  the  Force  and  the 
permanent  arrangements  affecting  it 
should  be  as  pei^ect  as  possible.  He 
found  that  in  1872  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  to  enable  some  millions  ster- 
ling to  be  raised  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding for  the  building  of  barracks,  and 
also  for  the  acquiring,  under  the  Lands 
Olauses  Oonsolidation  Act,  of  freehold 
ground  for  Militia  depot  centres  and 
storehouses.  Although  it  might  be  in- 
convenient to  add  to  the  expenditure  of 
the  current  year,  still  if  the  Volunteer 
Service  was  considered  a  permanent  Ser- 
vice—and he  hoped  it  now  was — it  might 
be  advisable  to  consider  whether  head- 
quarters and  coats,  valise  equipment  and 
stores  of  all  kinds  might  not  be  pro- 
vided in  the  same  way  as  Militia  train- 
ing grounds  were  provided.    The  Com* 
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Biisiioners  for  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt  were,  under  the  Act  of 
1872,  allowed  to  invest  their  money  in 
Terminable  Annuities,  running  over  a 
period  of  30  years,  and  to  take  for  that 
purpose  money  deposited  in  the  Savings 
6anks  and  in  the  Post  Office  Bank.  At 
the  present  moment,  when  the  Yolun* 
teers  required  head -quarters,  they  either 
had  to  mre  them  at  a  large  rent,  or  to 
expend  a  large  sum  of  money  on  lease- 
liold  property,  which  of  course  ulti- 
mately reverted  to  the  freeholder.  If 
{he  Service  was  a  permanent  insti- 
tation,  he  trusted  the  Government  would 
do  something  similar  to  that  which 
they  did  for  the  Militia — namely,  pro- 
vide for  it  freehold  head-quarters.  Only 
the  other  week  he  had  occasion  to 
negotiate  a  loan  of  £7,000  for  the  pur- 
poses of  a  cemetery,  and  he  obtained  the 
money  from  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  at  3^  per  cent,  the  same  rate 
of  interest  charged  to  the  London 
School  Board.  He  could  have  the 
money  from  the  Works  Commissioners 
at  4  per  cent.  At  the  present  moment, 
if  Volunteers  provided  head-quarters  for 
themselves,  they  had  to  borrow  money 
from privateiudividuals,  and  probably  pay 
5  per  cent.  They  received  no  assistance 
from  any  public  Oommon  Fund,  such  as 
he  had  indicated.  It  would  be  of  immense 
advantage  if  some  arrangement  could  be 
made  by  which  Volunteers  could  have 
head-quarters  provided,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, from  some  common  fund,  at  a 
moderate  rate  of  interest — say,  at  3}  per 
cent.  The  Government  would  make 
money  by  the  advances,  that  is  the  dif- 
ference between  Post  Office  Bank  inte- 
rest and  3}  per  cent,  and  the  Volun- 
teers would  save  the  difference  between 
8^  and  5  per  cent,  which  they  now  had 
to  pay.  The  same  thing  might  happen 
with  regard  to  equipment.  In  many 
instances,  the  first  cost,  which  often 
amounted  to  £400,  was  defrayed  by  the 
officer  in  command,  and  he  had  to  wait 
for  years  before  he  could  get  the  whole 
of  his  money  back ;  while,  if  the  Go- 
vernment lent  it,  they  could  deduct  the 
repayments  out  of  the  Capitation 
Grant,  and  would  have  the  Free- 
hold as  security.  This  matter  was 
urgent,  and  therefore  let  some  money  be 
raised,  not  on  the  Ee venue  of  the  year, 
but  bv  means  of  Terminable  Annuities, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
could  devise  \  let  the  needs  of  the  Volun- 


teers, both  as  regarded  equipment  and 
head-quarters,  be  provided  for,  and  the 
Force  thus  put  in  a  permanent  condi- 
tion. 

Sir  -STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE 
(Exeter)  said  that,  having  been  recently 
connected  with  the  War  Office,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  indulge  him  for  a  few 
minutes  while  he  explained  why  he  was 
unable  to  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  though  he  sympa- 
thized with  its  object.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  from  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
and  others  who  had  spoken,  an  expres- 
sion of  their  cordial  appreciation  of  the 
services  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
rendered  to  the  country  during  his 
tenure  of  office.  Having  had  the  honour 
of  serving  under  him  for  the  last  twelve 
months,  he  must  say  it  would  be  hard  to 
find  a  man  who  had  the  welfare  of  the 
country  more  at  heart,  and  the  Memo- 
randum he  had  submitted  showed  the 
earnest  desire  by  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  actuated  to  promote  the 
interests  of  the  Army.  There  was  very 
little  which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  said  with  which  he  did  not  agree, 
and  especially  with  respect  to  the  deplor- 
able system  of  allowing  our  stores  to  run 
dowD,  buying  in  a  hurry,  whether  it  was 
£11,000,000  that  was  expended  or  a  less 
sum,  inspecting  in  a  hurry,  and  paying 
the  highest  prices  for  inferior  goods, 
which  ought  not  to  be  served  out  to  the 
British  Army.  A  more  pernicious  system 
he  could  not  conceive.  Another  point 
on  which  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  was  that  some  system  of 
greater  publicity  was  possible  than  any 
which  at  present  prevailed  with  regard 
to  our  reserves  of  stores.  There  were 
certain  classes  of  our  warlike  stores 
about  which  the  world  ought  not  to  be 
informed;  but  he  was  afraid  that 
foreigners  were  very  often  too  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  state  of  our  military 
stores.  But  there  were  many  classes  of 
stores  as  to  which  no  advantage  could 
be  gained  by  a  foreign  country  knowing 
the  quantity  we  had,  while  it  woidd  be 
well  that  our  own  people  should  know 
whether  we  were  deficient  in  them  or 
not.  Then  came  the  question  whether  a 
Eoyal  Commission  was  the  best  mach- 
inery for  obtaining  such  knowledge. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  spoke  of 
the  Vote  for  improving  the  defence  of 
our  ports,  arsenals,  and  coaling  stations. 
Now,  he  would  be  prepared  to  support 
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Ilia  right  hon.  Friend  if  he  were  to  pro- 
pose a  larger  sum  ;  but  what  was  now 
proposed  was  a  substantial  step  in 
advance.  He  was  grateful  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  for  proposing  it,  and  he 
was  convinced  it  would  be  accepted 
by  a  large  majority  of  the  House  and 
endorsed  by  the  voice  of  the  country. 
As  for  the  adoption  of  a  Royal  Codi- 
mission,  he  would  like  to  ask  what  the 
functions  of  that  Commission  were  to 
be.  They  might  bo  twofold.  There 
might  be  a  Commission  to  dictate  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  Q-overnment 
for  the  time  being  what  their  military 
policy  was  to  be  in  the  future,  or  there 
might  simply  be  a  Commission  to  report 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  and  make 
known  to  the  country  what  the  exact 
state  of  our  stores  and  supplies  was. 
There  was  a  wide  difference  between  the 
two.  He  would  be  very  unwilling  to 
support  a  proposal  for  appointing  a 
Commission  which  would  take  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  Government  the  re- 
sponsibility for  our  foreign  policy.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  a  Commission 
of  that  kind  would  not  be  strengthening 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  the  Commission  was 
merely  to  report  as  to  the  state  of  our 
supplies,  he  thought  sufficient  data  for 
that  purpose  existed  already  in  the 
Beports  of  Lord  Morley 's,  Sir  Fitz  James 
Stephen's,  the  Fortifications  Committees, 
and  other  sources  of  information.  If  the 
proposed  Commission  were  made  a 
judicial  rather  than  a  military  one,  its 
findings  would  not  long  command  the 
respect  of  military  and  naval  men  ;  and 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  consisted  of 
military  and  naval  men,  it  would  embody 
the  views  merely  of  a  body  of  officers 
whose  views  were  already  known  to  the 
Executive  or  could  easily  be  ascertained 
by  the  Executive.  Another  practical 
objection  was  that  a  Royal  Commission 
would  be  failing  in  its  duty  if  it  did  not 
recommend  various  changes  and  an  in- 
crease in  the  stores,  which  would  lead  to 
increased  expenditure.  The  practical 
effect  would  be  that  inventors  and  in- 
ventions would  bo  discouraged,  because 
the  officials  of  the  Department  would 
shelter  themselves  under  the  adgis  of  the 
standard  which  the  Commission  would 
lay  down,  and  greater  difficulty  would 
be  experienced  in  getting  new  inventions 
adopted  into  the  Service.  Suppose,  for 
example,  the  Commission  recommended 
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the  introduction  of  a  certain  number  of 
new  transport  waggons,  and  suppose  a 
new  waggon  were  to  be  discovered,  if 
there  were  a  large  supply  of  the  existing 
waggous  in  store  there  would  be  a  great 
disposition  on  the  part  of  the  permanent 
officials  to  economize  money  by  saying, 
"  We  had  better  not  go  behind  the 
findings  of  the  Royal  Commission."  He 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  de- 
precate any  plan  which  would  tend  to 
withdraw  proper  Parliamentary  control 
from  the  money  voted  each  year.  No 
doubt  recent  changes  would  increase  the 
responsibility  of  the  military  branch  of 
the  War  Office,  but  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  that  the  military  advisers 
would  over  be  got  to  accept  full  re- 
sponsibility for  the  Army  Estimates 
unless  they  were  given  the  full  control 
over  the  money  voted,  and  it  was  not 
possible  to  conceive  a  state  of  circum- 
stances, in  these  democratic  times,  in 
which  it  would  be  possible,  even  if  it 
were  desirable,  to  withdraw  such  strict 
Parliamentary  control  over  the  Estimates 
of  the  House.  He  thought,  without 
going  the  length  of  appointing  a  Royal 
Commission,  there  were  many  practical 
changes  advantageous  to  the  public  and 
to  the  Army  which  might  be  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  given  to  the  country  a  full 
and  ample  earnest  of  his  desire  and  in- 
tention to  make  those  changes,  and  the 
House  ought  to  treat  with  great  confi- 
dence a  Minister  who  had  shown  re- 
markable readiness  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  Army  as  far  as  he  could,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion  to  a 
Division.  If  he  did  so,  he  should, 
though  with  much  reluctance,  be  bound 
to  vote  against  him. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  said,  he 
rose  to  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot).  He  conceived  there  was  no  sub- 
ject of  deeper  interest  to  the  people  of 
this  country  at  large  than  that  of  our 
public  defences.  He  believed  the  great 
majority  of  taxpayers  were  desirous  and 
determined  that  our  defences  should  be 
adequate  for  the  protection  of  our  coasts, 
our  shipping,  and  our  Colonies ;  but  an 
opinion  had  got  abroad  that  we  did  not 
get  the  protection  we  ought  to  receive 
for  our  money,  and  there  was  a  feeling 
of  apprehension  that  the  non-combatant 
branches  of  the  Service  were  not  vet  sq 
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perfectly  organized,   that  wo  could  be 

auit*  sure  that  the  mistakes  arising 
lerefrom  in  former  times  were  not  likely 
to  appear  again.  He  believed  a  Eoyal 
Ck>mnu6sion  would  sift  all  those  matters; 
it  would  ascertain  what  the  defences 
were  and  how  much  money  was  neces- 
sary to  be  provided,  and  he  believed 
the  people  would  be  contented  to  pay  the 
coat  of  the  work.  He  should  not  have 
intruded  on  the  House  were  it  not  that 
he  was  anxious  to  draw  attention  to 
what  he  conceived  to  be  an  important 
matter  in  connection  with  the  defence 
of  our  coaling  stations.  He  was  glad 
to  see  in  the  Memorandum  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  that  the 
matter  was  receiving  attention,  and  that 
a  sum  was  proposed  to  be  voted  for 
carrying  out  this  important  work. 
Without  that  it  was  impossible  that  the 
Navy  could  do  its  work  and  that  our 
mercantile  marine  could  receive  the 
protection  which  it  required ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  if  they  merely  defended  the 
coaling  stations  and  left  the  places 
where  the  coal  was  obtained  unprotected, 
the  work  was  only  half  done.  It  was 
well  known  to  every  Member  of  that 
House  that  the  coal  which  is  used  in 
the  Navy  came  from  only  one  place, 
namely,  South  Wales.  The  coal  of 
South  Wales  was  much  more  adapted 
for  steam  purposes  than  all  other  coals, 
and  it  had  the  advantage  of  being 
smokeless.  This  coal  was  produced  at 
Cardiff,  Newport,  and  Swansea.  New- 
port had  practically  no  defences,  Swan- 
sea had  merely  a  small  battery,  while 
Cardiff  had  no  defences  at  all.  It  was 
true  that  there  were  a  chain  of  forts 
for  the, Bristol  Channel  defence,  but 
those  forts  had  no  guos  capable  of 
coping  with  the  arms  of  the  present 
day,  and  they  would  be,  therefore, 
absolutely  usleess  for  the  purpose  of 
defence.  There  had  been  a  suggestion 
that  submarine  mining  would  be  an 
adequate  means  of  defence,  but  in  the 
Bristol  Channel,  where  the  tide  ran  very 
swiftly,  he  very  much  doubted  whether 
that  system  could  be  effectually  applied. 
Those  rapid  tides  would  be  a  great 
factor  in  favour  of  an  attacking  force, 
because  a  vessel  coming  up  Channel 
with  a  five-knot  tide  and  makiug  20 
knots  an  hour  would  be  an  extremely 
difficult  object  to  strike.    Until  efficient 


fortifications  were  built,  he  urged  that 
a  few  guns  of  the  heaviest  calibre  should 
be  placed  in  commanding  positions  at 
those  ports  where  they  would  be  ready 
in  time  of  need,  and  likewise  afford  the 
Volunteer  Artillery  an  opportunity  of 
learning  the  drill  of  the  guns  they 
would  have  to  use  in  case  their  service 
should  be  required  on  an  emergency. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  it  was  the 
expense  which  stood  in  the  way  of  those 
works.  When  they  came  to  consider 
the  enormous  national  interest  and  the 
enormous  private  pecuniary  interest  in- 
volved in  the  preservation  of  those  ports, 
ho  did  not  think  that  the  question  of 
money  ought  to  be  taken  into  considera' 
tion.  He  had  been  very  much  struck 
with  the  fact  that  at  Tangiers  there  were 
no  less  than  four  1 00-ton  guns,  an.d  if  that 
poor  port  could  be  supplied  with  those 
guns,  he  did  not  think  that  this  country 
ought  to  grudge  the  money  necessary  to 
secure  so  important  an  object  as  the 
protection  of  the  ports  to  which  he  was 
referring.  He  looked  with  satisfaction 
and  gratitude  at  the  remarks  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  was  pleased  to  make  with 
reference  to  the  Volunteers.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  Volunteers 
were  most  desirous  of  doing  everything 
in  their  power  to  render  themselves 
efficient.  Something  had  been  said  with 
regard  to  field  batteries.  Ho  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  the  Volunteers  could 
possibly  acquire  that  precision  in  field 
drill  which  was  gained  by  the  Boyal 
Artillery,  but  it  seemed  to  him,  if  there 
were  sufficient  Artillery  Volunteers  for 
the  purpose  and  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  grant  the  necessary  money, 
there  was  no  doubt  that  field  batteries 
could  be  formed.  At  the  present  time 
he  believed  there  was  not  a  sufficiency 
of  garrison  gunners,  and  therefore  the 
time  was  not  yot  come  when  thoy  might 
agitate  for  field  batteries ;  nevertheless 
he  hoped  that  more  facilities  would  be 
given  to  Artillery  Volunteers  for  learn- 
ing the  drill  of  heavy  guns.  He  was 
pleased  to  find  that  a  sum  of  money  was 
proposed  to  be  voted  for  camp  exercise 
with  the  Eegular  Forces,  and  he  was 
assured  that  this  was  going  in  a  direc- 
tion in  which  the  greatest  possible  service 
could  be  done  to  the  Volunteers.  He 
should  have  been  much  pleased  if,  during 
the  Eeceps,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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War  could  have  found  himself  in  a 
position  to  add  to  the  Estimates  the 
small  sum  necessary  for  the  old  Adju- 
tants of  the  Auxiliary  Forces — ^that  he 
had  not  heen  ahle  to  accede  to  the  prayer 
of  the  Memorandum  which  was  presented 
to  him  signed  by  over  100  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  that  their  case 
should  be  considered.  He  would  not 
attempt  to  go  into  the  question  now, 
but  would  only  say  generally  that, 
although  he  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  anything  he  might  say  would  in- 
duce the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
alter  the  opinion  he  had  formed,  yet  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  desirable  in  the 
interest  of  the  Service  that  officers  or 
public  servants  should  have  reason  to 
feel  that  they  were  suffering  under  what 
they  considered  to  be  a  grievance — 
namely,  that  the  conditions  of  their 
Service  had  been  altered  to  their  injury 
without  proper  compensation.  Finally 
he  thought  that  grave  reasons  had  been 
adduced  for  the  granting  of  a  Eoyal 
Commission.  He  believed  that  Com- 
mission would  be  a  benefit  to  all  the 
Services,  and  that  their  recommendations 
would  be  exceedingly  valuable  and 
would  cause  the  taxpayers  to  provide 
the  necessary  money,  for  what  had  been 
properly  called  our  assurance,  with 
much  greater  satisfaction  than  they  did 
at  present. 

The  financial  SECEETARY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  no  reason  to  complain  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North-West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot),  who  introduced  this  subject, 
or  of  the  speeches  that  followed.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North-West 
Sussex,  in  the  course  he  had  taken,  was 
doubtless  anxious  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War ;  but  it  was  to  be  noticed  that  the 
scope  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
Motion  had  been  considerably  widened 
by  every  successive  speaker.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that,  though  the  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  all  supported 
the  Motion  for  a  Commission,  not  one 
of  them  insinuated  that  the  present 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  proceeding  in  a  wrong  direction. 
Motions  for  a  Commission  were  gene- 
rally based  on  an  allegation  that  the 
Government   were    pursuing    a  wrong 


policy ;    but  no    such    allegation    was 
made  in  the  present  case.    If  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen  had  pointed  out  that 
the  Gt)vemment  was  blind  to  the  mili- 
tary needs  of  the  Empire,  then  he  could 
have  understood  their  asking  for  a  Com- 
mission ;  but,  instead  of  that,  they  all 
seemed  to  admit  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  proceeding  step  by  step  in 
the  direction  that  they  themselves  indi- 
cated.    Under  these  circumstances,  it 
certainly  did  seem  anomalous  that  the 
Government  should  be  asked  to  accept 
a  Commission  which  would  be  fruitful 
of  the  most  unfortunate  consequences 
on  the  publication  of  its  Heport,  and 
which,  in  addition,  would  widen  ([ues- 
tions  and  transfer  responsibility.    The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Exeter 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  alone  of  those 
who  had  spoken  foresaw  the  disadvan- 
tages which  would  follow  the  granting 
of  a  Commission.    The  speeches  of  all 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  prac- 
tically   amounted    to   proposals   for  a- 
gigantic  development  of   the  military 
forces  of  the  Crown.  There  was  scarcely 
one  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  whose 
speech,  if  pushed  to  its  legitimate  con- 
clusion, would  not  involve  an  enormous 
increase  in  our  Army  Corps.    The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Bolton  TColonel 
Bridgeman)  had  spoken  of  working  up 
to  a  fixed  point ;  but  he  did  not  inrorm 
the  House  whether  he  considered  two 
Army  Corps  to  be  the  proper  fixed  point. 
Nor  had   any  other  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  expressed  any  opinion  on 
this  matter.    But  before  appointing  a 
Commission  some  diversity  of  opinion 
should  exist  to  justify  it.    No  one  had 
said  that  two  Army  Corps  were  insuffi- 
cient.   The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  South  -  East  Durham  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock-Allen)  said  that  these  Army 
Corps  should  be  kept  fully  prepared. 
But  there  was  no  necessity  for  a  Com- 
mission to  enforce  so  obvious  a  fact  as 
that.    The  hon.   and  gallant  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley) 
animadverted  on  the  organization  of  the 
Volunteers,  and  proposed  that  maga- 
zines and  stores  for  the  whole  of  our 
220,000  Volunteers  should  be  erected, 
and  that  about  £1,000,000  should  be 
spent  in  providing  them  with  field  g^ns. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  South- 
Ea^t  Durham  said  that  if  the  Volunteers 
were  called  out  they  could  not  keep  the 
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field  for  a  week.  Well»  upon  that  point 
he  would  find  many  military  authorities 
to  differ  from  him. 

Sib  henry  HAVELO  OK- ALLAN 
said,  he  had  stated  that  the  Volunteers 
could  not  be  kept  together  for  a  fort- 
night without  unhinging  the  whole 
social  system  of  the  country. 

Mb.  BBODEIOK  said,  he  thought 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
mistaken  in  that  view.  Some  counties 
had  already  taken  up  the  question  of 
transport  for  Volunteers  as  a  local  mat- 
ter, and  it  would  be  an  excellent  mani- 
festation of  public  spirit  if  other  coun- 
ties acted  likewise.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  defence  of 
military  ports;  but  no  one  had  con- 
demned the  intention  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  to  proceed  first  of  all 
with  works  at  Portsmouth,  Plymouth, 
and  on  the  Thames.  The  only  point 
made  was  that  they  wished  to  see  larger 
Bums  expended.  But  to  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  reply  was  that  the  sum 
proposed  to  be  spent  was  as  much  as 
could  be  advantageously  expended  in  a 
certain  time.  As  to  mercantile  ports — 
Buch  as  Bristol — if,  after  being  provided 
with  submarine  mines  and  quick-firing 
guns,  according  to  the  Government 
Boheme,  they  were  not  satisfied,  they 
could  make  an  additional  effort  on  their 
own  behalf,  for  the  Gt)vernment  recog- 
ijized  the  principle  that  localities,  for  the 
sake  of  their  own  trade,  should  do  some. 
thing  for  then^selves  in  providing  the  ne- 
cessary defence.  He  could  not  pass  from 
this  subject  without  aknowledging  in 
the  fullest  degree  the  exertions  made  by 
our  Colonies  with  regard  to  coaling 
Btations.  Nothing  did  more  to  knit  to- 
gether the  different  parts  of  this  Empire 
than  the  exertions  of  the  Colonies — 
hand-in-hand  with  the  Mother  Country 
*-to  put  their  coaling  stations  in  a  pro- 
per state  of  defence.  He  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speeches 
that  had  been  delivered,  but  had  not  been 
able  to  find  one  single  word  of  genuine 
criticism  upon  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Government.  If  the  Government 
had  come  down  and  said  that  they  had 
effected  great  economy  at  the  cost  of 
efficiency,  the  House  would  have  had 
Bome  ground  to  find  fault  with  them. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  he  put  this 
question  to  the  House.  Ought  they  not, 
before  considering  what  they  should  do, 
to  give  Bome  credit  to,  and  repose  some 


confidence  in,  the  Government  for  what 
had  been  done  already  ?  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North- West  Sussex 
went  back  to  the  Crimean  War  and 
the  Abyssinian  Expedition,  and  de- 
scribed the  difficulties  in  which  we  had 
been  landed  in  those  expeditions  by  our 
utter  state  of  unpreparedness.  He 
would  put  this  broad  fact  before  the 
House.  The  Government  could  say  that 
they  had  followed  the  lead  indicated  to 
them  last  year.  With  an  increase  of 
efficiency  they  had  effected  great  eco- 
nomy. For  the  first  time  for  eight  years 
there  had  been  no  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates ;  the  sums  voted  for  the  Service 
for  the  year  had  been  made  sufficient, 
and  more  than  sufficient.  They  showed 
on  the  Estimates  an  absolute  reduction 
of  £150,000.  Tliey  had  likewise  ap- 
propriated for  other  urgent  services  for 
the  defence  of  the  country  the  sum  of 
£  1 70, 000  more.  Thus  they  had  effected 
an  economy  of  £320,000  without  cutting 
down  a  single  man  or  a  single  horse, 
while  at  the  same  time  they  added  a 
small  force  to  the  Army.  They  had 
further  provided  and  were  providing 
new  field  guns  for  the  whole  of  our  two 
Army  Corps.  All  that  sum  of  £320,000 
they  had  gained  by  sheer  economy  and 
hard  work.  They  were  proposing  to 
spend  £3,000,000  in  a  manner  which  the 
House  evidently  approved ;  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  would  ask  whether 
it  was  fair  to  say,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  had 
asked,  they  were  always  to  go  on  Hving 
in  a  fool's  paradise.  Far  from  that,  al- 
most for  the  first  time  the  state  of  the 
country,  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown,  and 
of  our  national  resources  had  been 
brought  forward  perfectly  openly,  so 
that  the  House  was  able  to  grasp  the 
position.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  opened  the  discussion  said  the 
first  thing  he  desired  was  that  there 
should  be  such  an  organization  at  the 
the  War  Office  that  the  soldiers  who 
were  responsible  in  time  of  war  should 
also  be  responsible  in  time  of  peace. 
What  more  could  he  fairly  ask  for  that 
had  not  been  done  already  ?  As  to  the 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  appointing  this 
Commission,  he  would  say  this :  They 
now  had  at  the  War  Office  Lord  Wolse- 
ley,  SirRodvers  Buller,  General  Bracken- 
bury,  and  almost  every  one  who  had 
held  commands  in  recent  expeditions, 
and  during  the  last  six  months  there 
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had  Leon  transferred  to  ihom  the  whole 
rcsponBibllityof  the  administration  of  the 
spending  Department.  Now,  he  knew  no 
step  the  House  could  take  beyond  that, 
unless  Parliament  meant  to  take  the  con- 
trol away  from  itself  and  give  it  to  those 
who  spent  the  money,  and  who  could 
not  sit  in  this  House  to  justify  their  ex- 
penditure. Without  tho  control  of  the 
Treasury  it  would  be  impossible  to  keep 
the  Estimates  down.  Soldiers  naturally 
had  a  desiro  to  spend  money.  He  would 
put  this  point  clearly  before  the  House. 
In  the  first  place,  if  they  put  the  whole 
thing  into  the  hands  of  soldiers,  however 
able  they  might  be  as  administrators, 
they  would  not  always  agree  as  to  what 
tho  m(mey  should  be  spent  upon,  and 
they  would  always  make  a  compromise 
with  each  other,  saying,  **  If  you  will 
spend  what  is  necessary  on  my  service  I 
will  spend  what  is  necessary  on  yours."  In 
that  way  no  economy  would  be  possible. 
He  wouldnot,  as  to  that,  exclude  sailors. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  said  that 
wo  ought  to  do  everything  that  was 
needed  at  once,  and  exercise  a  generous 
spirit.  Well,  but  a  generous  spirit  was 
often  the  word  for  universal  squander- 
ing. What  he  would  say  was,  we 
ought  not  to  act  in  a  niggardly  spirit  in 
doing  what  was  necessary ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  wo  ought  not  to  do  a  single 
thing  which  was  not  absolutely  neces- 
sary. He  was  inclined  to  ask  this 
question — **  Who  were  the  economists 
to-night  ? "  Last  Session  they 
heard  a  great  deal  in  the  Committee 
about  the  necessity  of  economy.  The 
economists  never  rose  to  support  a 
Minister.  The  whole  tendency  was  on 
the  other  side.  As  to  this  Commission 
— if  it  were  granted — were  they  to  have 
on  it  Q-entlemen  who  were  anxious  to 
spend,  and  also  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Cockermouth  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  and  one  or  two  other  Gentle- 
men of  the  Peace  at  any  Price  Party,  in 
order  to  establish  on  that  Commission  a 
proper  equilibrium.  If  they  had  both, 
they  would  be  certain  to  have  a  minority 
Beport.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North- West  Sussex  said  that  there 
was  great  danger  at  present  of  a  Euro- 
pean war.  Did  it  not  occur  to  the 
House  that  if  a  Commission  were  ap- 
pointed, and  that  if  the  Commission  re- 
commended the  immediate  expendi- 
ture of  £12,000,000,  £15,000,000  or 
£20,000,000,  people  would  say  in  two  or 
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three  years'  time  that  their  Report 
was  made  when  a  great  war  was 
expected  ?  The  scare  would  pass  away, 
the  war  would  be  over,  and  a 
generation  would  arise  which  knew  not 
Joseph,  and  which  would  criticize  the 
system  of  hopeless,  hapelss  expenditure 
that  had  been  established.  Then  the 
Commission  was  to  be  asked  to  decide 
what  was  needful  in  respect  of  foreign 
expeditions.  He  did  not  at  first  know 
what  the  expression  meant,  but  it  had 
been  emphasized  by  the  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  and  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley).  The  Mover  spoke  of  the  aggres- 
sion of  Eussia  and  the  misfortune  of 
allowing  Bulgaria  at  this  moment  to  be 
taken  by  Eussia.  But  was  it  not  a  dan- 
gerous  and  an  ominous  suggestion  to 
make  that  we  should  transfer  to  a  Com- 
mission, which  could  only  have  a  dele- 
gated authority,  a  responsibility  that 
could  only  rest  properly  upon  the 
Cabinet  ?  He  would  draw  attention  to 
an  important  utterance  last  year  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  to 
the  effect  that  if  our  foreign  policy  were 
conducted  with  skill  and  judgment, 
armaments  would  be  unnecessary  and 
taxation  for  them  unjustifiable.  It  Lad, 
therefore,  been  laid  down  on  the  noble 
Lord's  authority  that  the  strength  of  our 
forces  might  depend  upon  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government.  To  put  into 
the  hands  of  a  Commisaon  authority 
that  could  only  be  properly  wielded  by  a 
responsible  Cabinet  would  be  to  make 
the  Government  a  mere  machine  for 
carrying  out  the  mandates  of  that  Com- 
mission. Then  there  was  the  further 
objection  that  such  a  Commission  could 
not  sit  without  exposing  every  weakness 
in  our  defence  to  the  eyes  of  the  whole 
world?  There  was  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  consult  with  the  Secretary  for 
War  last  year,  and  such  a  Committee 
might  be  continued  with  advantage. 
The  appointment  of  a  Commission  would 
involve  serious  delay,  for  it  could 
scarcely  conclude  its  labours  within  two 
years,  and  he  hoped  the  greater  part  of 
the  proposed  programme  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  be  carried  out  by 
that  time.  The  Government  were  far 
from  saying  that  the  present  system  was 
perfect,  and  they  had  taken  such  steps 
as  they  could  to  improve  and  strengthen 
its  weak  points,  of  which  there  weremanji 
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in  which  public  opinion  might  strongthon 
the  hands  of  the  Secretary  for  War; 
but  the  Oovernment  could  not  accept  a 
proposal  which  would  impair  their  own 
responsibility  for  the  Estimates.  The 
Oovernment  hoped  they  might  be 
favoured  with  the  opinions  of  some  of 
the  non-military  Members  of  the  House ; 
for,  with  all  respect  to  the  military 
Members  and  giving  them  full  credit  for 
desire  to  advance  the  interests  of  the 
country,  irrespective  of  those  of  the  Ser- 
vice, that  was  a  subject  that  should  not 
be  discussed  by  military  Members  ex- 
clusively. So  far,  the  discussion  had 
been  highly  advantageous.  He  sup- 
posed it  might  be  taken  as  a  compliment 
to  the  framers  of  the  Estimates  that  no 
exception  had  been  taken  to  anything 
they  either  contained  or  omitted.  In 
conclusion,  he  submitted  that  no  case 
had  been  made  out  for  a  Commission, 
whose  inquiries  might  prove  to  be  a  dis- 
tinct disadvantage  to  this  country. 

VisooTOT  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  that  inquiry  need  not 
be  shirked  because  of  any  possible  dis- 
closure, since  foreign  Governments  pro- 
bably knew  our  weaknesses  as  well  as 
we  knew  them  ourselves.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  the  proposed  Commission 
would  take  two  years  to  report,  and 
that  the  matter  of  our  defences  would 
be  hung  up  in  the  meantime.  He,  how- 
ever, thought  that  the  programme  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  might 
be  proceeded  with  pending  the  inquiry, 
ana  he  should  imagine  that  if  the  Com- 
mission were  appointed  it  might  present 
its  Heport  within  six  months  at  the 
outside.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  War  Department 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  complained  that  hon. 
Members  had  not  communicated  to  the 
CK>vernment  any  point  to  which  they 
ought  to  work  up.  He  (Viscount 
Ebrington)  thought  the  Memorandum  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  a 
sufficient  proof  that  he  had  a  point  ho 
would  like  to  work  up  to,  if  he  was  sure 
that  public  opinion  would  back  him. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  state  there  that  the  programme  was  not 
an  exhaustive  one,  or  one  which  showed 
the  full  amount  of  the  work  which  the 
Military  Authorities  thought  necessary, 
or  even  desirable.  He  believed  it 
would  be  of  use  to  the  House  and 
the  country    that    they    should  know 


what  works  the  Military  Authori- 
ties did  think  necessary.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
seemed  to  think  he  had  disposed  of  a 
good  many  of  the  previous  arguments, 
when  he  said  that  a  quarter  of  the 
Volunteer  Force  had  been  provided 
with  great  coats.  In  his  opinion,  how- 
ever, great  coats  were  things  which  they 
could  afiPord  to  wait  for,  and  there  were 
many  other  things  far  more  necessary 
which,  unlike  great  coats,  could  not  be 
improvised.  Although  the  Volunteer 
Force  might  be  so  well  provided  with 
these  garments,  he  found  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  admitted 
that  even  the  First  Army  Corps  was 
not  fully  provided  with  all  things 
necessary.  And  although  he  said  that 
what  was  required  would  probable  be 
completed  without  serious  delay,  yet 
unless  the  general  opinion  was  incorrect 
there  were  some  very  important  items 
in  the  shape  of  material  which  were  not 
available,  and  which  it  would  take  some 
time  to  provide.  Turning  from  general 
matters  to  points  of  more  detail,  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  a  subject  which,  he 
thought,  had  not  been  touched  upon  in 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place-— 
namely,  the  amount  of  Garrison  Artil- 
lery which  he  proposed  to  provide  for 
the  defence  of  our  Coaling  Stations. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  Memo- 
randum of  last  year,  spoke  of  the  neces- 
sity of  increasing  that  force  by  1,800 
men ;  and  though  the  Memorandum  of 
this  year  stated  that  all  the  necessary 
garrison  artillery  was  provided,  yet  the 
Estimates  only  showed  an  increase  in 
that  force,  deducting  Mountain  Batteries 
and  men  in  Egypt,  of  1125  over  1886-7 
and  69  over  1887-8. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  Estimate 
I  gave  in  the  Memorandum  was  the 
Estimate  received  from  the  War  Office 
Authorities. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  that  in 
that  case  those  Authorities  must  have 
changed  their  mindsagood  deal  since  last 
year.  He  ventured  to  doubt  whether  the 
system  they  were  pursuing  with  regard 
to  heavy  guns  was  the  best  system  pos- 
sible. Garrison  service  was  by  no 
means  popular;  it  was  generally  con- 
ducted in  out-of-the-way  places,  and  it 
ofiferedfew  opportunities  for  distinction. 
Under  the  present  system  an  officer  with 
a  mule  battery  at  Aldershot  might  bQ 
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transferred toa  100-ton  g^n  at  Gibraltar; 
and  lie  believed  that  officers  were  habi- 
tually transferred  from  Horse  and  Field 
Batteries  to  another  branch  of  the  Ser- 
vice which  was  now  practically  quite  a 
distinct  one.  Such  transfers  might  have 
been  unavoidable  and  even  desirable  in 
old  days  when  guns  of  position  were 
not  so  very  much  heavier  than  those 
which  an  army  might  take  with  it  for 
siege  operations ;  but  while  the  dimen- 
sions of  these  and  of  field  guns  were 
practically  unaltered,  heavy  guns  were 
now  of  enormous  size  and  had  become 
such  complicated  machines  that  he  be- 
lieved we  ought  to  follow  the  example  of 
other  nations,  and  constitute  a  special 
corps  of  Fortress  Artillery.  Of  course 
that  could  not  be  done  all  at  once,  but 
he  would  suggest  that  as  a  beginning  the 
Boyal  Marine  Artillery  should  be  en- 
trusted with  the  garrisoning  of  our  Ooal- 
ing  Stations.  There  were  many  advan- 
tages in  the  plan  he  suggested — there 
was  no  difference  between  the  great  guns 
in  these  places  and  ships'  guns,  the  men 
therefore,  whether  on  land  or  at  sea  would 
be  working  guns  to  which  they  were 
accustomed.  Secondly,  there  would  be 
great  advantage  in  respect  of  the  health 
and  lives  of  the  men.  Many  of  our 
Coaling  Stations  were  dismal,  unhealthy 
places,  and  it  was  well  known  that  many 
men  were  invalided,  and  died  and  even 
committed  suicide  in  them  unless  fre- 
quently relieved.  Now,  under  the 
plan  he  proposed  these  men  could  be 
relieved  easily  by  the  men  in  the  squad- 
rons on  the  various  stations ;  the  men  of 
the  garrison  being  taken  on  board 
ship  and  replaced  by  others  at  short 
intervals,  whenever  most  convenient 
to  the  Admiral  on  the  station.  He 
(Viscount  Ebrington)  reminded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  was  not 
a  new  system  ;  it  had,  in  fact,  been  prac- 
tised in  various  parts  of  the  world  by 
our  Navy  for  more  more  than  100 
years.  The  Diamond  Eock  in  the  old 
war  afforded  an  instance  of  the  practice. 
Ascension  was  another  at  the  present 
time,  while  Port  Hamilton  also  had  been 
garrisoned  by  the  China  Squadron.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  his  way  to  adopting  this  system  at 
the  Coaling  Stations. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  said,  he  thought  that 
the  question  of  the  defence  of  the 
country  was  exercising  the  mind  of  the 
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people  at  the  present  moment  more  than 
anything  else  except  the  question  of 
Home  Rule.  He  did  not  intend  that 
evening  to  touch  upon  the  question  of 
administration,  although  he  believed  the 
system  was  utterly  wrong,  that  it  invited 
extravagance,  and  was  certainly  adverse 
to  economy.  The  time  had  arrived 
when  they  should  drop  Party  altogether 
in  these  matters,  and  see  what  they 
could  do  to  put  the  Services  in  order, 
because  late  events  and  statements  made 
by  experts  went  to  prove  that  the 
services  were  not  in  order,  though  the 
country  thought  that  they  were.  It 
seemed  more  or  less  ungrateful  of  the 
Service  Members  to  agree  on  a  Motion 
like  that  which  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  brought  forward.  He  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  admitted  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  done 
a  very  great  deal  for  the  Service,  and 
there  were  many  things  in  his  Memo- 
randum which  were  in  the  right  direc- 
tion, and  with  which  he  heartily  agreed. 
But  what  he  wanted  to  show  was  that 
these  improvements  would  not  help 
organization  for  war,  and  would  not  en- 
able the  Army,  to  a  great  extent,  to  fight 
any  better ;  and  more  particularly  they 
would  not  enable  the  country  to  know 
what  was  required  for  its  defence. 
Only  a  Rojal  Commission  such  as  was 
now  proposed  could  possibly  enable  the 
country  to  see  how  it  stood.  The  altera- 
tion of  the  system  of  administration  in 
the  War  Office,  by  giving  military  men 
responsibility  over  the  Departments,  was 
apparently  a  very  satisfactory  point. 
But  that  responsibility  was  entirely 
a  myth,  or  it  would  be,  unless  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  could  answer 
a  question  which  he  intended  to  put  to 
him.  It  would  be  very  much  the  same 
class  of  responsibility  as  that  which  the 
Sea  Lords  had  at  the  Admiralty.  At 
the  Admiralty  it  was  simply  nil.  For 
instance,  our  shipbuilding  policy  was 
dictated  by  the  amount  of  money  which 
the  Party  Head  of  the  day  thought  he 
could  spare  for  building  ships,  and  not 
at  all  by  the  actual  necessities  of  the 
case.  His  noble  Friend  had  in  his 
possession  a  paper  which  he  had  himself 
written,  urging  the  necessity  of  building 
a  great  many  more  cruisers.  But  this 
matter  they  would  have  out  on  the  Navy 
Estimates.  Unless  in  the  War  Office  the 
soldiers  who  were  to  be  responsible  were 
able  to  write  out  their  demands  and  tbe 
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reafloiiB  for  them,  and  the  country  knew 
what  they  thought,  the  demands  would 
be  laid  on  one  side  as  they  were  now ;  and 
tlien  the  Secretary  of  State  would  cut 
them  down,  and  after  that  the  Treasury 
would  cut  them  down  still  further. 
The  Secretary  of  State  had  proposed  a 
loan  of  £2,200,000  in  order  to  put  the 
Ctoaling  Stations  and  Maritime  Ports  in 
order.  The  House  ought  to  know  what 
sum  the  experts  thought  was  necessary. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  country  should 
go  by  what  the  experts  said,  but  they 
ought  to  know  what  their  opinions 
were 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  gave  the 
Estimates. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD  said, 
that  that  might  be  so;  but  what  he 
wished  to  know  was  whether  they  were 
what  the  experts  recommended?  That 
he  doubted.  As  to  Treasury  control,  it 
was  all  based  on  unsound  evidence,  or 
else  he  should  have  been  at  the  Admi- 
ralty now  he  believed.  He  had  seen  the 
bent  bayonets,  the  broken  cutlasses,  the 
cartridges  that  jammed,  and  the  shrap- 
nel shell  that  did  not  explode  in  the 
Soudan.  Major  Hunter,  when  he  ex- 
amined his  shells  in  the  Soudan  to  see 
that  everything  was  right  before  g^ing 
into  action,  found  that  out  of  110  shrap- 
nel shells,  19  were  empty,  29  were  partly 
empty,  10  were  damp,  and  one  had  the 
plug  jammed.  As  to  responsibility, 
they  were  working  under  the  same 
system  now.  [Mr.  E.  Stanhope  dis- 
sented.] Well,  it  was  the  same  at  the 
Admiralty.  But  when  that  happened 
who  was  hung  for  it  ?  Who  was  even 
chided  for  it  ?  The  troops  might  have 
been  at  Metammeh,  trusting  to  the 
shrapnel  shell,  waiting  for  the  enemy 
to  come  within  range;  and  had  that 
been  so,  the  shell  would  not  have  burst, 
the  enemy  would  have  been  upon  them, 
and  would  have  done  for  them.  That 
would  have  meant  another  expedition  of 
an  Army  Corps  from  England.  All 
this  was  the  result  of  not  having  real 
responsibility  from  somebody,  so  that 
there  would  be  somebody  to  be  hung 
if  anything  went  wrong.  These  shells 
might  have  been  worth  three  times  their 
weight  in  gold  if  they  were  all  right ;  as 
it  was,  they  were  useless.  Responsi- 
bility, as  they  now  had  it,  was  not  worth 
a  penny.  In  1885,  if  we  had  gone  to 
war,  any  seaman  could  have  told  the 
mwmiry  that  it  would  have  lost  its  Mer- 


cantile Marine,  and  that  its  food  supply 
would  have  been  stopped.  If  that  had 
come  to  pass,  would  poor  Lord  North- 
brook  have  been  hung?  [^Laughter."] 
It  was  no  laughing  matter,  but  a  very 
serious  question.  What  he  wanted  to 
prove,  and  would  prove,  was  that  the 
present  system  was  utterly  wrong  and 
unbusiness-like.  In  1885,  Lord  North- 
brook    said,    if    he    had    been    given 

£2,000,000 [An  h on.  Member: 

£3,000,000.1  £3,000,000,  was  it?  It 
might  as  well  been  half-a- crown,  because 
he  said  he  would  not  have  known  what 
to  do  with  it  if  he  had  to  apply  it 
to  the  Navy.  Then  war  loomed  in  the 
distance,  and  Lord  Northbrook  asked 
for  he  did  not  know  how  many  mil- 
lions. [An  hon.  Member  :  £5,000,000.] 
£5,000,000,  was  it  ?  Well,  he  ventured 
to  say,  and  he  appealed  to  the  present 
First  Lord  to  confirm  him,  that  a  very 
large  sum  of  that  was  as  good  as  thrown 
into  the  sea.  And  this  because  the 
system  was  bad,  because  there  was  no 
organization  in  time  of  peace  to  enable 
the  country  to  fight  in  time  of  war.  He 
would  read  to  the  House  what  Lord 
Wolseley  said  in  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Lord 
Wolseley,  writing  from  the  Soudan, 
said — 

"  It  is  difficult  for  me  to  adequately  doMrib« 
the  feelingn  with  which  I  hare  read  the  enclosed 
papers,  describing  the  condition  of  the  ammuni- 
tion supplied  from  Woolwich  to  the  only  batterj 
of  Rojal  Artillery  which  accompanied  the  column 
recently  operating  from  Korti  across  the  Bayuda 
Desert.  In  all  our  small  wars  the  British  soldier 
has  to  contend  against  enemies  vastly  superior 
in  number,  and  it  is  only  by  superior  discipline 
and  the  efficiency  of  our  arms  of  precision  that 
we  can  secure  victory.  I  have  already  addressed 
your  Lordship  on  the  subject  of  the  carelessness 
shown  by  those  responsible  at  home  for  the 
quality  of  tbe  ammunition  supplied  to  the  troops 
in  tbe  field,  in  issuing  star  shells  of  a  diffjrcnt 
calibre  from  that  of  the  guns  of  the  battery 
serving  here.  1  trust  the  new  proof,  eontained 
in  the  enclosed  papers,  of  the  culpable  negligeDce 
of  some  branch  of  department  at  home  will  lead 
to  an  inquiry  into  its  working  by  a  Board  of 
selected  officers  of  the  Line,  unconnected  in  every 
way  with  the  Woolwich  Manufacturing  or  Store 
Department,  or  with  the  administration  under 
which  they  work.  I  write  btrongly  because  1 
feel  strongly,  when  1  think  of  how  tbe  lives  of 
gallant  soldiers  may  have  been  sacrificed  in  the 
present  campaign,  and  may  be  again  so  sacrificed 
in  the  future,  through  the  inexcusable  careless- 
ness of  individuals  in  the  Woolwich  Arsenal,  and 
through  the  unsoundness  of  a  system  under  which 
such  ammunition  as  that  described  in  these  en- 
closures could  possibly  havo  been  issued  for 
serrioe  in  the  field." 
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This  was  from  a  man  who  was  re- 
sponsible in  time  of  war ;  but  such  men 
were  not  allowed  to  saj  anything  in 
time  of  peace.  Unless  an  expert  had  a 
seat  in  that  House  he  had  no  hearing. 
It  was  only  by  proper  organization  in 
time  of  peace  that  we  could  be  properly 
prepared  for  war.  The  country,  he  be- 
lieved, would  do  anything  to  have  its 
Army  and  Navy  in  the  condition  in 
which  it  ought  to  be  and  in  which  the 
people  thought  it  was.  Hon.  Members 
objected  to  the  Estimates  because  they 
saw  the  money  was  often  spent  in  a 
wrong  way  and  on  a  wrong  system.  It 
was  suddenly  found  out  when  they  went 
to  war  that  they  had  not  a  lot  of  thiogs 
which  they  ought  to  have  had  before  the 
war  was  declared ;  and  when  money  was 
spent  in  a  panic  they  paid  the  highest 
price  for  the  worst  UiiDgs.  A  Eoyal 
Commission  would  prevent  such  things 
as  happened  in  1885.  It  would  prevent 
the  scandals  revealed  in  the  Judge 
Advocate's  Eeport.  There  was  the 
question  of  the  new  shell  with  high  ex- 

Elosives.  Every  nation  except  England 
ad  now  got  shells  with  high  explosives, 
whether  melanite,  dynamite,  or  some 
other.  In  the  new  shell  the  velocity  of 
dispersion  was  greater  than  the  velocity 
of  progression,  and  it  burst  all  over  the 
place  in  a  circle.  The  French  had 
actually  spent  £1,000,000  on  melanite 
or  other  high  explosive  shells.  The 
suggested  Commission  would  find  out 
how  we  stood  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
He  believed  that  if  a  French  ship 
using  these  shells  attacked  one  of  our 
ships  of  the  AJax  class,  and  one  of 
those  shells  came  into  an  important 
part  of  her  and  burst,  it  would  knock 
a  hole  in  her  that  would  wholly  unfit 
her  to  fight.  He,  as  an  expert,  said 
that,  and  other  experts  would  say 
the  same.  But,  unfortunately,  for 
Party  reasons,  the  country  never  knew 
what  the  experts  said.  They  might 
have  to  go  to  sea  Tiith  those  ships, 
and  they  would  be  in  danger  of  having 
to  meet  and  fight  ships  with  those  mela- 
nite shells.  On  ordinary  business 
grounds,  he  asked  why  should  not  the 
country  know  exactly  how  they  stood 
in  regard  to  those  things  ?  There  had 
been  a  great  many  comparisons  drawn 
between  this  country,  France,  and  Ger- 
many. Let  them  ti^e  the  question  of 
our  stores.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  ought  to  know  all  about  the  stores 
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in  this  country.  Let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  get  up  and  toll  them  how 
much  gunpowder  they  had  got  in  this 
country,  He  believed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  perfectly  bald 
and  gray  if  the  country  knew  how  much 
gunpowder  they  had,  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  perfectly  well  that 
they  had  got  very  little,  and  that  every 
bit  of  it  that  was  made  abroad  would  be 
stopped  if  war  broke  out.  All  their 
accounts  were  mixed  up.  The  Boyal 
Commission  ought  to  find  out  a  normal. 
Every  great  Empire  ought  to  have  so 
many  men  and  so  many  ships ;  and  to 
that  should  be :  added  whatever  was  re- 
quired that  was  abnormal — such  as  re- 
arming the  army,  defence  of  the  coaling 
stations,  protection  of  mercantile  ports, 
and  so  forth. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  look  at  Vote  12,  he 
would  see  that  this  year,  for  the  first 
time,  they  had  separated  the  warlike 
stores,  showing  what  were  the  require- 
ments for  ordinary  and  what  for  extra- 
ordinary purposes. 

LoKD  CHARLES  BERE8F0RD  said, 
that  certainly  was  right,  but  it  did  not 
give  them  a  normal.  His  remarks, 
though  they  seemed  to  apply  to  the 
Army,  had  great  reference  to  tho 
sister  Service,  [Laughter, "]  Hon,  Mem- 
bers laughed ;  l)ut  it  was  impossible 
in  the  defence  of  this  country 
to  separate  the  two  services.  He 
noticed  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated,  but  he  was  not  at  all  satis- 
fied with  the  arrangement ;  he  did  not 
think  it  was  at  all  a  good  one.  Ho 
wished  to  remove  a  false  impression 
which  he  had  seen  in  the  Press,  and 
which  had  been  conveyed  to  him  by  his 
Friends,  in  regard  to  his  speeches.  He 
believed  that  all  the  Service  officers  in 
that  House  agreed  with  him  in  this — 
they  did  not  at  all  want  that  the 
experts  should  have  the  control  of  the 
administration.  The  soldier's  and 
sailor's  idea  of  administration  was  to 
give  an  order  and  carry  it  out ;  but  the 
statesman's  idea  was  very  different.  He 
had  to  administer  by  argument,  and  by 
a  different  method.  The  Heads  of  De« 
partments — the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
— must  necessarily,  by  the  Constitution, 
have  the  power  of  coming  into  that 
House,  and  then  also  into  the  Cabinet. 
But  what  he  complained  of  was  that  they 
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did  not  consult  their  experts,  or  might 
not  consult  them.  Under  the  present 
system  those  two  Chiefs  of  Departments 
were  perfect  almighties — they  could  say 
"we  "when  it  was  only  '*!,"  and  the 
oountry  thought  that  the  experts  had 
a  great  deal  more  to  say  in  the  manage* 
ment  of  the  Service  than  they  really  had, 
and  looked  upon  them  as  being  a  great 
deal  more  responsible  than  they  were. 
The  Tiews  of  those  experts  ought  to  be 
placed — he  would  not  say  before  the 
country^  though  he  should .  like  to  see 
them  placed  before  the  House — at  least 
before  the  Oabinet,  and  until  this  was 
done  things  would  not  get  right.  The 
idea  of  the  Parliamentary  control,  what 
was  it  ?  They  were  given  a  volume,  and 
they  criticized  it.  The  Radicals — he 
must  pay  them  the  compliment  of  saying 
they  generally  did  try  to  criticize  it,  but 
they  took  up  the  wrong  thing  and  criti- 
cized it  very  severely ;  they  really  had 
no  control,  as  they  did  not  imder- 
Btand  it.  The  same  remark  applied  to 
the  other  side,  because  it  was  the  fault  of 
the  system.  If  they  had  a  definite  thing 
given  them,  they  would  know  what  they 
were  talking  about.  He  said  that  their 
Parliamentary  control  was  a  myth.  They 
were  asked  for  a  certain  sum  of  money  for 
certain  purposes ;  but  in  an  ordinary  line 
of  business  they  ought  to  know  what  was 
necessary  and  what  they  were  paying  for. 
They  were  asked  to  vote  a  certain  amount 
in  the  Estimates,  and  when  war  occurred 
they  had  to  pay  goodness  knew  what, 
and  most  of  their  money  was  then 
wasted.  He  did  not  see  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  then  present.  He  was 
a  very  bad  hand  to  tackle ;  but  the  Trea- 
sury control  also  was  j  ust  as  much  a  myth. 
It  was  based  upon  unsound  evidence. 
The  Treasury  never,  or  rarely,  saw  what 
the  necessity  of  the  case  was,  as,  for  in- 
stance, in  the  case  of  the  Intelligence 
Department.  The  Parliamentary  Heads 
of  the  Departments  came  to  the  Trea- 
aory  and  said  so-and-so,  and  the  Trea- 
sury went  by  their  opinion,  and  not  by 
the  opinion  of  the  soldiers  and  sailors. 
He  did  not  want  the  Treasury  to  go  by 
the  opinion  of  the  soldiers  and  sailors, 
but  to  see  what  the  evidence  really  was. 
It  was  said  that  a  Eoyal  Commission 
took  time.  In  his  opinion,  this  matter 
was  so  important  for  the  safety  of  the 
Empire  that  it  should  be  attended  to  first 
of  all.  Let  them  have  some  system — 
^me  Plan  o{  Campaign.     At  presout 


there  was  not  even  a  roster  of  ships  for 
the  various  stations.  That  was  not  the 
way  to  carry  on  the  defence  of  a  great 
Empire  at  all.  One  thing  he  would  like 
to  ask  was  this— of  what  were  the  Go- 
vernment afraid  in  this  Royal  Commis- 
sion ?  Were  they  afraid  of  France,  or 
Germany,  or  any  other  country?  He 
could  assure  them  that  if  they  wanted 
accurately  to  know  the  state  of  our  de- 
fences, and  every  gun  we  had  in  the 
world,  they  could  get  the  information 
by  going  to  the  Naval  Attache  of  any 
Embassy  in  London.  Were  they  afraid 
of  the  British  taxpayer  ?  But  the  Bri- 
tish taxpayer  was,  as  it  were,  a  share- 
holder in  the  business,  and  ought  to 
know  how  his  money  was  spent ;  at  pre- 
sent he  was  in  a  perfect  sea  of  blue 
dust,  and  knew  nothing.  He  would 
only  only  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons whether  they  had  found  the 
system  which  they  had  got  at  present 
a  satisfactory  system  ?  He  maintained 
that  it  was  a  bad  and  utterly 
wronfi^  one,  and  a  Boyal  Commission 
would  expose  that  system.  All  their 
bad  expenditure  was  the  result  of  the 
system  of  administration,  and  until  they 
cdtored  it  they  would  never  better  them- 
selves at  all.  Then  his  hon.  Friend  on 
the  Front  Bench  said  that  this  was  very 
ridiculous — at  all  events,  he  had  rather 
laughed  at  the  idea  of  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion. For  his  own  part,  he  could  not 
understand  why.  All  that  they  asked  of 
the  Government  was  that  the  recommen- 
dations of  their  own  Royal  Commission 
should  be  attended  to.  That  Commis- 
sion had  been  presided  over  by  Sir  James 
Fitzjames  Stephen,  an  eminent  Judge, 
accustomed  to  balance  evidence,  and  he, 
in  the  strongest  terms,  and  in  words 
almost  identical  with  those  used  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North- West  Sussex,  had  said — 

'*  The  present  system  is  directed  to  no  definite 
object ;  it  is  regulated  bj  no  definite  rules ;  it 
makes  no  regular  stated  provision  either  for  the 
proper  supply  and  manuracture  of  warlike  stores, 
or  for  enforcing  the  responsibilily  of  those  who 
fail  to  make  them  properly ;  or  for  ascertaining 
the  fact  that  they  are  made  improperly.  It  is  to 
these  defects  in  the  system  that  we  attribute  most 
of  the  matters  complained  of." 

Then,  again,  they  found  these  words — 

'*  We  think  that  the  charge  of  ineflBciency,  both 
generally  and  in  a  variety  of  particular  instance*, 
has  been  proved  to  a  considerable  extent.  We 
attribute  this  inefficiency  to  the  defects  in  the 
8«8tcm  pointed  out  aboTo," 
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This,  it  must  be  rememberedi  was  the 
Gh>Yemm0fit'8  own  Commission.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  remedy,  the  Eeport 
went  on  to  say — 

"  We  propose  to  remedj  defects  as  follows  :— A 
Commission,  composed  of  men  of  the  highest 
eminence  and  authoritj,  should  be  formed  to  I&jr 
down  a  standard  as  to  the  amount  of  stores 
which  should  be  kept  in  hand  for  the  Public  Ser- 
Tic<*,  And  annual  tables  should  bo  published  show- 
ing how  the  existing  stores  stood  in  relation  to 
this  standard." 

His  hon.  Friend  behind  him  did  not 
even  ask  for  a  standard,  but  that  the 
question  should  come  before  a  Commis- 
sion of  business  men,  and  that  the  facts 
should  be  stated  in  such  a  way  that  the 
country  might  judge  what  ought  to  be 
done.  There  was  nothing  about  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government  in  this 
proposal ;  nothing  could  strengthen  their 
Bands  more. 

Mr.  BEODEICE  observed,  that  he 
did  not  say  it  would  be  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure, but  that  it  might  prove  a  serious 
matter,  and  do  injury  to  the  country. 

Jjoud  oh  AETiES  BEEESFOED  said, 
that  he  certainly  understood  his  hon. 
Friend  to  say  that  much,  but  something 
more  as  well.  Now  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  economy,  which  was  always 
preached  whenever  they  went  to  address 
their  constituents — [_**  Hear,  hear!"  and 
laughter »'] — Oh,  yes;  they  were  always 
preaching  peace  and  reform  and  eco- 
nomy ;  they  were  bound  to  promise 
these  things,  but  they  could  not  have 
economy  under  their  present  system.  If 
they  wanted  economy  the  system  must 
be  altered.  What  he  asked  was  that  they 
should  not  make  this  a  Party  question, 
but  all  join  together  to  repair  a  system 
which  had  proved  itself  bad  in  every 
particular,  and  which,  in  his  opinion, 
oould  not  at  all  increase  economy,  but 
must  increase  extravagance,  and  which 
as  long  as  it  lasted  would  prevent  their 
ever  getting  their  Services  in  that  state 
of  eflRciency  which  everybody  desired. 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  only  wish,  before  the 
debate  goes  any  further,  to  say  a  few 
words  in  order  to  remove  a  misappre- 
hension which  appears  to  have  arisen. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot),  who  introduced  this  de- 
bate, is,  I  know,  thoroughly  desirous  to 
render  every  assistance  to  the  Qovern- 
ment  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty,  and 
I  regret  tha,i  it  is  not  in  our  power  to 
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aocede  to  the  terms  of  the  Motion  he  has 
put  upon  the  Paper,  although  my  desire 
IS  to  give  the  fullest  credit  to  him  and 
to  those  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen 
who  have  supported  him  in  all  that  they 
have  said,  and  as  regards  the  motives  by 
which  they  have  been  actuated.  I  wish, 
therefore,  to  say  a  few  words  to  justify 
the  course  which  the  Government  think 
it  right  to  take  in  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  are  placed.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  asked  the  House  to  ap- 
proach Her  Majesty,  in  order  that  she 
may  be  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Eoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  and 
report  upon  the  military  and  naval  re- 
quirements for  the  protection  of  the 
Empire.  Well,  Sir,  I  listened  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  South-East  Durham  (Sir  Henry 
Ha velock- Allan).  He  emphasized  the 
demand  that  is  made  in  the  Motion  by 
saying  that  it  was  a  demand  which  must 
embrace  the  requirements  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  for  home  protection,  as  well 
as  the  necessities  for  foreign  service, 
and  it  also  raises  the  whole  question  of 
the  defence  of  India.  Now,  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Guild- 
ford Division  of  Surrey,  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodriok),  referred  with  very  great  force 
to  the  circumstances  in  which  any  such 
inquiry  as  is  now  asked  for  must  be 
held.  He  quoted,  with  admirable  effect, 
the  speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  last  year,  in  which 
that  noble  Lord  showed  conclusively 
that  the  proportion  or  amount  of  even 
the  normal  expenditure  and  strength  of 
the  country  must  depend  upon  the  policy 
of  the  Government  and  of  successive  Go- 
vernments, and  upon  the  view  they  took 
of  their  responsibilities.  I  should  like, 
therefore,  to  ask  how  a  Commission, 
largely  composed  of  experts,  oould  be 
charged  with  the  duty  of  making  pror 
vision  for  the  interests  of  this  great 
Empire  so  far  as  concerned  the  pro- 
viding the  strength  which  would  be  re- 
quired for  every  contingency,  at  the 
same  time  removing  all  responsibility 
from  the  shoulders  of  the  Government 
of  the  day  ?  I  can  imagine  no  greater 
relief,  if  it  were  not  cowardice  to  seek  it, 
to  any  Government  than  to  devolve  upon 
a  Eoyal  Commission  the  duty  which  the 
Government  now  discharges.  The  Go- 
vernment would  for  the  next  three  years. 
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at  any  rate,  be  relieved  of  any  responsi- 
bility for  the  extension  of  the  defences 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  Em- 
j»re.     All  we  should  have  to  do  would  be 
to  keep  things  going  in  the  best  way  we 
oonld,  and  changes  in  ships  for  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce,  or  in  fighting  ships 
and  other  questions  connected  with  the 
^Departments,  must  be  held  over  until 
this  Commission  has  made  its  Eeport. 
I  have  heard  a  remark  made  by  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  that  this  Commission 
was  one  that  would  report  at  once.  I  have 
had  very  great  experience  of  the  assist- 
ance of  experts,  and  can  bear  testimony 
to  their  loyalty  both  at  the  Admiralty 
and  the  War  Office,  and  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  them  if  I  allowed  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  they  held  office  without   a 
great  sense  of  their  responsibility,  with- 
out communicating  freely  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  without  having  the  great 
satisfaction  of  knowing  that  their  advice 
ii  followed  as  a  rule  on  questions  on 
which  their  advice  ought  to  have  the 
greatest  weight.    The  amount  of  force 
required  and  of  provision  made  rests 
upon  the  responsibility  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secretary  of 
State,  checked  and  controlled  to  a  great 
extent  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.     I  should  like  to    ask    the 
House  whether  any  system  that  could  be 
devised  could  relieve  the  Ministers  of 
the  responsibility  of  making  pecuniary 
provision  for  the  Services  in  this  House? 
I  should  prefer  that  the  responsibility 
which  at  present  rests  upon  Ministers 
■hould  be  insisted  upon  and  maintained, 
though  I  am  very  far  from  saying  that 
our  system  is  peifect.    I  do  not  believe 
it  to  be  perfect  by  any  means.     Even 
looking  at  the  checks  with  which  our 
Parliamentary    system    surrounds    the 
Departments,  it  is  almost  impossible  that 
they  could  avoid  mistakes  and  to  some 
extent  errors  and  maladministration  at 
times.     But  if  you  ask  me  whether  it  is 
desirable  that  there  should  be  investiga- 
tion into  the  system — a   careful,  per- 
eistent,    and    acute     investigation  —  I 
■hould  be  perfectly  ready  to  accept  such 
an  investigation.     I  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  hide ;  I  have  no  desire  whatever 
to  maintain  any  portion  of  the  organiza- 
tion or  administration   either    of    the 
Army  or  Navy  which  upon  inquiry  may 
be  found  to  be  defective.    That  is  an 
object  to  which  Parliament  may  properly 


direct  its  attention  with  a  view  to  atoer* 
taining   to   what  extent    the   present 
Naval  and  Military  systems  are  adapted 
to  the  national  needs.     Such   an    in* 
quiry  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  grant ; 
but.  Sir,  I  am  not  prepared  to  accept 
proposals  which  must  relieve  the  Go- 
vernment of  responsibility  in  the  future. 
Change  the  system  if  you  like,  if  there 
is  anything  wrong  in  it ;  deal  with  the 
organization  if  you  please,  if  it  is  de- 
fective ;  but  adhere  strictly  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  responsibility  which  up 
to  this  time  has  rested  with  the  Ministers 
of  the  day  to  provide  for  the  safety  and 
protection  of  the  country,  and  to  present 
to  Parliament  such  measures  as  they 
think  necessary  to  present  in  their  duty 
to  the  Sovereign,  the  State,    and    the 
Empire.     I,  Sir,  for  one,  should  be  no 
party  at  any  time  to  relieve  them  of  that 
responsibility.     We  cannot  devolve  on 
a  Oommittee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
or  a  Eoyal  Commission  of  irresponsible 
Gentlemen  the  duty  of  determining  what 
force  and  what  strength  may  be  required 
for  the  protection  of  the  country.    It 
would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
officers  of  the  Army  or  Navy  are  uni- 
formly agreed  in  their  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.     It  would  be 
absurd  to  suppose    that    they  recom- 
mended but  one  scheme  or  one  proposal, 
either  as  to  the  strength  of  the  forces, 
or  the  plan  necessary  for  the  defence  of 
the  Empire.      We  have  had,  Sir,  the 
assistance  of  experts  and  officers  who 
have  investigated  particular  questions, 
and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  from  the 
intricacies  of  those  questions,  they  have 
frequently  been  years  before  they  have 
arrived    at    a    conclusion.      Take,   for 
example,  the  case  of  the  new  rifle,  which 
has  lately  been  the  subject  of  investiga- 
tion.    I  believe  that  rifle  has  been  in 
the  hands  of  a  Committee  of  officers  for 
four  or  five  years,  and  now  the  decision 
arrived  at  is  only  a  tentative  one.     The 
Government  must  under    the    present 
constitution — and  it  is  for  the  House  to 
say  whether  that  constitution  requires 
to  be  changed  or  not,  but  of  course  we 
must  as  Ministers  of  the  Crown  retain 
to  ourselves  responsibility  for  the  pro- 
posals to  be  made  to  Parliament.  We  are 
willing  to  take  Parliament  into  our  con- 
fidence ;  we  are  willing  that  Parliament 
should  examine  into  any  point,  any  item, 
or  existing  institution  as  an  institution. 
Parliament  should  find  out,  if  it  pleases. 
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defects  in  those  institutions,  and  may 
reoommend  changes ;  but  so  long  as  the 
Government  remain  in  our  present  posi- 
tions, we  must,  I  regret  to  say,  oppose 
the  proposal  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  to  whom  we  wish  to  give  the 
f  uUest  possible  credit.  We  desire,  how- 
ever, to  obtain  absolute  security  for  the 
Empire  in  a  different  manner  and  by 
different  methods  to  those  by  which  he 
seeks  to  do  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Lard 
Randolph  Churekill,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  it  wiU 
be  understood  that  the  Vote  will  be 
secured  on  Thursday,  as  that  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  in  the  public  interests. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Wednesday, 

EAST    INDIA    (PURCHASE   AND    CON- 
STRUCTION OP  RAILWAYS)  BILL. 
(Sir  John  Qorat^  Mr,  Jackson.) 
[bill    143.]      SECOND   READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  BoadiDg  read. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of  STATE 
FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham), 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  Bill  was  not  a 
Bill  to  allow  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  to  enter  into  any  new  oblij^ations ; 
it  was  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  bim 
to  raise  money  in  a  manner  that  would  be 
economical  to  the  Government  of  India. 
The  Bill  consisted  of  two  parts — one 
enabling  the  Secretary  of  State  to  raise 
a  sum  of  money  for  the  purchase  of  the 
Oude  and  Rohilkund  Railway,  and  the 
other  enabling  him  to  borrow  a  sum  of 
money  in  the  English  market  in  connec- 
tion with  the  guarantee  of  lines  in  India 
by  the  State.  The  Oude  and  Rohilkund 
Railway  was  made  under  contract  in 
1867,  and  the  capital  of  that  Railway 
was  guaranteed  by  the  State  for  999 
years  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent  on  a 
capital  amounting  to  £4,000,000.  But 
there  was  a  clause  in  the  original 
agreement  giving  the  Secretary  of  State 
power  at  the  expiration  of  20  years  to 
exercise  the  option  of  purchase,  and,  as 
at  the  present  time  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment could  borrow  money  at  less  than 
3^  per  cent,  it  would  be  obviously  for 
the  interest  of  the  Revenue  of  India  that 
ibis  option  should  now  be  exercised — 
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because  it  must  be  exercised  now  or  not 
for  another  ten  years — and,  accordingly, 
notice  had  been  given  to  the  Railway 
Company  that  the  line  would  be  pur- 
chased. The  terms  of  the  contract  were 
that  it  should  be  purchased  at  a  sum 
equal  to  the  average  market  value 
of  the  capital  stock  during  the  three 
years  immediately  preceding  the  2nd- 
day  of  August,  1887.  That  had  been 
calculated  and  found  to  amount  to 
£  1 25  1 8«.  0^.  per  cent.  The  effect  of  this 
purchase  would  be  that  the  Revenues 
of  India  would  be  relieved  to  the  extent 
of  R.x.  33,295  a-year.  That  bein^  the 
simple  purpose  of  the  first  part  of  the 
Bill,  there  would  be  no  opposition  on  the 
part  of  any  Member  of  the  House  to 
allowing  the  Revenues  of  India  to  be 
benefited  to  that  extent.      The   other 

Sortion  of  the  Bill  was  not  to  enable  the 
ecretary  of  State  to  make  further 
guarantees,  but  to  enable  him  to  f  ul61 
the  guarantees  already  given  to  Rail- 
way Companies  in  a  manner  less  onerous 
to  the  Indian  Revenues.  There  were 
many  Companies  now  in  existence  in 
India  who  were  constructing  new  rail- 
ways, and  whose  capital  was  guaranteed 
at  from  3^  to  4  per  cent  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India.  It  had  been  suggested 
that,  inasmuch  as  these  Companies,  even 
with  the  Secretary  of  State's  guarantee, 
could  frequently  not  borrow  much  under 
4  per  cent,  and,  whereas  the  Secretary  of 
State  could  borrow  money  in  the  open 
market  at  3}  per  cent,  it  would  be  better, 
instead  of  guaranteeing  the  interest,  for 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  borrow  money 
and  then  lend  it  to  the  Companies.  That 
had  been  the  view  which  the  late  Mr. 
Lionel  Cohen  had  pressed  on  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  the  House,  and  it  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  two  previous  Bills,  which, 
unfortunately,  owing  to  the  pressure  of 
Public  Business,  did  not  become  law; 
and  now,  under  the  more  auspicious 
circumstances  of  the  present  Session,  an 
attempt  was  being  repeated  to  pass  this 
measure,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  saving  the  Revenues  of  India.  There 
was  no  intention  of  using  the  powers  of 
the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  guaranteeing 
any  fresh  Company.  The  House  would 
observe  also  that  the  Secretary  of  Stats 
was  to  lay  before  Parliament  an  acooimt 
of  the  monies  raised,  and  there  would 
therefore  be  a  check  as  to  their  applica- 
tion. He  trusted,  under  the  circum- 
stances, th9  Sou8§  ^ould  agree  to  the 
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Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  made,and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.''— (Sir  John  Gont.) 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  said,  he  had  do  opposition  to 
offer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  at  any 
rate  at  this  stage,  for  the  purchase  of  the 
Oude  and  Bohilkund  Eailway.  It 
would  be  for  the  Committee  to  consider 
whether  the  terms  were  satisfactory 
to  the  taxpayers  of  India.  He  avowed 
that  it  was  desirable  to  obtain  control 
over  the  railways  of  India,  and  al- 
though this  was  an  instance  in  which 
we  were  paying  the  large  premium  of 
26  per  cent  on  the  capital  expended,  he 
had  no  intention,  as  he  had  stated,  of 
opposing  the  proposal  then.  The  Notice 
or  opposition  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  referred  to  the  second  part  of  the 
measure — namely,  that  which  gave  the 
Secretary  of  State  power  to  raise  any 
sum  not  exceeding  £10,000,000  for  con- 
structing, extending,  and  equipping 
railways  in  India,  and  with  regard  to 
this  he  confessed  that,  after  the  declara- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  that  no  fresh  Companies 
would  be  guaranteed,  his  objections 
were  to  a  great  degree  removed.  His 
feeling  was  very  strong  against  the  sys- 
tem of  guaranteeing,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  very  strange  that  we  should  con- 
stantly be  buying  these  railways  at  enor- 
mous premiums,  and  at  the  same  time 
guaranteeing  others.  We  had  bought 
the  East  India,  Eastern  Bengal,  and 
Scinde  and  Delhi  Eailway  s,  and  now  we 
were  buying  the  Oude  and  Bohilkund 
Bailway  at  a  heavy  premium,  which 
would  have  to  fall  upon  the  revenues  of 
India.  With  regard  to  the  argument  that 
they  were  likely  to  save  by  the  system  now 
proposed  of  lending  money  to  the  Eail- 
way Companies,  it  certainly  seemed  to 
him  somewhat  extraordinary.  He  be- 
lieved the  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
that  the  guaranteed  Companies  were  able 
to  borrow  money  at  3^  per  cent,  whereas 
the  Government  could  borrow  at  3 J 
per  cent — the  difference  being  about  ^ 
per  cent.  Tet  to  those  who  made  the 
railways  we  guaranteed  4  per  cent 
pius  a  share  of  the  profits.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  3}  per  cent  was  an  extra- 
vagant rate,  it  must  have  been  more 

VOL.  OOOXXIII.    [third  sbribs.] 


I  extravagant  to  give  the  Companies  a 
guarantee  of  something  more  than  4  per 
cent.  The  recently  guaranteed  railways 
were  now  at  a  high  premium,  the  Nag« 
pore  line  being  at  10,  and  the  Indian 
Peninsula  line  at  13  premium.  The 
consequence  of  the  present  system  was 
that  constant  pressure  was  put  upon  the 
Government  for  the  guaranteeing  of  the 
Eailway  Companies,  into  the  pockets 
of  the  promoters  of  which  the  State 
put  10  or  13  per  cent.  He  was 
bound  to  express  his  belief  that  these 
guarantees  had  been  given  simply 
under  pressure  of  the  syndicates  in  the 
London  market.  That  pressure  the 
Government  had  for  years  resisted,  but 
they  were  attacked  in  every  way  by  the 
newspapers  which  charged  them  with 
obstructing  the  development  of  the  re« 
sources  of  India.  Those  articles  were 
promoted  by  syndicates,  and  when  the 
matter  came  to  be  analyzed  it  was  found 
that  they  were  written  because  the 
Government  had  refused  to  give  gua- 
rantees which  would  enable  them  to  go 
into  the  market  to  make  the  premiums 
at  which  the  stock  stood.  He  was  glad 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  now  very  much 
opposed  to  these  guarantees  being  given. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  told  the  House 
that  there  would  be  a  saving  of  the  dif- 
ference between  3jt  and  3^  per  cent  by 
lending  to  the  Companies ;  but  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  there  would  be 
such  a  saving.  The  Government  ought 
to  beware  lest  the  result  of  their 
arrangements  should  be  to  make  the 
railways  dearer  to  purchase  hereafter. 
He  thought  it  necessary,  therefore, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  make  his 
protest  against  the  idea  that  this  money 
might  be  used  at  all  for  the  purpose  of 
guaranteeing  fresh  railways.  With  re- 
gard to  the  old  railways,  he  admitted 
that  it  was  desirable  to  raise  money  in 
the  cheapest  way;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
most  impolitic  and  unwise,  situated  as 
the  Government  were  in  India,  with  a 
great  Public  Works  Department,  to 
allow  the  railways  to  pass  out  of  their 
hands  into  the  hands  of  syndicates,  in 
cases  where  those  people  were  not 
willing  to  make  them  at  their  own  risk 
and  with  their  own  money. 

Me.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  a  question  of  some  importance. 
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During  the  Session  of  1874  a  most 
important  Committee,  presided  over 
at  one  time  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  and  at  another  by 
the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the  present 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  sat  on  the  subject  of  Indian 
Hallways,  and  theresultof  their  inquiries 
was  that  they  strongly  deprecated  any 
further  guarantees  of  Indian  Eailways. 
He  would  like  to  know  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  policy 
then  recommended  would  be  strictly 
observed  ? 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  said,  the  policy 
recommended  by  the  Select  Committees 
of  1879  and  1884  had  been  observed  as 
far  as  possible ;  and  he  was  authorized 
to  state  that  there  was  no  present  in- 
tention of  guaranteeing  any  more  rail- 
ways in  India. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  would  have 
allowed  the  House  to  suppose  that  the 
full  effect  of  the  Bill  was  to  relieve  the 
revenues  of  India  of  a  charge  which  was 
at    present    onerous.     That    might    or 
might  not  prove  to  be  the  case.  But  the 
Bill,  after  all,  meant  the  addition  of  over 
£20,000,000  sterling  to  the  fixed  debt  of 
India.     Considering  that  India  was  now 
Buffering  from  depreciation  of  the  rupee, 
and  had  liabilities  in  respect  of  it,  he 
thought    there    was    a    strong    reason 
against  this  proposal.     But,  in  addition, 
it  was  proposed  to  buy  up  the  railways, 
because  the    Indian    Government  was 
liable  to  pay  5  per  cent.     That  liability 
might  or  might  not  be  very  heavy  at 
present;    it  depended  entirely  on  the 
earnings  of  the  railways  and  the  propor- 
tion between  gross  and  net  revenue. 
Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  had  not  given  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  gross  expenses  or 
the  gross  or  net  income.     If  the  railway 
paid  nothing  at  all,  the  5  per  cent  would 
be  paid  by  the  Government  in  its  en- 
tirety.    There  was   great  danger  with 
regard  to  the  Oude  and  Rohilkund  Rail- 
way that  there  would  be  the  same  ex- 
perience with  regard  to  it  as  in  the  case 
of  every  other  railway  in  India — namely, 
that  it  will  be  found  that  the  working 
expenses  would  bear  a  higher  proportion 
to  the  revenue  than  would  be  at  all 
healthy.      Now,    if    the    Government 

Jfr,  ChiJders 


bought  the  line,  and  found  that  they 
had  to  pay  not  only  5  per  cent,  but  the 
amount  of  the  guarantee  for  which  they 
were  liable ;  if  they  had  to  pay  the  whole 
of  the  working  expenses,  and  had  in 
return  but  a  small  revenue,  then  the 
loss  would  be  not  only  the  present 
£10,000,000,  but  an  annual  deficit  of 
5  per  cent  guaranteed.  These  points 
were  so  important  that  he  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  ought  to  have  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  such  information 
in  connection  with  them  as  he  possessed. 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  he  was 
very  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  did 
not  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day 
six  months.  He  was  strongly  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  because  at  a 
time  when  the  railway  was  beginning  to 
pay  and  become  a  source  of  revenue 
to  the  Indian  Government  they  were 
going  to  pay  £125  for  every  £100 
worth  of  stock.  The  drain  for  Home 
charges  in  India  was  at  the  present 
time  so  great  that  the  country  was  being 
practically  ruined,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  Government  were  compelled  to 
raise  the  Salt  Tax,  which  would  be 
disastrous  in  its  effects  not  only  on  the 
people  of  India,  who  could  not  buy 
enough  salt  for  their  own  consumption, 
but  upon  the  cattle,  which  would  be- 
come diseased.  With  regard  to  the 
£10,000,000  asked  for,  he  did  not  think 
that  this  sum  ought  to  be  added  to  the 
debt  of  India,  because  its  effect  would 
be  to  increase  the  Indian  charges.  For 
these  reasons  he  should  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  that  day  six  months. 

It  being  Twelve    of    the    clock  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-^norrow. 
MOTIONS. 

COPYRIGHT   (musical  COMPOSITIONS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Addison,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  recovery  of  penalties  for 
the  unauthorized  performance  of  Copyright 
Musical  Compositions,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  and 
Mr.  Lawson. 
Billjoref*^«^fi,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

RELIGIOUS  PROSECUTIONS  ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coleridge,  Bill  to  abolish 
Prosecutions  against  Laymen  for  the  expression 
of  opinion  on  matters  of  Religion,  ordered  to  be 
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bron|(ht  in  by  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  Crossley,  Mr. 
lUingwoTth,  and  Mr.  Courtney  Kenny. 
'BiMpreMentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  157.] 

TIMBEB  ACTS  (iRSLAND)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  planting  of 
Timber  Trees  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Colonel  King- 
Harman,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland. 
BxWpreientedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  158.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  6th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses*  (16-33); 
Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  (13-34). 

Committee — i2^/;or^— County  Courts  Consolida- 
tion ♦  (5). 

HOUSE  OF  LOKDS— REFORM. 
OBSKBVATIONS. 

LoBD  FITZGERALD  said,  their 
liordsbips  would  recollect  that  in  the 
early  part  of  this  Session  a  Notice  was 
mt  on  the  Paper  by  the  noble  Earl 
the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  to  the  effect  that 
le  would  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  has 
become  desirable  to  alter  and  improve  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House ;  and  that  a  Committee 
bo  appointed  to  report  and  inquire  thereon." 

That  Notice  was  set  down  for  Tuesday, 
the  6th  of  March.  On  Thursday  last 
the  noble  Earl  gave  Notice  that  he 
withdrew  that  Motion,  but  that  he  would 
lay  on  the  Table  a  Bill  containing  his 
propositions.  Their  Lordships  were,  of 
course,  naturally  anxious  to  see  what 
those  propositions  were,  as  the  subject 
was  one  of  great  interest  and  of  great 
importance.  On  Saturday  last  his  atten- 
tion was  called  to  a  notice  in  The  Daily 
News  couched  in  very  remarkable  terms, 
and  which  no  doubt  attracted  a  groat 
deal  of  attention.  The  notice  was  as 
follows : — 

*'  Lord  Dunraven's  House  of  Lords  Reform 
Bill.—  The  Central  Newt  understands  that  the 
Bill  for  the  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  of 
which  the  Earl  of  Dunravon  gave  Notice  last 
evening,  will  propose  to  limit  the  number  of 
Peers,  the  number  fixed  upon  to  be  elected  in 
equal  proportion  by  the  existing  Peers,  the  now 
County  Boards,  and  the  Crown  and  the  Prince 


of  Wales,  and  the  Law  Lords  to  sit  by  virtue  of 
their  office.  The  measure  will  also  provide  that 
Members  of  the  Upper  House  guilty  of  miscon- 
duct shall  bo  dealt  with  by  a  properly -consti- 
tuted tribunal,  that  the  sons  of  Life  Peers  shall 
not  enjoy  courtesy  titles,  that  Cabinet  Ministers 
may  speak  in  either  House,  and  that  Peers  not 
elected  to  the  Upper  Chamber  may  be  eligible 
for  election  to  the  House  of  Commons." 

He  confessed  he  was  somewhat  startled, 
perhaps  he  should  rather  say  astounded, 
at  this  notice.  Their  Lordships  would 
see  that,  according  to  the  paragraph,  the 
Bill  embraced  first  the  entire  disestab- 
lishment of  that  House  and  sending  it 
altogether  away,  and  that  it  settled  the 
number  of  the  new  House  of  Lords. 
They  would  assume  for  the  moment  that 
the  number  should  be  settled  at  300 ; 
distribution  of  that  number  might  be 
taken  to  be  75  to  be  chosen  by  the 
Crown,  75  by  the  Prince  of  Wales,  75 
by  the  new  County  Boards,  and  that  to 
their  Lordships  would  be  left  75 — but 
from  what  sources? — including  the 
creation  of  a  tribunal  to  deal  with  Mem- 
bers guilty  of  any  misconduct.  Ex- 
cluding for  misconduct  might  embrace 
everything  from  murder  down  to  the 
most  trivial  offences.  He  had  no  desire 
whatever  to  intrude  himself  into  this 
question,  in  which  he  had  only  an  in- 
dividual interest  as  one  of  the  public  at 
large.  But  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  so 
important  as  to  warrant  him  in  departing 
from  ordinary  precedent  by  putting  a 
Question  to  a  private  Member  of  that 
House,  especially  as  that  private  Mem- 
ber had  laid  the  foundation  of  the 
question  by  withdrawing  the  Notice  he 
had  given  and  substituting  another — 
namely,  that  he  would  present  to  their 
Lordships  a  Bill  containing  his  proposi- 
tions on  the  subject.  It  had  struck  him 
that  there  might  be  something  authentic 
in  the  paragraph,  and  therefore  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  some  inquiry 
should  be  made  about  it.  He  did  not 
seek  at  the  present  moment  to  initiate 
any  discussion  upon  the  question  or  to 
enter  upon  any  controversial  matter.  He 
simply  sought  for  an  Answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  the  noble 
Earl  private  Notice.  He  had  given 
him  Notice  of  two  Questions,  but  the 
one  which  he  now  intended  to  ask  was 
whether  the  notice  which  he  had  read 
from  The  Daily  News  of  Saturday  last 
contained  and  expressed  the  substance 
or  an  approximation  to  the  substance  of 
the  measure  which  the  noble  Earl  had 
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g^ven  Notice  that  he  would  lay  on  the  oomplioated  nature,  and  all  he  oould  say 
Table    of   the  House.      He    sincerely  was  that  he  should  use  his  best  en- 
hoped  that  their    Lordships  might   be  deavours  to   lay  it    on   the  Table   as 
able  to  get  an  answer  to  this  Question,  soon  as  was  practicable, 
and  that  the  answer  would   be  in  the 
negative.  ^^^^-^^  «^^"- 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN,  in  reply,  „  Ordered  That  no  PrWate  Bill  broaght  from  th* 
.J  .1  .  1  1  J  1  1  J  i.  Ai.  i:  1  House  oF  Commons  shall  bo  rend  a  second  time 
said,  that  he  had  looked  at  the  para-  ^r^^r  Friday  the  22nd  dat/ of  June  next : 
graph  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  That  no  Bill  originftting  in  this  House  autho- 
had  quoted,  and  that  he  shared  in  the  rlzing  any  inclosure  of  lands  under  special  report 
astonishment  with  which  the  noble  and  o^  ^he  Land  Commissioners  for  England,  or  con- 
learned  Lord  had  regarded  it.  The  firming  nny  scheme  o;  the  Charity  Commissioners 
r^          J  1             J  T      J       I-  J  1.*          1.  for  England    and  Wales,  shall   bo  read  a  first 

noble  and  learned  Lord  asked  him  whe-  ^j^^  ^^^^  Friday  the  nth  day  of  Mav  next : 

ther  the  statement  made  in  The  Batly  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 

News  on  the   authority   of   The   Central  firming  any  provisional  order  or  provisional  cer- 

Newe,  approached  approximately  to  his  tificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Friday  the 

ideas  on  the  subject  of  what  might  be  ^^It^V^^'^^uV^^^L  r      ♦».   tt    ^    m 

-      .  V  •*      «           if  .*             L'j.  J^hat  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Cora- 

necessary  for  the  reform  of  the  constitu-  ^q^,  nuthorixing  any  inclosure  of  lands  under 

tion  of  that  House.     It  was  somewhat  special  report  of  the  I.and  Commissioners  for 

difficult    to    say  whether   a   proposition  England.or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity 

rather    wide   did  or   did    not    approach  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be 

approximately    to    propositions    which  rcad^a  ^second  time  after  F^^^^ 

might  beheld  to  be  sound  and  legiti-  That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Com- 

mate  ;  but  so  far  as  regarded  the  state-  mons  confirming  an^  provisional  order  or  provi- 

ment  all  he  had  say  about  it  was  this,  sional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second  time  after 

that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  it  was  ^^^^y  ^^^  29(A  day  of  June  next : 

««    ^»f:«Ai»    ,,««»4^u.<.«:»»/i    ,^«.^/«,.»r»»^A  Ihat  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this  House 

an    entirely   unauthorized  programme,  ^i^h  amendments  these  orders  shall  not  apply  to 

The  impossibility  of  it  was  patent  on  the  any  new  Bill   sent  up  from  the  House  of  Com- 

face  of  the  propositions  themselves,  be-  mens  which  the  Chairman   of  Committees  shall 

cause  ho  was  made  to  say  that  he  in-  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the  same  as 

tended  to  do  things  which,  in  the  nature  ^*»«  P»"  *?.  amended  : 

of  thep,  appeared  to  Mm  to  be.  abso-  jr^rte^BTa'fllll  'l^^eZlZr/ur^'^f 

lutely  impossible.     He  was  made  m  that  April  next,  unless  such  Private  Bill  shall  have 

paragraph   to  desire   to   interfere     with  been  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 

rights  which  were  inherent  in  the  Crown,  High  Court  of  Justice  ;  nor  any  petition  for  a 

and  to  interfere  with  the  law  of  the  land  Pnvato  Bill  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division 

V              i.'i.   L'                             *  1    1  'u        1  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  7 AMrfoav  the 

by  constituting   some  special  tribunal.  n^A  tiay  o/JI/ay  next  :                              ^ 

He  did  not  know  what  might  happen  to  That  this  House  will  not  reeeivo  any  report 

a  man  in  the  present  day  who  attempted  from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to  this 

anything  of  that  kind  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  IJoa^e  for  Private  Bills  after  Thunday  the  nth 

he  had  no  desire  whatever  to  run  the  ^yj^.^JlT.\x.       -x     a      k       •  ,^     j 

•  1       i»  1     •         1  •     i-i.     1      •           1        i.*  Oraerm.  That  the  snid  orders  be  prtMfea  and 

risk  of  losing  his  liberty  in  a  lunatic  publUhed,  ind  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 

asylum  or  his  head  on  Tower  Hill.      It  and  Westminster  Ilall.    (No.  83.) 
was  also  said  that  he  desired  that  the 

sons  of  Life  Peers  should  not  enjoy  cour-  PHARlilACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BH.L 

tesy  titles.     He  rather  fancied  that  the  {The  Karl  of  MiUtown,) 

sons  of  Law  Lords  did  not  get  courtesy  /j^^^  13  n     committee. 

titles  at  all,  and  to  take  away  from  a  _           •      i^         .xi.       / 

man  that  which  he  did  not  possess  would  ^  ?^^®®    ^^   Committee  (according  to 

surpass  the  transcendent  power  of  Par-  ^rder). 

liament   itself.       He    would  therefore  The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 

answer  the  Question  of  the  noble  and  had  heard,  since  the  second  reading  of 

learned  Lord  with  a  distinct  negative,  the  Bill,  that  it  was  no  uncommon  thing 

The  propositions  their   Lordships  had  for  qualified  chemists  and  druggists  to 

heard  did  not  represent  his  views  on  this  open  branch  shops,  and  put  unqualifiied 

great    subject.     It  was  impossible  for  persons  in  charge  of  them.   He  thought 

him  to  say  when  it  was  probable  that  all  would  agree  that  that  constituted  a 

he  would  lay  his  Bill  on  the   Table,  very  serious  danger  to  the  public,  and 

Their  Lordships  would  understand  the  imposed  a  great  hardship  on  properly 

great  difficulty  of  drafting  a  Bill  of  this  qualified    assistants    who    had    gone 

Zord  J^ifs^eraU 
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through  a  course  of  training  and  passed 
examinations  which  cost  time  and 
money.  This  practice  was  distinctly  in 
contravention  of  the  Act  of  1868;  but 
it  had  been  held  that  under  that  Act ! 
prosecutions  could  not  be  sustained 
against  persons  who  did  this,  and  he, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  the  insertion 
of  a  new  clause  to  alter  that  state  of 
things. 

3foved,  to  insert  the  following  clause  : — 

**  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  a  duly-qualified 
keeper  of  an  open  shop  for  retailing,  dispensing, 
or  compounding  poisons  to  keep  open  shop  in 
more  ^ces  than  one  unless  he  shall  engage 
and  employ  at  each  branch  shop  a  person  who 
would  himself  be  a  duly-qualified  keeper  of  an 
open  shop  for  retailing,  dispensing,  or  com- 
pounding poisons,  and  such  person  is  bond  Jide 
occupied  in  such  branch  shop ;  provided  always 
that  each  partner  in  a  duly-qualified  partnership 
may  keep  a  separate  open  shop  for  retailing, 
dispensing,  or  compounding  poisons.  Every 
keeper  of  an  open  shop  for  retailing,  dispensing, 
or  compounding  poisons  acting  in  contraven- 
tion of  the  preceding  section  shall  for  every 
each  contravention  be  liable  to  pay  a  penalty 
of  £5,  and  the  said  penalty  may  be  sued  for  and 
recovered  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  Phar- 
macy Act,  1852,  for  the  recovery  of  penalties 
under  that  Act."— (J-**  Earl  of  Milltown.) 

Lord  THKING  said,  he  objected  that 
the  Amendment  had  reference  only  to 
branch  shops,  and  did  not  deal  with  the 
main  shop  at  all,  so  that  a  man  would 
still  be  able  to  employ  unqualified  as- 
sistants in  the  main  shop.  In  his  opi- 
nion the  clause  was  redundant,  as  the 
case  was  met  by  the  Act  of  1868. 

ToB  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  dealt  only  with 
the  question  of  vending  poisons.  Pre- 
scriptions might  be  sent  to  a  druggist 
for  preparation  which  contained  no 
poisons  at  all,  but  which,  if  badly  pre- 
pared, might  cause  very  serious  conse- 
quences. 

Thb  LOBD  chancellor  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment.  There  were,  it  was  said, 
cases  in  which  a  qualified  druggist 
owned  several  shops  and  left  them  in 
charge  of  unqualified  persons  while 
attending  to  only  one  himself,  and  the 
objeot  of  the  Amendment  was  to  put  a 
stop  to  this  and  provide  that  any  person 
in  charge  of  a  branch  shop  should  also 
be  duly  qualified. 

Lord  RERSCHELL  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment  only  dealt  with  branch 
shops,  and  there  was  nothing  in  it  to 
prevent  the  proprietor  absenting  him- 
self entirely  from  his  chief  establish- 


ment and  leaving  it  in  charge  of  some 
unqualified  person. 

Thb  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  might  bring 
forward  an  Amendment  on  Report  if  he 
considered  it  necessary  to  carry  out  his 
view.  It  was  his  own  desire  to  protect, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  public  from  the 
danger  of  drugs  being  dispensed  by 
other  than  duly  qualified  persons.  At 
the  same  time  it  was  not  advisable  to 
overweight  the  Bill,  as  that  might  in- 
crease the  opposition  to  be  encountered 
in  the  other  House. 

Amendment  agreed  to :  the  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  3i.) 

NAVY— POSITION  AND  PAY  OF 
LIEUTENANTS. 

QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord   SUDELEY,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her    Majesty's   Government,  Whether 
the  Admiralty  propose  to  take  any  steps 
to  improve  the  position  and  pay  of  lieu- 
tenants and  to  remove  the  block  which 
at  present  exists  in  that  list  ?  said,  the 
Question  had  been  answered  to  a  great 
extent  in   the  proposed  programme  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.     In 
the  Memorandum  he  was  glad   to  see 
that  the  grave  condition  of  affairs  had 
been    frankly    acknowledged   and    was 
stated  to  be  one  of  **  undoubted  hard- 
ship.''     It    was    there    allowed    that, 
whereas  in  1875  the  numbers  of  lieu- 
tenants of  16  and  20  years'  service  as 
commissioned  officers  were  12  and  three 
respectively,  the  relative  numbers  now 
were  208  and  53.     The  First  Lord  also 
confirmed  the  statement  that  only  two 
out  of  every  nine  could  ever  be  pro- 
moted, and  thus  the   wretchedness  of 
their  position  was  made  only  too  ap- 
parent.    It  was  proposed  to  ameliorate 
in  some  measure  this  very  grave  state  of 
things  by  giving  a  small  addition  of  pay 
of  2#.  per  day  after  eight  years'  service, 
and  the  Memorandum   gave    the    im- 
pression that  there  would  be  a  further 
2«.  a- day  after  12  years'  service.     But 
if  he  understood  the  matter  rightly,  the 
second  2s  was  not  increased  pay — this 
was  merely  moving  what  was  now  g^ven 
at  the  end  of  10  years  to  the  end  of  12 
years.     He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
explain  whether  this  was  so  or  not,  as  it 
seemed  very  misleading.    The  greatest 


831  Navy  —Poiition  ani 


{LORDS} 


Pay  of  Zteutenanli. 


332 


credit  was  duo  to  the  First  Lord  for  pro- 
posing eyen  this  small  additional  pay  at 
the  end  of  eight  years,  but  he  felt  bound 
to  say  that  far  stronger  steps  were 
necessary  to  put  the  list  on  a  sound  and 
proper  footing.  Even  in  this  question 
of  pay  he  doubted  whether  they  were 
doing  enough.  He  questioned  very 
much  whether  an  English  lieutenant  was 
as  well  paid  as  a  lieutenant  in  the 
French  Navy,  where  he  understood  that 
about  £50  a-year  wad  allowed  for  table 
money.  The  senior  lieutenants  ought 
certainly  to  have  more.  In  any  case, 
there  were  many  points  in  the  positions 
of  lieutenants  which  required  improve- 
ment. The  age  of  the  list  was  so  rapidly 
increasing  —  nearly  a  quarter  of  the 
list  being  now  over  10  years'  standing 
— that  some  stop  ought  to  be  taken  to 
remove  the  block.  It  was  clear  that  if 
the  Admiralty  could  only  promote  two 
out  of  every  nine  this  state  of  things 
must  rapidly  increase.  It  had  been  ac- 
knowledged over  and  over  again  that 
this  list,  which  was  the  backbone  of  the 
Service  and  from  which  all  our  captains 
and  Admirals  were  drawn,  ought  to  be 
a  thoroughly  efficient  body  of  officers, 
young,  and  full  of  zeal.  Everyone  con- 
nected with  the  Service  was  aware  that 
when  a  lieutenant  was  over  12  years  in 
seniority  he  was  bound  to  become  dis- 
contented and  unsettled,  as  he  knew  that 
he  had  little  chance  of  being  promoted, 
and  had  become  too  old  for  the  position 
he  filled.  There  was  only  one  remedy 
besides  promotion  that  was  possible  for 
this  state  of  things,  and  that  was  to  give 
officers  when  thoy  reached  the  age  of 
about  33  or  35  the  opportunity  of  re- 
tiring if  they  so  wished,  and  of  seeking 
some  other  employment  before  they 
were  too  old.  He  was  aware  that  at 
the  present  moment  this  could  not  be 
done,  because  the  list  had  not  reached 
its  full  strength  of  1,000,  and  there  were 
not  sufficient  sub-lieutenants  ready,  but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  right  course  for 
the  Admiralty  to  take  was  at  once  to 
make  known  to  the  lieutenants  as  a 
body  that  as  soon  as  the  list  should 
have  got  up  to  the  full  number  a  con- 
siderable number  of  lieutenants  would 
be  allowed  to  retire  every  year,  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Admiralty,  at  the  age 
of  33  or  35,  with  an  increased  retire- 
ment of,  say,  £100  a-year  over  what 
they  would  get  if  they  were  to  hang  on 
till  they  were  40. 


The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  that  he 
was  the  person  who  originally  brought 
this  question,  so  far  as  it  related  to  in- 
creased pay,  before  the  House  five  years 
ago.  He  had  then  asked  that  eight 
years'  standing  should  be  the  period  at 
which  a  lieutenant  should  receive  extra 
pay.  The  following  year  the  noble  Earl 
opposite,  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
I'&lty,  granted  them  2«.  a-day  at  10 
years'  standing.  He  had  only  asked 
for  1#.  Now,  it  appeared  by  the  Memo- 
randum of  the  present  First  Lord,  just 
published,  that,  under  certain  conditions 
as  to  service,  they  would  receive  2«. 
a-day  at  eight  years'  standing,  and 
another  2«.  at  12  years'  standing.  He 
expressed  his  thanks  to  the  First  Lord 
for  this  concession.  He  would  abstain 
from  saying  anything  on  the  questions 
of  promotion  and  retirement,  which  ho 
had  not  studied. 

Lord  ELPEINSTONE  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that,  owing  to 
the  8tagnation]of  promotion,  tJie  position 
of  many  of  the  lieutenants  was  one  of 
very  great  hardship.  Their  Lordships 
might  remember  that,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion put  by  the  noble  Lord  last  year,  he 
entered  very  fully  into  the  causes  which 
had  led  to  the  state  of  the  various  lists 
and  to  the  difficulty  of  insuring  a  uniform 
and  steady  flow  of  promotion  through 
those  lists.  With  regard  to  the  lieu- 
tenants, he  pointed  out  that  in  1879  the 
number  of  commanders  was  fixed  at  225, 
and  the  number  of  lieutenants  at  800. 
In  that  same  year  it  was  determined 
that  the  navigating  class  should  be 
abolished,  and  the  duties  of  navigating 
undertaken  by  the  lieutenants,  the  num- 
ber of  lieutenants  being  increased  to 
1,000.  One  thousand  lieutenants  had, 
therefore,  to  be  passed  into  a  list  of  225 
commanders,  which  was,  of  course,  an 
impossibility,  it  being  impossible  to  make 
four  go  into  one.  Last  year  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty,  finding  that  em- 
ployment could  bo  given  to  a  greater 
number  of  commanders,  determined  that 
that  list  should  be  gradually  increased 
by  45.  The  efiPect  of  this  increase  would 
be  that,  whereas  formerly  only  two  out 
of  every  nine  lieutenants  rose  to  be 
commanders,  two  out  of  every  seven 
would  now  attain  that  rank.  His  noble 
Friend  suggested  that  the  pay  of  lieu- 
tenants should  be  increased,  and  ho  was 
glad  to  be  in  a  position  to  inform  him 
that  from  April  the  pay  would  be  in- 
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creased.  Lieutenants  of  eight  years' 
seniority,  on  completion  of  six  years' 
seryice,  three  of  them  having  been  spent 
in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  would  get  12«. ; 
lieutenants  in  independent  command 
would  have  139. ;  lieutenants  of  1 2  years' 
seniority,  on  completion  of  nine  years' 
service,  six  of  them  having  been  spent 
in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  would  have  14«. ; 
lieutenants  in  independent  command  re- 
ceiving \b%.  By  the  present  regulations 
lieutenants  might  retire  at  the  age  of  40, 
and  must  retire  at  the  age  of  45,  and 
the  Admiralty  did  not  propose  to  make 
any  change.  When,  in  1879,  it  was 
determined  to  abolish  the  navigating 
class,  all  entries  into  that  class  were 
stopped.  About  the  same  time  the 
number  of  entries  of  naval  cadets  was 
comparatively  small  and  irregular.  There 
had  been  a  want  of  correct  and  su£5.- 
ciently  frequent  calculations  in  past 
years.  The  result  was  that  the  com- 
bined lists — by  which  he  meant  the  lists 
of  lieutenants,  staff  commanders,  navi- 
gating lieutenants,  and  sub-lieutenants 
^-had  fallen,  were  still  falling,  and  would 
continue  to  fall  until  the  year  1892  or 
1893.  The  lieutenants'  list  and  the  sub- 
lieutenants' list  were  below  their  proper 
strength,  and  42  lieutenants  were  doing 
sub-lieutenants'  work.  Therefore,  until 
the  lists  should  be  in  such  a  position  as 
to  supply  a  sufficient  surplus  of  officers, 
no  optional  retirement  could  be  allowed 
before  the  established  age  of  40.  During 
the  last  two  years  the  number  on  the 
combined  list  had  fallen  by  25,  and  until 
the  recent  more  regular  and  systematic 
entry  of  naval  cadets  made  itself  felt 
the  lists  would  be  incomplete,  and  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  allow  officers  to 
retire  at  an  earlier  age  than  that  of 
40.  His  noble  Friend  referred  to  the 
lieutenants  in  the  French  Navy.  He 
was  not  quite  sure,  but  his  impression 
was  that  the  noble  Lord  was  correct. 
He  did  not  like  to  say  so  positively ;  but 
he  should  be  happy  to  obtain  the  infor- 
mation if  the  noble  Lord  wished  for  it. 
The  subject  was  one  to  which  the  Admi- 
ralty were  really  paying  great  attention. 
They  felt  the  position  of  lieutenants  was 
a  serious  and  grave  one,  and  they  were 
trying  in  every  way  they  could  to  meet 
the  difficulties  of  the  case. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  6th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Private  Bill  {btj   Order  ]— 

Second  Reading — Bristol  Water. 
Public    Bills— Orrfrrfrf — First  Reading^'Di  f- 

tress    for    Rent    (Dublin)*    [159];     Steam 

Boilers*   [ICO];    Reformatory   Schools  Act 

(1866)  Amendment  •  [161]. 

PMIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BRISTOL  WATER  BILL  {by  Order), 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."--(J/r.  Lotcii  Fry.) 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  proposed  to  be  as  short  as 
he  could  in  the  remarks  he  intended 
to  make.  He  did  not  intend  to  offer 
any  apology  to  the  House  for  bringing 
the  matter  forward  at  that  stage,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  when  he  had 
concluded  his  remarks  and  pointed  out 
the  objections  that  existed  to  this  Bill, 
no  apology  would  be  deemed  necessary. 
The  Bill  was  promoted  by  the  Bristol 
Water  Works  Company,  with  a  view  of 
taking  water  from  a  valley  in  Somerset- 
shire, situated  some  16  miles  from 
Bristol.  It  was  not  put  forward  by 
the  Corporation  of  Bristol — on  the  con- 
trary, the  Corporation  of  Bristol  had 
petitioned  against  it.  It  was  not  the 
opposition  of  another  Company,  or  from 
the  land  interest  only,  nor  did  the  opposi- 
tion come  from  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest. It  came  solely  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  valley  affected,  who  were 
engaged  in  agricultural  pursuits,  and  a 
great  number  of  whom  wore  email 
owners.  The  land  owners  could  take  up 
their  own  case  and  fight  their  own  battle,  • 
and,  as  a  rule,  were  able  to  get  clauses 
inserted  in  a  Private  Bill,  so  that  its  pro- 
visions did  them  no  harm,  but  in  some 
instances  a  great  deal  of  good.  In  this 
case  the  inhabitants  were  not  in  the  posi- 
tion of  landowners,  but  thoy  were  fighting 
for  their  own  property  and  that  greatest 
gift  of  Providence — a  bountiful  supply 
of  beautiful  water.  The  Petition  against 
the  Bill  was  got  up  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  district,  and  joining  with  them  were 
the  Eural  Sanitary  Authority,  the  Draia- 
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age  Oommissioners,  and  the  Charity 
Trustees.  He  would  point  out,  in  the  first 
place,  that  the  inhabitants  themselves, 
at  a  public  meetinp^,  empowered  a  Com- 
mittee to  act  on  their  behalf  in  opposing 
the  Bill.  The  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
joined  in  the  opposition  by  unanimously 
affixing  their  seal  to  the  signature  of 
the  inhabitants.  The  Drainage  Com- 
missioners had  an  important  duty  to 
perform,  not  only  in  clearing  the  land  of 
superfluous  water,  but  in  preserving  the 
water  that  was  necessary  for  dividing 
fields  and  property.  The  Charity  Trustees 
also  joined  the  inhabitants  in  their  op- 
position, and  he  might  explain  that  the 
fund  of  the  Charity  Trustees,  which  arose 
from  the  land  they  had  in  this  valley, 
was  employed  to  keep  up  Queen  Eliza- 
beth's Hospital,  where  some  200  poor 
boys  were  maintained.  If  hon.  Members 
would  look  through  tho  Bill  they  would 
see  that  the  first  part  of  it  was  directed 
to  the  taking  wholesale  two  streams  of 
water  rising  from  the  side  of  the 
Mendip  Hills.  There  were  three  villages 
on  the  two  streams  he  had  indicated 
which  depended  upon  themforthe  supply 
of  water,  and  it  was  the  only  water  avail- 
able in  the  valley  for  agricxdtural  pur- 
poses. At  Eiekford  it  was  the  only  source 
of  supply.  Sometimes  for  months  to- 
gether these  streams  were  the  only  places 
where  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  could 
get  water.  It  occasionally  happened  that 
the  wells  ran  dry,  and  then  these  streams 
provided  the  sole  supply,  and  the  farms 
in  tho  valley  were  laid  out  so  as  to 
benefit  by  these  streams.  It  was  pro- 
pose to  take  these  streams  bodily  away ; 
and,  in  addition,  he  might  point  out  that 
no  consideration  for  the  requirements  of 
the  inhabitants  was  to  be  expected  from 
this  Company.  The  source  of  one  of  the 
streams  was  the  property  of  a  gentle- 
man who  was  a  Director  of  the  Bristol 
^  Water  Works  Company.  He  had  made 
anomamentalpond,andbuiltaboathouee 
on  it.  There  was  also  a  waterfall,  and 
ten  yards  below  this  the  water  was  put 
in  pipes  and  carried  to  Bristol,  but  not 
before  he  had  erected  a  pumping  engine 
for  tho  supply  of  his  own  residence  and 
farm.  Nothing  could  happen  to  him, 
nor  could  a  single  drop  of  water  go 
direct  to  the  Company  of  which  he  was 
a  Director  until  he  had  supplied  his  own 
wants.  There  were  two  pumping  sta- 
tions to  be  erected  in  the  valley,  and 
these   pumping  stations,  as  far  as  he 
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could  make  out,  were  to  cost  some- 
thing like  £250,000.  They  were  told 
that  these  two  pumping  stations  were 
to  have  shafts  of  indefinite  depth,  and 
from  them  would  run  three  large  drifts. 
The  opponents  were  advised  by  their 
engineer  that  the  effect  of  this  pumping 
upon  the  shallow  wells  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood would  be  to  lower  them  in 
every  case,  and  in  many  oases  to  dry 
them  up  altogether,  as  had  been  shown 
in  the  next  valley,  where  the  same 
Company  had  erected  pumping  stations 
with  most  disastrous  effect.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that,  although  there 
were  only  four  parishes  in  the  valley, 
they  were  scattered  all  over  it.  They 
embraced  a  large  number  of  very 
small  holdings — a  great  bulk  of  the 
owners  of  which,  although  they  owned 
the  land  which  they  tilled,  had  no  title 
to  show.  They  were  supplied  by  shal- 
low wells,  and  this  system  of  pumping 
would  suck  the  water  from  them ;  and 
if  the  inhabitants  dug  deeper,  why,  of 
course,  the  Water  Works  Company 
would  go  deeper  still.  One  landowner, 
in  reference  to  the  pumping  station  in 
the  next  valley,  got  a  clause  inserted  in 
the  Bill ;  but  it  had  never  been  attended 
to  at  all,  and  the  water  flowing  from 
the  stream  was  greatly  diminished 
throughout  the  whole  of  last  summer, 
and  the  agriculturists  of  the  valley  were 
put  to  great  trouble  and  inconvenience. 
He  held  in  bis  hand  a  Petition  signed 
by  the  inhabitants  of  four  parishes 
against  the  Bill.  As  he  had  said,  the 
district  was  one  belonging  chiefly  to 
small  owners,  and  there  were  alto- 
gether, he  thought,  160  owners  in  the 
four  parishes.  He  was  not  quite  sure, 
but  he  believed  that  the  Petition  was 
signed  by  600  persons.  It  was  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  inhabitants,  and  every 
person  whose  name  appeared  upon  it  was 
a  resident  occupier ;  some  of  them  could 
only  made  their  mark.  So  anxious 
were  the  inhabitants  to  oppose  the  Bill, 
that  in  some  instances  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  resident  occupiers  had  signed 
the  Petition.  In  one  parish — that  of 
Churchill — 122  out  of  145  had  signed  the 
Petition  ;  and  in  another  parish  73  out  of 
85.  That  would  show  the  House  the  sort 
of  people  who  would  be  affected  by  the 
Bill.  In  regard  to  the  Eural  Sanitary 
Authority  a  question  was  raised  of  the 
highest  importance.  He  had  had  the 
honour  since  1875  of  being  Chairman 
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of  the  Sanitary  Authority,  and  he  was 
able  to  say  that  as  soon  as  this  scheme 
was  put  forward  it  was  received  by 
that  authority  with  the  greatest  pos- 
sible alarm.  Hon.  Members,  especially 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  county 
matters,  would  be  aware  that  under  the 
Acts  of  1875  and  1878,  the  Water  and 
Public  Health  Acts,  the  Banitary  Au- 
thority had  to  supply  every  house  with 
water  sufficient  iot  domestic  and  other 
purposes,  and  it  was  further  provided 
that  no  house  should  be  certified  as  fit 
for  occupation  until  it  was  reported  to 
the  Sanitary  Authority  that  a  sufficient 
supply  of  fresh  water  had  been  pro- 
vided. In  addition,  under  these  Acts 
the  Sanitary  Authority  had  no  power  to 
apply  Id,  of  the  rates  in  defending  their 
position.  Therefore,  they  had  to  sit 
with  their  hands  folded  while  they  saw 
this  scheme  being  passed  through  Par- 
liament, which  would  deprive  them  of 
the  water  they  were  bound  to  give  to 
the  people.  He  would  ask  the  House 
how  the  Bural  Sanitary  Authority  was 
to  supply  the  people  with  water  if  the 
Bristol  Water  Works  Company  were  to 
take  it  all  away?  The  Sanitary  Au- 
thority had  no  power  to  apply  the  rates 
in  opposing  the  Bill,  but  it  was  their 
duty  to  supply  the  water,  and  when  that 
water  was  taken  away  from  them  it 
would  be  necessary  to  expend  a  large 
Bum  of  money  and  to  impose  heavy 
taxation  upon  the  locality  in  order  to 
replace  it.  Even  then,  where  the  water 
was  to  come  from  they  had  no  idea 
whatever.  It  might  occur  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  it  would  be  a  good  and  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  course  he  proposed 
to  take  on  this  occasion  when  it  was 
said  that  a  large  town  like  Bristol  must 
be  supplied  with  water  for  its  increasing 
population.  That  was  no  doubt  the 
case,  but  he  had  an  answer  to  that 
statement — namely,  that  Bristol  might 
be  amply  supplied  from  the  spring 
which  some  time  ago  broke  into  the 
Severn  Tunnel  of  the  Great  Western 
Bailway.  Last  year  a  Company,  called 
the  Bristol  Consumers'  Company,  was 
formed  to  supply  Bristol  with  this  water. 
The  Company  introduced  a  Bill  into 
Parliament,  which  went  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was 
opposed  by  the  Bristol  Water  Works 
Company — the  very  Company  now  pro- 
moting this  scheme — simply  because  it 
would  interefere  with  the  profits  of  the 
Company.     But  in  fighting  the  Bill  it| 


came  out  that  the  greatest  argument  of 
the  Bristol  Water  Company  was  that  it 
was  unnecessary  to  bring  this  water 
supply  into  Bristol  at  all.  The  Bristol 
Company  made  that  their  chief  case.  A 
question  was  put  to  Mr.  Alexander,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Company,  by  Mr.  Bidder 
to  this  effect — **  You  have  not  only  suffi- 
cient water  for  your  present  purposes, 
but  looking  a  long  way  ahead  ?  ''  The 
answer  of  the  Secretary  was — **Ye8, 
ample,"  and  that  was  the  reply  given 
by  the  Company  a  year  ago,  and 
formed  a  good  answer,  he  thought,  to 
those  who  maintained  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  Bristol  to  have  this  water.  The 
Great  Western  Eailway  Company  had 
a  Bill  before  Parliament  this  year,  and 
that  Bill  contained  a  clause  by  which 
they  were  authorized  to  sell  this  spring 
to  any  Corporation  or  Company.  At  tho 
present  moment  there  were  millions  of 
gallons  pumped  out  of  the  Severn  Tunnel 
daily  which  were  running  to  waste.  In 
addition  to  this  fact,  he  would  poiut  out 
that  there  were  other  sources  of  supply. 
There  was  a  Water  Company  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Bristol, 
called  the  West  Gloucestershire  Com- 
pany, and  that  Company  was  in  a  con- 
dition to  supply  Bristol  and  all  its  in- 
creasing wants.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Bristol  Company  said  a  year  ago  that 
their  supply  was  ample,  and  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  telegram  received  from  the 
West  Gloucestershire  Company  only  that 
day,  which  was  as  follows : — 

"  West  Gloucestershire  Company  are  in  posi- 
tion to  supply  any  deficiency  of  Bristol  Com- 
pany's resources  within  a  week  from  the  dato 
of  order." 

Therefore,  he  would  put  it  to  the  House 
that  there  were  other  sources  from  which 
Bristol  could  be  supplied.  But  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  took  this  one  because 
it  was  the  nearest  and  cheapest,  and 
they  would  not  have  to  pay  for  it.  He 
knew  he  was  taking  an  unusual  course 
in  opposing  a  Private  Bill  upon  the 
second  reading,  but  he  wished  to  make 
it  perfectly  clear  what  the  reason  of  his 
doing  so  was.  He  had  been  asked  by 
the  inhabitants  of  the  valley  to  oppose 
its  present  stage  for  this  reason — the 
subscription  list  which  had  been  opened 
and  the  Petition  which  been  presented 
against  the  Bill  did  not  emanate  from 
the  landowners,  but  from  the  residents 
in  the  valley,  and  the  funds  for  opposing 
the  Bill  had  been  raised  by  public  sub- 
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scription.  Small  sums  had  been  sub- 
scribed by  420  diflferent  persons.  Per- 
haps the  House  might  imagine  that  a 
large  subscription  list  like  that  ought  to 
realize  a  considerable  sum  of  money, 
but  he  would  remind  the  House  of  the 
fact  that  the  subscribers  were  very  small 
owners,  and  that  2.53  sums  were  between 
£1  and  M,  Cottagers  had  come  in 
large  numbers  who  wished  to  subscribe, 
even  from  a  distance,  and  the  result  was 
that  a  large  number  of  the  amounts  sub- 
scribed ranged  from  Zd,  to  £1,  with  the 
object  of  fighting  for  what  the  people 
knew  to  be  their  means  of  obtaining  a 
livelihood.  Now,  the  expense  of  fight- 
ing this  question  upstairs  would  be 
tremendous.  He  did  not  know  whether 
anything  was  likely  to  be  dono  in  that 
respect,  but  he  sincerely  hoped  that  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session  some 
change  would  be  effected.  To  give  an 
instance  of  the  course  pursued,  the  in- 
habitants were  told  by  their  agent  that 
it  was  necessary  to  be  prepared  with 
analyses  of  the  water.  They  were  told 
that  to  bring  such  evidence  forward  as 
would  weigh  the  evidence  given  on 
behalf  of  this  rich  Water  Company,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  deposit  100  guineas 
before  any  analyst  would  be  induced 
to  leave  his  office  in  London  to  make  the 
analyst  report.  It  might  be  urged  that 
the  Bill  provided  a  compensation  reser- 
voir to  supply  the  wants  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district,  but  he  had  carefully 
studied  the  Bill,  and  from  the  beginning 
of  it  to  the  end  there  was  no  provision 
for  compensation.  There  was  a  clause 
to  this  effect— and  it  included  the  whole 
of  the  obligation  of  the  Company — that 
where  the  pipes  passed  those  who  lived 
within  1 00  yards  of  the  main  pipe  when 
the  pressure  was  sufficient  should  be 
enabled  to  take  water.  But  who  was 
to  know  when  the  pressure  was  suffi- 
cient? Ho  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  district,  many  of  these  people  were 
his  constituents,  and  ho  knew  how 
seriously  they  would  be  affected  if  the 
Bill  were  allowed  to  pass.  He  thought 
he  had  made  a  clear  case,  even  out  of 
the  statements  of  those  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Bill,  for  dealing  with  the 
measure  as  a  matter  of  principle.  He 
maintained  that  there  was  a  great 
question  of  principle  involved.  It  was 
a  question  of  might  against  right.  The 
Bristol  Water  Company  was  an  enor- 
mously rich  Company,  and  unless  the 


inhabitants  opposed  their  scheme  they 
would  find  themselves  robbed  of  their 
water  for  ever.  It  was  a  dairy  farming 
district,  and  those  who  knew  anything 
of  agriculture  knew  that  every  drop  of 
water  which  could  be  procured  was  re- 
quired for  dairy  operations.  He  appealed 
to  the  House  not  to  allow  the  Bill  to  go 
one  step  further,  and  he  trusted  that 
hon.  Members  would  not  support  a 
measure  which  was  only  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  putting  money  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Directors  and  share- 
holders of  one  of  the  richest  Companies 
in  the  Kingdom,  composed  of  the  mer- 
chants of  Bristol,  at  the  expense  of  a 
community  who  found  it  very  hard 
indeed  at  present  to  •  make  two  ends 
meet. 

Major  RA8CH  (Essex,  S.E.),  in 
seconding  the  Amendmemt,  said,  he  did  so 
for  this  reason.  He  had  some  personal 
knowledge  of  the  water  supply  of  the 
district,  and  he  recollected  that  only  last 
year  a  scheme  to  supply  Bristol  with 
water  from  the  Severn  Tunnel  was  de- 
feated by  the  Bristol  Water  Works 
Company  and  the  Corporation  solely 
on  the  ground  that  the  existing  supply 
would  last  for  many  years.  Only  within 
the  last  few  days  the  Corporation  of 
Bristol  hadan  offer  of  3,000,000  gallons 
of  water  at  something  like  \d,  per  1,000 
gallons,  yet  this  rich  Corporation, 
instead  of  accepting  that  offer  from  a 
competing  Water  Company,  preferred 
to  come  down  and  take  the  water  from 
a  poor  district  where  there  were  hardly 
any  resident  landlords,  and  occupied,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out,  by  a 
small  agricultural  population.  He 
begged  to  second  the  Amendment,  and 
he  hoped  that  the  House  would  refuse 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {^Mr.  ZletPell^n.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  LEWIS  FRY  (Bristol,  N.)  asked 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  say  a  few 
words  as  one  of  the  Members  for  the  large 
city  which  was  deeply  interested  in  the 
question,  and  to  urge  the  House  not  to 
depart  from  the  usual  course  of  sending 
Bills  of  this  kind  to  a  Select  Committee. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  say  one 
word  as  to  the  vast   importance  of   a 
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Bufficient  supply  of  water  to  a  large  and 
increasing  community.  He  wished  the 
House  clearly  to  understand  that  this 
Company  was  the  only  Company  which 
brought  water  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Bristol,  and  it  was  required  to  supply  an 
area  containing  a  population  of  nearly 
300,000  persons.  The  House  would', 
therefore,  see  that  a  sufficient  supply  of 
water  to  a  vast  community  of  that  sort 
was  one  of  great  importance,  and  well 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  had 
pointed  out  that  the  present  Bill  was  not 
promoted  by  the  Corporation  of  Bristol. 
He  should  like  the  House  to  know 
what  the  relations  of  the  Corporation 
with  the  Water  Company  were.  No 
doubt  this  was  an  independent  Com- 
pany, but  it  had  been  in  negotiation 
with  the  Corporation  of  Bristol  more 
than  once  for  the  transfer  of  its  works  to 
the  Corporation,  and  there  was  little  doubt 
that  beforo  long  the  transfer  would  be 
made.  It  was  quite  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Corporation  of  Bristol  were 
opposed  to  the  Preamble  of  the  present 
Bill.  He  had  the  authority  of  the  Town 
Clerk  of  Bristol  to  say  that,  although 
the  Corporation  had  presented  a  Peti- 
tion against  the  Bill,  it  must  not  bo  sup- 
posed that  they  were  opposed  to  the 
Preamble,  but  that  all  their  requirements 
might  be  met  by  the  introduction  of 
clauses  in  Committee.  As  to  whether 
Bristol  required  more  water  or  not,  he 
thought  he  could  very  shortly  satisfy 
the  House  that  that  was  the  case.  The 
present  requirements  of  the  inhabitants 
were  8,000,000  gallons  of  water  per 
diem  in  summer  and  6,500,000  on 
the  average  of  the  year,  and  last 
summer  there  was  only  a  difference  of 
1,000,000  gallons  between  the  average 
requirements  of  the  district  and  the 
present  water  supply.  Ho  maintained 
that  that  margin  was  far  too  narrow  to 
be  safe,  although  tho  Company  had 
taken  power  to  construct  a  large  reser- 
voir which  would  increase  their  supply 
by  9,000,000  gallons.  Thoy  were, 
therefore,  justified  in  coming  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  asking  to  be 
allowed  to  increase  their  supply.  Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  the  opposition 
of  the  Corporation  to  the  Bill  which  was 
promoted  last  year.  The  Corporation  of 
Bristol  then  passed  a  Besolution  that 
they  considered   there  was  an  urgent 


necessity  for  a  further  supply.     Their 

Besolution  was  to  this  effect — 

''That  this  meeting  is  of  opinion' that  a 
farther  supply  of  pure  and  wholesome  water 
is  urgently  required  for  the  City  of  Bristol."   4 

His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)'said  they  could 
have  obtained  all  they  required  by 
taking  the  supply  from  the  Sudbrook 
Wells.  But  a  Committee  [of  the  House 
of  Lords  heard  the  whole  of  that  case, 
and,  after  going  carefully  through  the 
evidence,  condemned  that  supply  as  un<^ 
suitable  to  the  City  of  Bristol.  The 
counsel  for  the  Company,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  inquiry,  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  to  express  an  opinion 
as  to  the  suitableness  of  that  source 
of  supply,  and  this  was  the  reply — **  The 
majority  of  the  Committee  are  of  opi- 
nion that  it  is  not  a  good  supply  to  be 
taken  to  the  town  of  Bristol." 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  asked  what  the 
hon.  Member  was  quoting  from  ? 

Mr.  lewis  fey  said,  he  was  quot- 
ing  from  a  Eeport  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Houso  of  I^rds 
last  year,  and  he  thought  that  was  a 
complete  answer  to  the  assertion  of  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Sudbrook  supply 
was  suitable  for  the  City  of  Bristol. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  a  further 
supply  was  required.  Ho  would  not 
trouble  the  House  by  going  into  details 
as  to  the  mode  by  which  the  proposed 
supply  was  to  be  given,  nor  the  situation 
of  the  streams  and  wells  proposed  to  be 
diverted  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred. Of  course  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  a  Select  Committee  to  deal 
with  that  question  as  they  chose,  in  the 
event  of  the  Bill  being  sent  upstairs. 
If  it  could  have  been  shown  that  an 
injury  would  be  done  by  tho  diversion 
of  these  streams,  it  would  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  impose  terms 
upon  the  Company  or  to  strike  out 
the  clauses  referring  to  them  altogether. 
The  House  would  see  that  it  was  im- 
possiblo  to  discuss,  at  the  present  stage, 
questions  such  as  that  which  depended 
upon  scientific  evidence.  If  Bills  that  came 
before  the  House  of  Commons  were  to  be 
refused  a  second  reading  on  grounds  of 
this  nature,  in  which  there  was  no 
question  of  public  policy,  it  would  be 
difficult  hereafter  for  any  Water  Bill,  or 
any  other  Bill  of  a  similar  character,  to 
be  passed  into  law.  In  regard  to  the 
pumping  stations  to  which  reference  had 
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been  made,  they  would  depend  on  the 
supply  of  water  underground,  the  use 
of  which  was  objected  to.  Surely 
that  was  pre-eminently  a  scientific  ques- 
tion, and  it  was  one  upon  which,  and 
he  said  it  with  great  respect,  that  House 
was  incapable  of  forming  an  opinion.  It 
was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  all  the 
underground  water  was  to  be  taken,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  seemed  to  suggest ;  but 
if  a  Water  Company  was  not  to  have 
access  to  underground  water,  it  would 
be  impossible  to  supply  a  large  city  like 
Bristol  with  water  at  all.  It  would  be 
a  most  dangerous  precedent  to  throw 
out  a  Bill  of  this  description  merely  on 
the  assertion  that  it  took  away  the 
underground  water  and  might  injure  the 
wells.  If  underground  water  was  not 
to  be  used,  a  number  of  their  great 
towns,  including  Birmingham,  Liver- 
pool, Nottingham,  and  Sunderland, 
could  not  be  supplied,  because  they  de- 
pended, to  a  large  extent,  on  under- 
ground water.  Therefore,  it  would  be 
a  dangerous  proceeding  for  the  House 
to  arrive  at  a  general  conclusion  that  it 
was  improper  to  have  recourse  to  under- 
ground water  for  the  supply  of  a  large 
town.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
longer.  Ho  appealed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  discussed 
and  decided  by  the  only  tribunal  that 
was  competent  to  deal  with  it.  The 
promoters  of  the  Bill  were  prepared  to 
disprove  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
injury  which  was  likely  to  be  done  to 
the  inhabitants  of  this  valley.  If  the 
matter  were  brought  before  a  Select 
Committee  they  had  a  full  reply  to  the 
case  of  the  opponents,  and  he  would 
appeal  to  the  House  whether  it  was  not 
a  hardship  on  the  inhabitants  of  a 
populous  city  like  Bristol  to  refuse  to 
send  the  Bill  before  a  tribunal  where  it 
could  be  adequately  investigated  ?  It 
was  said  that  the  opponents  were  un- 
able to  incur  the  cost  of  appearing  be- 
fore a  Committee.  The  House  must 
not  run  away  with  the  idea  that  they 
were  all  of  them  poor  persons.  There 
were  among  them  men  of  large  wealth, 
including  a  noble  Duke,  who  was  well 
able  to  give  his  assistance  to  the  case  of 
the  opponents  of  the  Bill  before  a  Select 
Committee.  The  inhabitants  of  Bristol 
sincerely  trusted  that  the  Bill  would 
receive  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and 
he  made  an  earnest  appeal  on  their 

Jfr,  Lewis  Fry 


behalf  to  the  House  not  hastily  to 
throw  out  the  measure^  but  to  send  it 
to  the  only  tribunal  which  was  able  to 
deal  with  it  properly. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
£.)  said,  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent the  commercial  and  industrial 
portion  of  the  City  of  Bristol,  which 
would  be  seriously  affected  if  the  pro- 
posal to  throw  out  this  Bill  on  the  second 
reading  were  carried.  It  must  be  ap- 
parent to  the  House  that  the  main 
reason  why  the  Water  Company  was 
obliged  to  come  to  Parliament  for  the 
means  of  obtaining  an  additional  supply  of 
water  was  that  the  dryness  of  the  season 
last  year  had  materially  altered  the  con- 
dition of  things.  There  had  been  at 
least  one-third  less  rainfall  than  was 
ordinarily  the  case,  and  one-third  of  the 
water  which  was  generally  used  for 
storage  was  denied  to  the  Companies 
who  provided  great  towns  with  water. 
In  this  case  the  Bristol  Water  Company 
had  no  alternative,  but  were  compelled 
to  come  to  Parliament  with  a  Bill  to 
enable  them  to  supplement  their  supply 
in  connection  with  a  large  reservoir  they 
had  already  power  to  construct,  and 
were,  in  fact,  constructing.  If  they  were 
allowed  to  carry  out  the  present  scheme 
their  supply  would  be  ample.  At  the 
present  moment  8,000,000  gallons  of 
water  were  required  by  Bristol  daily, 
and  very  soon  the  city  would  require 
10,000,000.  Everyone  knew  that  the 
water  supply  of  a  large  town  was  a 
most  important  thing  to  consider,  but  he 
wished  to  speak  more  particularly  on 
behalf  of  the  commercial  and  industrial 
classes.  If  the  supply  of  water  fell 
short  the  trade  and  industry  of  the  city 
would  be  very  much  deranged.  The 
Water  Company  proposed  to  take  a 
large  portion  of  the  supply  from  under- 
ground, and  his  own  impression  was 
that  in  most  of  these  cases  the  supply 
was  taken,  not  from  the  surface,  but 
underground.  He  ventured  to  say,  as  a 
geologist,  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  was 
wrong  in  asserting  that  the  taking  of 
water  from  underground  would  affect 
the  surface  supply.  In  this  case  the 
Company  would  take  it  from  the 
new  red  sandstone,  and  no  effect 
whatever  would  be  produced  upofi 
the  surface  water.  No  doubt  it 
would  have  an  effect  upon  the  two 
streams  which  had  been  referred   to: 
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but  that  was  a  qaestion  wbioh  might 
easily  be  dealt  with  in  Oommittee.  He 
thought  the  wisest  thing  the  House 
could  do  was  to  place  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  a  Select  Committee,  and  allow 
them  to  come  to  a  decision  in  the  usual 
way.  It  was  contended  that  the  people 
of  Bristol  ought  to  be  provided  with  a 
supply  from  Sudbrook.  Now,  he  ventured 
to  affirm  what  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col- 
league (Mr.  L.  Fry)  had  said— that  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  ob- 
jeoted  to  the  Bill  last  year  on  the  ground 
that  the  supply  from  Sudbrook  was  not 
suitable  for  the  town  of  Bristol.  In  the 
words  ef  the  Oommittee,  it  would  be  a 
dangerous  experiment  to  supply  the 
Oity  of  Bristol  with  water  from  that 
source.  That,  he  thought,  was  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the  statemeht  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Somerset.  There 
was,  however,  another  reason,  and  that 
was  that  the  Great  Western  Bailway 
Company  would  not  permit  that  water 
to  be  Drought  through  the  Severn 
Tunnel;  and,  therefore,  the  Company 
would  only  be  able  to  get  it  by  the  ex- 
penditureof,  at  least,  £1,000,000,  and  he 
need  not  say  that  that  was  utterly  out 
of  the  question.  He  knew  the  valley  to 
which  his  hon.  Friend  referred,  and  he 
was  of  opinion  that,  as  a  rule,  it  suffered 
far  more  from  an  over-supply  of  water 
than  from  anything  else.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  benefited  by  the  carrying 
out  of  this  scheme  rather  than  other- 
wise. On  these  general  grounds  he 
hoped  the  House  would  permit  the  Bill 
to  go  before  a  Oommittee,  and  not  allow 
it  to  be  thrown  out  upon  the  second  read- 
ing. If  a  proposal  of  that  nature  were 
carried,  they  would  convert  the  House 
itself  into  a  tribunal  for  trying  all  mea- 
sures of  this  sort. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
lie  hoped  that,  in  spite  of  the  hon. 
Geologist,  the  House  would  not  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  this  Bill. 
It  should  require  greater  evidence  than 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  as  a 
geologist  to  convince  them  that  the 
taking  away  of  the  water  from  this 
valley  would  not  injure  the  supply  to  the 
inhabitants. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  he 
bad  spoken  of  the  springs  under- 
ground. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  he  was  un- 
able to  understand,  if  they  took  away 
all  the  underground  water,  that  the  sur- 


face water  would  still  remain.  It  was 
said  that  if  Parliament  refused  to  give 
this  water  they  would  injure  the  trade  and 
industry  of  Bristol.  That  might  or  might 
not  be  true  ;  but  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
would  absolutely  destroy  the  whole  of  the 
butter  and  cheese- making  industry  of  a 
large  valley.  This  was  part  and  parcel 
of  the  great  question  they  had  before 
them  a  week  ago — whether  they  should 
or  should  not  increase  the  rights  of 
these  Companies.  He  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  Parliament  ought 
to  be  very  jealous  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  privileges  it  conferred 
in  this  respect.  He  was  somewhat 
interested  in  this  particular  Company, 
because  he  happened  to  be  a  share- 
holder in  the  Bristol  Water  Works,  but 
in  spite  of  that  interest  he  did  not  think 
a  case  had  been  made  out  to  justify 
Parliament  in  passing  this  Bill.  Water 
could  be  obtained  from  other  source?, 
and  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  had  clearly 
pointed  to  at  least  one  of  them.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  further  shown  that  the  con- 
struction of  these  works  would  inflict 
irreparable  injury  upon  an  agricultural 
district  without  adequately  supplying 
the  wants  of  Bristol.  There  Were  other 
sources  to  which  the  Company  could  go, 
and  as  it  was  a  wealthy  Company  he 
did  not  think  that  there  would  be  any 
injustice  in  rejecting  the  Bill.  It  was 
altogether  a  question  of  money,  and  ho 
did  not  see  why  the  Company  should 
resort  to  this  source  of  supply  and  ruin 
the  industry  of  a  valley  in  order  to 
obtain  a  cheap  supply  of  water  for  a  city 
well  able  to  provide  for  itself  in  other 
ways  without  injury  to  anyone. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  House  would 
not  sanction  the  reference  of  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  It  would  appear 
that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Axbridge 
Valley  were  the  only  persons  who  could 
oppose  the  Bill  before  a  Committee  as  to 
the  water  to  be  taken  from  their  valley, 
and  as  the  poor  villagers  in  the  valley  could 
not  protect  themselves  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  see  that  the  Company 
was  prevented  from  interfering  with 
the  water  supply.  The  inhabitants, 
consisting  of  poor  villagers,  were  too 
poor  to  oflfer  an  efifective  opposition  to 
the  scheme  in  Committee ;  the  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  were  prohibited  by 
law  from  spending  money  in  that  way. 
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BO  that  praoticallj  all  methods  were 
closed  unless  the  House  interfered  on 
behalf  of  the  persons  who  were  affected 
by  the  Bill.  It  was  said  by  those  who 
oupported  the  Bill  that  this  was  the 
only  Company  which  supplied  water  to 
Bristol.  That  was  true,  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  they  opposed  a  com- 
petitor last  year,  because  they  objected 
to  allow  any  other  Company  to  be  there. 
It  was  said  that  the  Water  Company 
wanted  water,  but  last  year,  when  they 
were  threatened  with  competition,  their 
responsible  officer  gave  evidence  that  the 
existing  water  supply  was  amply  suffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  of  the  city.  It 
was  said  that  the  Company  were  going 
to  sell  their  undertaking  to  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Bristol.  That  might  be  true 
also,  and  no  doubt  they  were  desirous 
of  enhancing  the  value  of  what  they 
intended  to  sell.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol  (Mr.  L.  Fry)  said  it  would 
cost  £1,000,000  to  get  a  supply  from 
Sad  brook ;  but  even  if  that  were  so,  and 
that  the  supply  would  be  a  benefit 
to  Bristol,  why  did  the  promoters  oppose 
the  Company,  which  last  year  was  ready 
to  spend  the  required  sum  ?  On  behalf 
of  the  villagers  who  could  not  represent 
themselves,  and  the  Sanitary  Authority 
who  had  no  means  of  representing  them- 
selves, he  asked  the  House  to  reject  the 
Bill. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  was  anxious,  as 
one  of  the  Members  for  the  City  of 
Bristol,  and  not  from  his  position  in 
connection  with  the  Board  of  Trade,  to 
ask  the  House  to  listen  to  him  for  a  few 
minutes  on  the  subject  of  this  Bill.  He 
could  not  agree  in  the  correctness  of  the 
assumption  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  He 
thought  that  the  bon.  Member,  if  he 
had  listened  more  carefully  to  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  L.  Fry), 
would  have  found  that  he  was  wrong  in 
assuming  that  there  was  no  objection 
to  an  alternative  supply  from  the  Severn 
Tunnel.  It  had  been  shown  that  a 
Committee  of  the  other  House  which 
sat  last  year  investigated  the  proposal 
to  supply  that  water  to  the  City  of 
Bristol,  and  reported  that  it  was  water 
that  should  not  be  supplied  to  Bristol 
— in  fact,  that  it  was  of  a  quality  that 
could  not  be  utilized.  No  other  answer 
had  been  given  in  the  course  of  the  de- 


bate  to  the  demand  of  Bristol  for  an 
increased  water  supply.  It  waa  a  de- 
mand which  could  not  be  properly  met 
in  that  House  by  the  assertion  that  it 
was  merely  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
Bristol  Water  Company  to  increase  the 
value  of  their  property.  The  Corpora- 
tion of  Bristol  last  year  distinctly  re- 
corded their  opinion  that  the  growing 
population  of  the  city  required  an  in- 
creased water  supply.  Further,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  stated 
that  another  reason  for  rejecting  the 
Bill  on  the  second  reading  was  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  from  which  it 
was  proposed  that  the  water  supply 
should  be  taken  could  not  be  adequately 
represented  before  the  Committee,  owing 
to  the  expense  it  would  entail.  But  his 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  L.  Fry)  had  stated 
that  the  opposition  was  not  confined  to 
the  poor  owners.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a 
Duke  was  at  the  head  of  the  opposition ; 
and  if  men  in  that  position  could  not 
pay  for  having  their  views  represented 
before  a  Select  Committee,  he  confessed 
he  did  not  know  how  it  was  possible  for 
anyone  to  have  his  views  represented. 
How  far  the  wants  of  this  small  rural  dis- 
trict were  affected  by  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  present  Bill  could  only  be 
discussed  and  decided  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. How  to  reserve  to  the  district  a 
sufficient  supply  of  water  was  certainly 
a  question  of  clauses,  and  such  a  supply 
ought  to  be  secured  to  it  before  a  gallon 
of  water  was  taken  away.  If  it  was  a 
question  of  compensation  for  property  of 
which  any  individual  was  deprived,  that 
also  was  a  question  that  could  be  mea- 
sured by  the  ordinary  tribunal;  and, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  he  asked 
the  House  not  to  reject  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  which  provided,  he 
believed,  the  only  practicable  mode  of 
supplying  the  growing  necessities  of  this 
great  population  with  pure  water. 

CoLOiCEL  HILL  (Bristol,  S.)  said,  he 
desired  very  briefly,  as  the  Representa- 
tive of  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Bristol 
which  consisted  very  largely  of  the 
working  classes,  and  was  very  poor,  to 
express  their  views  in  regard  to  this 
Bill.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn)  had  drawn  a 
very  pathetic  picture  of  a  rich  Company 
taking  away  a  poor  man's  water,  but  it 
was  necessary  that  the  poor  people  of 
Bristol,  of  whom  there  were  a  very  large 
number,  should  he^v^  a  good  and  proper 
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sapplj.  He  thought  the  House  would 
take  it  for  granted  that  there  was  a  want 
of  water  in  Bristol.  The  Corporation 
itself  had  said  so ;  and  it  was  absurd 
to  put  forward  the  reply  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Company,  under  the  torture 
of  cross-examination  by  one  of  the  most 
derer  counsel  of  the  day,  as  a  proof  that 
the  existing  supply  was  adequate.  No 
doubt  the  answer  of  the  Secretary  ap- 
plied to  the  existing  supply  at  the  time 
his  evidence  was  given ;  but  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  present  Bill  to  make  pro- 
vision for  a  supply  for  some  years  to 
come.  It  was  absolutely  necessary,  so 
far  as  the  people  of  Bristol  were  con- 
cerned, that  they  should  be  properly 
supplied  with  water.  The  Sudbrook 
question  was  entirely  put  aside  by 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  No  hon.  Member 
would  desire  that  Bristol  should  be  sup- 
plied with  water  from  an  improper 
source.  It  was  said  that  the  Company 
were  going  to  take  away  all  the  water 
from  a  particular  valley,  but  that  was  a 
question  which  could  not  possibly  be 
entered  into  in  that  House.  It  was  a 
question  which  must  be  investigated  by 
a  Select  Committee,  and,  if  proved  before 
that  Committee,  care  would  be  taken 
that  the  inhabitants  of  the  district  were 
not  deprived  of  their  proper  supply  of 
water.  They  were  all  neighbours  of  his 
own,  and  he  should  be  the  last  man  to 
come  forward  in  that  House  and  advo- 
cate their  being  deprived  of  their  water 
supply.  If  it  could  be  shown  that  any 
inconvenience  would  be  suffered,  or  that 
the  inhabitants  would  sustain  any  de- 
privation, the  Water  Company  would  be 
the  first  to  yield  to  the  evidence  and 
undertake  to  make  proper  provision.  As 
had  been  shown  by  his  hon.  Colleague, 
there  was  no  danger  of  the  case  being 
put  improperly  before  the  Committee 
because  nobody  was  able  to  appear  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill.  Therefore,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time,  and  do  what  it  ordinarily 
did  in  the  case  of  Private  Bills  of  this 
kind — namely,  send  it  upstairs  to  be 
thoroughly  sifted  by  a  Select  Committee, 
who  would  have  evidence  before  them 
which  the  House  itself  was  unable  to 
heap 

Mr.  fen  wick  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
if  hon.  Members  had  come  to  the 
con<)ideration  of  this  question  with  an 


open  mind  they  could  have  no  hesita- 
tion as  to  what  course  ought  to  be  taken 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  made  no  reply  whatever  to  the 
statement  made  from  the  Benches  oppo- 
site by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
South-East  Essex  (Major  Easch),  on  the 
authority  of  information  which  had  just 
reached  him  by  telegram,  that  the  West 
Gloucestershire  Company  were  prepared 
to  supply  Bristol  with  3,000,000  gallons 
of  water  daily  at  a  charge  of  Ad,  per 
1,000  gallons.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  passed  over  that  statement  in 
silence.  Two  arguments  had  been  used 
in  the  debate,  one  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  and  another  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  moved  its  second  reading, 
which  ought  to  have  considerable 
weight  with  the  House  in  any  Division 
that  was  taken  on  the  question.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  said  the  per- 
sons who  were  chiefly  interested  in  the 
question  were  principally  small  owners 
and  occupiers  of  land  who  had  sunk 
wells  for  themselves,  and  that  their 
supply  of  water  would  in  all  probability 
be  out  off  by  the  works  proposed  to  be 
constructed  by  the  Bristol  Water  Com- 
pany. On  the  other  hand,  the  House 
was  told  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
that  the  Bristol  Water  Company  would 
in  all  probability  shortly  complete  an 
arrangement  with  the  Corporation  of 
Bristol  for  the  sale  of  their  undertaking. 
Now,  he  thought  that  these  were  the 
strongest  possible  arguments  why  the 
House  should  reject  the  Bill  and  refuse 
the  powers  asked  for.  The  House 
had  been  constantly  granting  monopo- 
lies to  local  Companies  who,  when 
established,  used  them  against  the  in- 
terest and  well-being  of  the  community. 
In  this  case,  if  the  Billwere'passed,  when 
the  Company  completed  the  sale  of  their 
works  to  the  Corporation,  it  would  be 
found  that  they  had  increased  the  value 
of  their  shares  to  an  enormous  amount, 
and  the  locality  would  be  saddled  with 
the  increased  expense.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  be  careful  as  to  what  it 
did,  and  personally  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  voting  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somerset  for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  said,  that  the  House  was 
always  au.'cious  to  moat  the  wishes  o( 
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localities  upon  matters  exclusively  con- 
C3rning  themselves.  Bristol  was  one 
of  the  largest  cities  in  the  Empire, 
and  contained  more  than  250,000  in- 
habitants. It  asked,  through  its 
Kopresentatives,  two  on  that  side  of 
the  House  and  two  on  the  other,  to 
giro  this  Bill  a  proper  hearing  before 
a  Select  Committee.  Speaking  as  a 
Glouc38tershire  Member,  who  lived  in 
the  vicinity,  and  knew  that  the  want 
of  water  was  badly  felt,  he  thought  it 
would  be  scarcely  decent  to  refuse  the 
population  the  right  to  be  heard  before 
a  Select  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Somerset,  in  the  able  speech 
in  which  he  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill,  said  that  the  water  supply  in  the 
villages  from  which  the  supply  was  pro- 
posed was  at  present  an  endless  supply. 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  begged  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  What  he  had 
said  was  that  it  could  be  obtained  else- 
where 

Ma.'  WINTEEBOTHAM :  Very 
well ;  but  wherever  the  Company  pro- 
posed to  obtain  it  they  would  be  certain 
to  be  met  with  local  opposition,  and  in 
the  end  they  would  be  able  to  secure  no 
additional  water  supply  at  all.  The 
question  was,  where  was  the  water  to 
come  from?  Nobody  questioned  that 
Bristol  ought  to  have  an  additional 
water  supply,  but  the  argument  was — 
**  Do  not  take  it  from  us,  but  from  our 
neighbours."  He  thought  that  was  a 
question  which  ought  to  be  left  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  was  the  only 
competent  tribunal  to  enter  into  it.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  listen  to  the 
prayer,  not  of  those  160  children  of 
Queen  Elizabeth's  School  who  had  been 
imported  into  the  argument  for  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill,  but  to  the  prayer  of 
160,000  poor  people  who  needed  this 
water 

Sir  EICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  remarked,  that  the  whole  of  the 
600  Petitioners  who  had  signed  the 
Petition  against  the  Bill  were  constitu- 
ents of  his.  His  acquaintance  with 
them  was  probably  not  so  intimate  as 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Somerset  (Mr.  Llewellyn),  who  resided 
in  the  district,  but  he  entirely  agreed 
with  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member.  He  wished, 
however,  to  say  a  word  in  answer  to  the 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.    His 
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right  hon.  Friend  passed  over  the  tele- 
gram which  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Somerset  read  to  the  House,  and  which 
only  reached  him  that  day,  to  the  effect 
that  the  West  Gloucester  Water  Com- 

Sany  were  in  a  position  to  supply  any 
eficiency  in  the  Bristol  water  supply 
within  a  week  from  the  date  of  the 
order.  If  that  were  not  sufficient,  there 
was  then  the  other  supply  which  had 
been  pointed  out — namely,  the  water 
from  the  Severn  Tunnel.  He  thought 
it  was  clear  that  there  was  some  mis- 
apprehension in  the  matter.  They  were 
told  that  the  water  from  the  Severn 
Tunnel  was  not  suitable  to  the  wants 
of  the  district;  but  what  was  the 
evidence  of  the  City  Analyst  of  Bris- 
tol before  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  His  statement  was  that  the 
water  was  quite  good  enough  and  fit  for 
Bristol.  Nor  did  the  City  Analyst  stand 
alone.  The  officer  of  the  Board  of 
Health  also  analyzed  the  water,  and 
came  to  the  same  conclusion.  So  did 
six  other  analysts  of  distinction,  among 
them  being  Dr.  Wakleyn,  and  all 
united  in  the  opinion  that  the  water 
was  thoroughly  suitable  for  the  popu- 
lation of  Bristol.  It  was  a  misfortune 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  law  the 
Eural  Sanitary  Authority,  who  had  an 
important  interest  in  the  matter,  was 
unable  to  spend  a  single  ^d,  for  sup- 
porting or  opposing  any  scheme  of  this 
kind.  But,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  as- 
certain, all  of  them  were  distinctly 
opposed  to  this  Bill.  The  position  of 
the  matter  was  this.  There  existed  in 
Somersetshire  a  happy  smiling  valley, 
not  of  great  landowners,  but  of  small 
owners,  who  were  industriously  engaged 
in  agricultural  operations,  and  required 
a  water  supply.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  a  great  and  powerful  Com- 
pany, who  were  anxious  to  enter  the 
district  and  take  not  only  the  surface 
water,  but  whole  streams  which  would 
disappear  for  ever.  It  was  a  Company 
which  claimed  tho  right  to  obtain  7  per 
cent  upon  the  large  sum  of  money  they 
were  willing  to  expend.  If  ever  there 
was  a  case  in  which  the  House  ought 
to  interfere,  this  was  one.  He  entirely 
agreed  that,  as  a  rule.  Bills  of  this  kind 
ought  to  go  before  a  Select  Committee, 
and  that  it  required  exceptional  circum- 
stances to  justify  the  House  in  taking 
the  matter  into  its  own  hands.  He  also 
admitted  that  a  great  city  like  Bristol 
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did  reqidre  to  have  a  water  supply 
thoroughly  provided  for  it,  but  it  bad 
been  shown  that  if  the  Bill  were  re- 
jected there  were  other  means  by  which 
a  certain  and  regular  supply  could  be 
secured  for  Bristol  without  disturbing 
this  district.  The  opposition  to  the  Bill 
came  from  hundreds  of  poor  men  who 
had  subscribed  towards  the  expense 
small  sums  ranging  from  6i.  to  £1,  and 
under  all  the  circumstances  he  asked 
the  House  to  take  the  exceptional 
course  of  rejecting  the  Bill. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said  he  had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Divi- 
sion of  Northumberland  (Mr.  Fen  wick) 
with  close  attention,  and  he  thought  he 
was  not  doing  the  hon.  Member  an 
injustice  when  he  said  that  he  had  come 
to  the  consideration  of  the  question 
wholly  disembarrassed  with  any  pre- 
vious knowledge  of  the  subject.  All 
the  remarks  the  hon.  Member  had  made 
were  made  on  the  statements  he  had 
heard  in  the  course  of  the  discussion. 
One  hon.  Member  read  a  telegram  he 
had  received  that  afternoon,  and  it 
afforded  sufficient  material  to  enable  the 
hon.  Member  to  pronounce  a  judicial 
opinion  upon  the  whole  matter.  Another 
hon.  Member  said  that  this  was  a  contest 
between  two  sources  of  water  supply, 
one  of  which  had  already  been  con- 
demned by  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  last  year,  while  some  engi- 
neer considered  it  to  be  a  very  good 
source  of  supply.  Those  statements 
were  absolutely  contradictory  of  each 
other,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Wansbeck  Division  was  perfectly  ready 
to  declare  which,  in  his  judgment,  was 
right.  The  hon.  Member  had  never 
heard  a  word  before  the  debate  took 
place  about  the  merits  of  the  case,  and 
yet  he  was  ready  now  to  give  a  vote 
expressly  on  the  judgment  he  had 
formed.  If  that  was  to  be  the  temper 
in  which  the  House  was  prepared,  in 
future,  to  consider  Private  Bills,  he  con- 
fessed that  he  looked  with  terror  to  the 
future  decisions  of  the  House. 

Mb.  FENWICK  said,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  wou}.d  bear  in  mind  that 
he  had  said  the  strongest  argument 
which  could  be  used  against  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  the  proposed 
sale  of  the  Water  Company^s  interest  to 
the  Corporation  of  Bristol. 

VOL.  CCCXXIII.   [thibd  sebies.] 


Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  \iekrd  that  statement  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  also.  Here  was 
a  question  involving  a  g^eat  contradic- 
tion of  evidence.  Was  the  water  supply 
of  Bristol  ample  or  not.  That  was  one 
question.  [An  hon.  Member:  No.] 
Yes ;  the  petitioners  declared  that  it  was 
inadequate.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Somerset  said  that  it  was  ade- 
quate. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  said,  that  he 
had  quoted  the  evidence  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Company  last  year  before  a  Com- 
mittee Upstairs,  in  which  that  gentleman 
stated  that  not  only  was  the  supply 
sufficient  for  the  present,  but  that  it 
would  be  ample  for  years  to  come. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said  the  remark  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  confirmed 
his  impression ;  whoever  made  the  state- 
ment, the  allegation  was  a  question  of  fact 
on  which  there  was  contradictory  evi- 
dence. At  any  rate  it  was  desirable  that 
it  should  be  inquired  into  by  the  Autho- 
rities of  the  House,  who  would  decide 
according  to  the  merits  of  the  evidence. 
Then  again  as  to  the  supply.  Was  the 
supply  of  water  good  or  not  ?  Was  the 
House  prepared  to  follow  the  example 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck 
Division,  and  pronounce  an  opinion  upon 
that  disputed  fact.  Again,  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  taking  away  of  the  water  from  the 
valley  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Somerset  was  interested.  Would 
or  would  it  not  injure  the  valley  ?  That 
was  another  point  in  dispute  which 
could  be  examined  upstairs,  and  which 
could  not  be  properly  dealt  with  by  the 
House.  He  had  nothing  to  add  to  what 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade;  but  he  confessed  that  he  was 
much  surprised  by  one  of  the  arguments, 
which  came  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  that  this  was  a  contest  be- 
tween the  poor  and  the  rich.  That 
argument  was  afterwards  taken  up  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck 
Division.  But  was  it  a  contest  between 
the  poor  and  the  rich  ?  It  was  a  con- 
test legitimately  carried  on  between  the 
consumers  of  Bristol  and  the  persons 
who  were  interested  in  this  valley — at 
the  head  of  whom  stood  a  noble  Duke. 

Mb.  LLEWELLYN  said  the  noble 
Duke  in  question  did  not  live  within 
400  miles  of  the  place.  It  was  not  till 
four  weeks  after   the   subscription  list 
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was  started  that  the  Duke  gave  a  sub- 
scription. 

Mr.  OOUETNEY  remarked  that  the 
noble  Duke  could  not  live  everywhere, 
but  he  owned  a  farm  in  the  valley,  he 
had  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  he 
would  have  a  right  to  appear  before 
the  Committee  in  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
But    there    was    another    side    to  the 
picture.     There    were    the    poor    con- 
sumers of  water  in  Bristol  on  the  one 
side,  and  this  smiling,  happy  valley,  as 
it  had  been  described  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wells  (Sir  Eichard  Paget)  op- 
posite.    It  was  said  that  this  was  a  rich 
Company,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
they  proposed  to  make  7  per  cent,  on  all 
the  capital  they  expendea.     It  was  per- 
fectly true  that  the  Bill  gave  a  maximum 
of  7  per  cent,  on  the  capital ;  but  hon. 
Members  knew  that  a  Bill  was  passed 
last  Session  to  provide  that  all  new  capi- 
tal to  be  supplied  in  this  way  should  be 
sold  by  auction,   so   that  the  interest 
actually  realized  on  the  capital  expended 
should  be  the  current  interest  in  the 
market.     The  price  at  which  it  was  sold 
would  bo  regulated  by  the  commercial 
value    of  the    Stock.      Therefore,   the 
whole  of  the  hon.  Member's  argument 
on  that  point  fell  to  the  ground.     The 
real  interest  was  the  interest  of  the  con- 
sumers of  the  water,  and   that  was  a 
question    which    could    only  be    dealt 
with    by  a  Committee  Upstairs.     He, 
therefore,  earnestly  implored  the  House 
not  to  depart  from  the  well  understood 
practice ;  but  to  send  the  Bill  Upstairs 
tu  be  considered  by  a  Select  Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  148  ;  Noes 
130:  Majority  18.— (Div.  List,  No.  28.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

Q  UESTIONS  . 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON   DEPARTMENT— 
THE   HONITON    LACE    INDUSTRY. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 
Honiton)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
If  he  will  print  as  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  the  Eeport  of  Mr.  Alan  Cole,  sent 
as  a  Commissioner  from  the  South  Ken- 
sington Department  to  Devonshire,  to 
inquire  into  the  present  condition  of  the 
Honiton  lace  industry  ? 


The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
If  my  hon.  Friend  will  move  for  it  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table 
and  print  all  that  part  of  Mr.  Alan 
Cole's  Eeport  on  the  Honiton  Ijace 
Industry  which  has  a  general  interest, 
but  omitting  the  names  of  individuals, 
and  other  matters  of  a  personal  or 
incidental  character. 

WAR  OFFICE— COLONEL  BOBTON. 
ADJUTANT  OF  THE  HON.  ARTILLERY 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras.  E. 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  some  of  the 
officers  of  the  Honourable  Artillery 
Company  recently  presented  an  Address 
or  Memorial  to  His  Grace  the  Duke  of 
Portland,  the  Lieutenant  Colonel  of  the 
regiment,  expressing  confidence  in 
Colonel  Borton,  the  Adjutant;  whether 
Colonel  Borton  himself  accompanied 
these  officers  when  they  presented  such 
Address  or  Memorial ;  and,  whether 
such  a  proceeding  established  a  breach 
of  the  Queen's  Begulations,  section  6, 
sub-section  7,  which,  amongst  other 
things,  provides  that— 

<<  Every  officer  will  therefore  be  held  respoD« 
sible  who  shall  allow  himself  to  be  complimented 
by  officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  or 
soldiers,  who  are  serving,  or  who  have  served, 
under  his  command,  by  means  of  presents  of 
plate,  swords,  &c,  or  by  any  collective  expres- 
sion of  their  opinion.  Commanding  officers 
should  also  prohibit  the  practice  of  raising  sub- 
scriptions  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  testi- 
monials in  any  shape  to  superiors  on  quitting 
the  Service,  or  on  being  removed  from  their 
Corps." 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Section  6  of  the  Queen's  Begulations 
does  not  apply  to  the  Honourable  Artil- 
lery Company.  They  are  specially  ex- 
empted by  a  clause  in  the  Volunteer 
Act  of  1863  from  the  operations  of  that 
Act. 

THE      MAGISTRACY     (IRELAND)— 

COLONEL      TURNER— WARNINGS      TO 

THE    PRIESTS   OF  CLARE    CO. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Colonel  Turner,  the  Divisional  Magis- 
trate for  the  County  Clare,  has  sent 
police  to  a  number  of  priests  in  that 
county  to  warn  them  that  proceedings 
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would  be  taken  against  them  if  meetings 

were  held  in  future  in  their  parishes ; 

whether,  in  one  instance  at  least,  the 

sergeant  of  police  stated  to  the  priest, 

that    Oolonel    Turner    wished    him  to 

say— 

*'  That  if  he  (the  priest)  continued  to  hold 
meetings,  a  police  hut  with  an  extra  force  would 
bo  placed  in  the  parish,  and  the  district  charged 
with  the  cost  of  maintaining  them ;  " 

whether  he  added  that  the  same  punish- 
ment would  be  inflicted  if  reports  of 
meetings  were  sent  to  United  Ireland; 
and,  whether  it  is  a  fact,  that  there  has 
not  been  an  outrage  committed  in  the 
parish  since  1883? 

Mb.  OOX  (Clare,  E.) :  Before  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
answers  that  Question,  I  beg  leave  to 
ask,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  an  extra 
force  of  four  police  was  stationed  at  Six- 
mile  Bridge  since  the  2nd  instant ;  and 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  only  reason 
for  sending  them  there  was  that  a  pub- 
lic meeting,  at  which  the  police  were 
present  and  took  notes,  was  held  at  Six- 
mile  Bridge  on  the  9th  of  February  to 
listen  to  an  address  from  Mr.  Snelling, 
an  English  delegate  working-man ;  and 
whether  any  prosecutions  or  disturbance 
whatever  have  arisen,  or  taken  place,  in 
consequence  of  the  holding  of  that  meet- 
ing ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  place  an  extra  police 
tax  on  every  district  where  English 
sympathisers  with  Ireland  denounce  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government. 

Mb.  SPEAKBE  :  That  appears  to  be 
a  Question  that  does  not  arise  from  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  nor  is  it  possible 
to  answer  that  Question  without  No- 
tice. 

Mb.  cox  :  Perhaps  this  concluding 
sentence  may  be  in  Order,  and  perhaps 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
may  be  able  to  answer  the  Question  of 
his  own  knowledge — whether  Oolonel 
Turner  said  in  presence  of  Mr.  Oecil 
Boohe,  E.M.,  to  a  priest  at  Sixmile 
Bridge  on  the  20th  February,  that  he 
was  ready  to  testify,  whenever  called  on 
to  do  so,  that  the  parish  of  Sixmile 
Bridge  was  perfectly  peaceful  and  free 
from  crime  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet),  (who  replied) : 
said,  I  am  afraid  that,  without  Notice, 
I  cannot  reply  as  to  what  Colonel  Turner 
testified  to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  and  I  would 


ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  Notice 
of  the  Question.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  referred  to  replies  to  the  first 
paragraph  in  the  negative.  He  states 
it  is  the  case  that  in  some  instances  ho 
informed  the  priests,  through  the  police, 
that  if  illegal  meetings  were  held  in 
their  parishes,  he  would  be  obliged  to 
station  extra  police  there  in  order  to 
prevent  the  law  from  being  defied,  the 
cost  of  which  would  fall  on  the  people. 
With  reference  to  paragraph  3,  what  he 
conveyed  was  that  in  the  event  of 
reports  appearing  in  the  newspaper 
named,  or  other  newspapers,  of  the 
holding  of  such  illegal  meetings  he 
should  be  forced  to  conclude  the  reports 
to  be  true,  and  be  compelled  to  act  ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Am  I  to 
understand  that  Colonel  Turner,  as  a 
Divisional  Magistrate,  will  accept  a 
report  in  United  Ireland  as  a  proof  that 
a  meeting  has  taken  place,  while  his 
master  and  superior  refuses  to  accept  a 
report  in  United  Ireland  as  any  proof  ? 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemen  for  an  answer  to  that  Ques- 
tion, for  it  is  very  important  to  the 
parishes  in  Clare.  Is  Colonel  Turner 
going  to  take  reports  in  United  Ireland 
as  proof  that  an  illegal  meeting  has 
taken  place,  while  the  Chief  Secretary 
stated  that  he  regarded  reports  in 
United  Ireland  as  no  proof  at  all? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  Cer- 
tainly  a  report  in  United  Ireland  is  not 
a  legal  proof,  but  it  is  sufficient,  in  my 
information,  to  justify  a  magistrate  in 
making  inquiries ;  and,  in  the  event  of 
his  inquiries  proving  the  report  to  be 
correct,  to  take  such  action  as  he  may 
think  necessary. 

Mr.  DILLON :  That  is  not  what  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  stated 
before.  [*'  Order,  order !  "]  I  am  en- 
titled to  nave  an  answer.  I  want  to 
know  is  it  a  fact  that  Colonel  Turner 
stated  to  this  priest  that,  without  saying 
anything  about  making  inquiries  first, 
he  would  quarter  extra  police  upon  this 
parish  if  reports  appeared  in  United 
Ireland  that  meetings  had  been  held. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  did 
not  state  that  Colonel  Turner  stated  he 
would  do  that  without  making  further 
inquiries. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has 
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not  answered  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question  at  all. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  As  the 
parish  is  not  mentioned,  and  as  there  are 
a  great  many  different  parishes  in  that 
county,  it  would  be  rather  difficult  to 
answer  it. 

Mr.  cox  :  I  wish  to  ask,  whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  a  sergeant  of  police  called 
on  Father  M*Inerney,  of  Feackle,  and 
said  to  him — 

'  **  I  have  an  order  from  Colonel  Tamer  to 
call  upon  you,  as  the  parish  priest,  and  to  tell 
you  that  if  any  meeting  of  the  National  League 
be  held  in  the  parish  in  future,  or  if  the  pro- 
ceedings of  such  meetings  bo  published  in 
the  newspapers,  extra  police  will  be  sent  into 
the  parish  to  bo  maintained  at  the  expense  of 
the  district!" 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  :  I  have 
given  Colonel  Turner's  Eeport,  and  I 
have  no  other  information. 

THE  RIVER  THAMES-SANITARY  CON- 
DITION—THE NEW  HOTEL  NEAR 
WEYBRIDGE. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  IJxbridge)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
an  hotel  is  now  being  built  on  the  eyot 
near  Weybridge  Ferry;  whether  the 
plans  for  this  hotel,  originally  submitted 
to  the  Chertsey  Eural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity, were  disapproved  because  they 
showed  no  arrangement  for  dealing  with 
the  sewage ;  whether  the  amended  plans 
showed  earth  closets,  with  the  explana- 
tion that  all  liquid  sewage  would  be 
distributed  on  the  osier  bed,  and,  of 
course,  eventually  find  it  way  into  the 
Kiver ;  whether  this  eyot  has  frequently 
been  under  water  during  the  winter,  and 
whether  the  Thames  Conservancy  have, 
either  themselves  or  through  their  con- 
tractors for  the  new  weir  at  Shepperton, 
supplied  gravel  and  sand  to  endeavour 
to  raise  the  site  above  the  flood  level ; 
whether  the  intake  of  the  Walton 
Waterworks  Company  is  only  about 
1,000  yards  below  the  eyot ;  whether 
the  Chertsey  Eural  Authority  made 
representations  to  the  Thames  Conser- 
vators as  to  the  pollution  of  the  River 
which  must  necessarily  ensue,  and  only 
received  the  reply  that  every  precaution 
would  be  taken  to  endeavour  to  prevent 
the  sewage  reaching  the  stream;  whe- 
ther the  Chertsey  Authority  forwarded 
the  plans  of  the  hotel  to  the  Local  Go- 
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vernment  Board,  who  returned  them  as 
unable  to  assist  the  Authority  in  dealing 
with  the  matter;  whether  the  Conser- 
vators have  recently  prosecuted  the  same 
Chertsey  Authority  for  alleged  pollution 
of  the  River  by  a  small  drain  falling 
into  a  brook  nearly  two  miles  from  the 
River,  and  recovered  £50  penalty ;  and, 
whether  he  is  able  to  take  any,  and,  if 
so,  what  steps  to  prevent  the  Conserva- 
tors thus  permitting  the  pollution'of  the 
River  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  An 
hotel  is  being  built  on  the  eyot  near 
Weybridge  Ferry.  According  to  the 
description  which  accompanied  the  plans 
submitted  to  the  Sanitary  Authority  in 
January  last,  all  the  closets  are  to  be  on 
the  earth  system  and  slop  water  is  to  be 
disposed  of  in  the  kitchen  garden,  which, 
it  is  stated,  will  exceed  half-an-acre  in 
extent.  I  am  informed  by  the  Thames 
Conservators  that,  on  the  occasion  of 
high  floods,  the  eyot  is  under  water  in 
the  winter  months.  The  owner  is  camp 
shedding  and  repairing  it,  and  they  have 
sold  to  him  material  raised  by  the 
dredges  which  has  been  used  for  this 
purpose.  The  statements  in  the  Ques- 
tion as  to  the  communications  which 
have  passed  between  the  Chertsey 
Sanitary  Authority,  the  Thames  Con- 
servators, and  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  as  to  the  prosecution  of  the 
Chertsey  Sanitary  Authority  for  pollu- 
tion of  the  river  are,  I  believe,  correct. 
I  have  not  precise  information  as  to  the 
distance  of  the  intake  of  the  Water 
Company  from  the  eyot ;  but  it  is  at  no 
great  distance.  The  Local  Government 
Board  have  themselves  no  power  in  this 
matter.  They  have,  however,  received 
a  communication  from  the  Thames  Con- 
servators, in  which  they  state  that — 

''  The  Conservators  have  no  jurisdiction  over 
the  eyot,  or  over  buildings  erected  on  it.  They 
have  powers  under  their  Acts  of  Parliament  to 
prevent  the  pollution  of  the  River ;  but  until  pol- 
lution actually  takes  place  they  have  no  grounds 
of  action.  They  have  instructed  their  officers  to 
take  the  greatest  precaution  to  detect  the  pass- 
age of  sewage,  or  other  offensive  or  injurious 
matter,  into  the  River  from  the  eyot  in  ques- 
tion ;  and  if  pollution  takes  place  the  Conser- 
vators will  enforce  the  provisions  of  the 
Thames  Acts.*' 

The  Conservators  add  that  buildings  are 
already  in  existence  on  several  of  the 
Islands  of  the  Thames, 
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SCOTLAND-TRE  INDUSTRIAL  AND 
KEFORMATORY  SCHOOLS  DILL. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  bis  promised  fiill 
dealing  with  Industrial  ana  Beformatoiy 
SchooUwill  apply  to  Scotland  ;  and,  whe- 
therproviaion  will  be  made  in  it  for  trans- 
ferring the  administration  of  Bcbaois  of 
that  kind  in  Soolland  to  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  in  reply, 
said,  the  Bill  would  apply  to  Scotland. 
Industrial  and  reformatory  schools  were 
expressly  exolnded  from  the  operation  of 
the  Act  of  last  Session,  which  trans- 
ferred certain  powers  and  duties  to  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  It  would  be 
matter  for  consideration  whether  an  ar- 
rangement so  recently  made  by  Parlia- 
ment should  be  departed  from. 

Mb.  MtJNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked,  when  the  Bill  would  be  in- 
troduced ? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  replied  that  he  waa 
unable  to  aay. 

Mk.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fifeshire, 
W.)  inquired,  whether  industrial  schools 
and  reformatories  were  excluded  from 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  last  Session 
on  the  ground  that  legislation  was  con- 
templated on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  he  was  not 
able  either  to  affirm  or  deny  that. 

Mr.  PRESTON  BRUCE  said,  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  inquired  he  would 
find  that  that  waa  bo. 

CRIMINAL      LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 

(IRELAND)    ACT,    1887-BOYCOrriNa 

IN  FERMANAOn. 

Mk.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanash.  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention baa  been  called  to  the  following 
letter,  appearing  in  Tht  Fgrmaaagh  Im- 
partiai  Reporttr  of  9th  February,  from 
Mr.  Qeorge  Ritchie,  of  Shanroe,  in 
which  he  laye  ; — 

*'  M;  memburtliip  in  Shanroo  L.O.L.  baa 
beon  15  yean  in  good  staDdiDt;  ;  during  this 
tiiDQ  I  wiui  reccired  asa  member  with  caurtcBy 
and  reipect.  Lately  I  had  Bome  trouble  with  a 
nephew,  in  referaDce  to  a  will  ca«e  :  then  the 
membera  of  the  abors  Lodge  thonght  well  to 

■" ■■  —  -   "-1  majority  of  them  talcing  J"  "' 

[    injustice   on  the  aide   of 
is  also  a  member.     They  «ei 
message  to  the  sbapkM^r  whera  I  purchased 
my  ptovisiona,  telling  hun  not  to  sell  to  mo,  for 


If  he  did  he  woold  lose  trade  by  it.    Not  only 

this  did  they  accomplish,  but  as  individuals  they 
brought  a  pover  to  btat  on  butchers  in  the 
neighbourhood,  so  that  it  cost  me  Hre  times  the 
ordinary  price  to  have  my  pijts  killed.  The 
noit  thing  was  they  Boycotted  the  sale  of  my 
flai,  in  Biich  n  way  that  I  had  lo  pay  a  Na- 
tionalist to  sell  it  in  diagiiiwi.  Th«Bc  iUuBiretioot 
only  convey  an  idea  of  the  many  petty  waj-s  X 
havo  bccD  annoyed  at  their  hands,  causing  me 
coniiderable  trouble  and  inconvenience  ;  " 

whether  this  case  of  Boycotting  will  be 
dealt  with  under  the  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act ;  and,  whether 
it  has  been  included  in  the  list  of  cases 
lately  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habmaji) 
[Kent,  Ible  of  Thanetl  (who  replied) 
said:  Mr.  Qeorge  Ritchie  states  that  the 
letter  in  question  is  a  forgery,  and  that 
the  allegations  contained  therein  are 
untrue.  I  understand  that  a  letterfrom 
him  to  that  effect  will  appear  in  the  next 
issue  of  the  paper. 


Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  observa- 
tions of  Major  D'Arcy,  J.F.,  at  the 
Irrinestown  Petty  Sessions,  on  8th 
February,  1888,  when  that  gentleman 
declared  that — 

"Ho  would  know  how  to  deal  with  members 
of  the  National  League  if  they  were  broogbt 
before  him,  even  if  there  never  was  s  CoercioiL 

Act  in  force  \ " 

and,  whether  be  will  call  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  matter  ? 

TiiE  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kraa-HABMAM) 
(Kent,  late  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  hardly  think  the  observationa 
attributed  to  Major  D'Arcy  as  a  magis- 
trate are  of  so  serious  importance  as  to 
requiro  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  be  called  to  them. 

Ms.  W.  REDMOND:  Arising  out  of 
that  answer,  may  I  ask  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  Major  D'Arcy  made  an  appli- 
cation to  the  magistrates  of  that  district 
to  recommend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
suppress  the  National  League  in  the 
locality  ;  and  whether,  upon  the  magis- 
trates refusing  because  of  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  district  to  make  saob  a 
recommendation,  Major  D'Arcy,  speak- 
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"  I  Bhnll  know  bow  to  treat  tliQse  gentlemen 
wlieii  they  nro  breugTit  Ijcfore  uiG,  whether 
there  la  a  Coeroion  Act  or  not :" 
and  doos  the  rigbt  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  tliiuk  tbat  that  is  language 
likely  to  inspire  the  people  with  respect 
for  the  impartiality  of  the  Bench  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  :  The  hon. 
Oentleman  gave  no  Notice  as  to  this 
supple mentarj  Question.  If  any  per- 
son feels  himself  so  aggrieved  by  this 
language,  he  is  at  liberty  to  appeal  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND;  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman, 
whether  it  is  not  the  invariable  practice 
in  cases  like  this  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's attention  is  directed  to  epeechi 
of  this  kind  by  the  government ;  and 
whether,  considering  what  the  Oovern- 
ment  baa  already  done  in  certain  cases, 
he  is  not  now  leaving  the  duty  of  the 
Qoremment  to  be  performed  by  private 
individuals;  also,  whether  he  is  not 
aware  that  unless  notice  is  taken  by  the 
Government  of  this  threat,  the  Na- 
tionalists of  the  district  will  be  very 
much  inclined  to  get  the  idea  into  their 
heads  that  Major  D'Arcy  intends  to  find 
them  guilty,  no  matter  what  they  are 
brought  before  him  for  ? 

OoLosEL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  have 
a  much  higher  respect  for  the  common 
sense  of  the  Nationalists  than  to  think 
that. 

Mk.  W.  REDMOND :  I  expected  no 
better  answer. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION -APPEALS 
IN  COUNTY  MONAOIIAN. 
MB.P.O'BEIEN(Monaghan,N,)asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  cau  give 
the  total  number  of  appeals  entered  by 
landlords  in  the  County  of  Monaghan, 
against  the  recent  decisions  fixing  a  fair 
rent  of  the  Land  Sub -Com  mission,  and 
which  are  now  listed  for  hearing,  with 
the  number  in  the  case  of  each  landlord, 
and  the  place  and  date  for  hearing  such 
appeals ;  whether  it  is  true  that  Dublin 
has  been  fixed  upon  by  the  Head  Com- 
missioner as  the  place  for  hearing  ap- 
peals from  the  Oarrickmacross  Union ; 
whether  Mr.  Horatio  Shirley,  a  landlord 
in  that  union,  has  lodged  over  100  such 
appeals ;  and,  whether  arrangements 
can  be  made  to  have  these  appeals  heard 
M-.  W.JUdmoHd 


within  the  County  Monaghan,  and  spare 
the  tenents  the  inconvenienos  and  ex- 
pense of  hearing  in  Dublin  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KingHarman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  the  total  of  the  number  of 
appeals  entered  by  landlords  in  the 
County  Monaghau,  and  remaining  to  be 
disposed  of,  is  403  ;  but  they  are  unable 
to  state  the  number  in  the  case  of  each 
landlord,  the  Notice  of  the  Question 
being  insufBoient  for  the  purpose.  It  is 
the  case  that  the  appeals  on  the  Shirley 
Estate  are  over  100  in  number.  The 
place  and  date  for  hearing  any  of  the 
appeals  in  question  have  not  as  yet 
been  determined  by  the  Commissioners. 
They  have  already  been  applied  to  by 
the  parties  residing  at  Carrickmacross 
to  have  the  cases  heard  in  a  more  con- 
venient place  than  Dublin ;  and  they 
replied  to  the  effect  tbat  they  will  do 
what  they  can  to  meet  the  general  con- 
venience. 


Sir  JOSE  PH  M  'KENNA  (Monaghan, 
8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  ia 
aware  that  great  anxiety  exists  in  South 
Monaghan  to  have  the  arrear  ia  the 
hearing  of  cases  to  fix  fair  rents  disposed 
of  speedily  ;  and,  whether,  if  it  be  re- 
quisite, be  will  have  on  additional 
Assistant  Land  Commissioner,  or  more 
than  one,  appointed,  as  the  number  of 
applications  to  be  disposed  of  exceeds 
1,000? 

Tub  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habha») 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Government  are  at  present 
in  communication  with  the  Laud  Oom- 
miseioners  with  regard  to  the  steps  to  be 
taken  to  expedite  the  hearing  of  oaeea 
'-  this  district. 


Mb.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  aaked 
the  Postmaster  General,  When  he  pro- 

poEes  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Regulations  for  increasing 
the  facilities  for  the  purchase  of  Consols 
in  small  sums  through  the  Post  Office  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  issue  a  Ciiculac 
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from   house  to  house  throughout  the  prepared  to  re-consider  their  decision 

country,  as  was  done  by  Mr.  Fawcett  before  that  period. 

on  a  similar  occasion,  setting  forth  in  a 

popular  manner  the  increased  facilities  WAR  OFFICE  (SMALL  ARMS)— ENFIELD- 

for  the  sale  of  Consols  in  small  sums  MARTINI  TRIAL  RIFLE. 

through  the  Post  Office,  and  the  new  n.^^..^, QUTTrrvxT/n      i.  -a      xxt* 

■Rnrriiiofi/.^  «ri,«*^k«  ^\^J  ^^^i^,.,^  A^  Oaptain  SEL vV  YN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 

Jtceguiation  wnereby  the  maximum  de-    -».. u\    -i    i  lu    a       a         £  oi  \    j> 

««„;♦  ;«  4.u^  "D^-4.  CkOi  ^  a     •        t>     i     r  beach)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

posit  in  the  Post  Omoe  Savings  Bank  of  xir      wu  «.u     i.u    x.^  c  ^/\r    .-  -a 

^'la   o  ««o*  ia  /i^«^  ««,««  Ji^v  i^  ^v.^  War,  Whether  the  Lnfield-Martini  rifles 

JboU  a-year  is  done  away  with  m  the  _                 r    *      j  ^      -li                       « 

case  of  depositors  investing  their  savings  ^7  manufactured  for  the  purpose  of 

in  Consols  through  the  Post  Office  ?  ^"^^ '  ^^^»  'l  ^^  ^*°  «*^^t  *^^  .""T^^' 

The  POSTMASTER GENERAL(Mr.  ^^^^^/^^  the  approximate  cost  of  the 

Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The  manufacture  and  experiments  connected 

less  they  will,  in  the  course  of  a  few  fnnoT  /  m^m'''^  •    -^^  Homcastle): 

days,  be  placed  upon  the  Table  of  the  ^^T.  Infield-Martini  rifles  were  made 

House      When  thev  have  received  the  *^^  "®*^®^  ^^^  *"*^'    ^^^  approximate 

sanction  of  Parliament  I  shall  spare  no  ^^^  P^' ."^^^J^  ^^  U.  Id.,  and  of  the 

pains  to  make   the  extra  facilities  for  ammunition  £4  /  5. 

the  purchase  and  sale  of  Government  i^jsH  LAND  COMMISSION-CO.  DOWN 

Stock,  through  the  medium  of  the  Post  SUB- COMMISSION 
Office  Savings  Bank,  as  widely  known 

as  possible.  Mr.   DILLON   (Mayo,   E.)  (for  Mr. 

M'Cabtan)  (Down,  S.)  asked  the  Chief 

PRISONS    (IRELAND)— REDUCTION  OF  Secretary  to   the    Lord    Lieutenant  of 

A  PRISON  WARDER  AT  TULLAMORE.  Ireland,  Whether,  considering  the  large 

Mr.  BEADLA.nGH  (Northampton)  number  of  originating  notices  to  fix  fair 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  rents  served  on  the  Land  Commission 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  a  prison  by  farmers  residing  near  Castlewellan, 
warder  at  Tullamore,  named  Oulahan,  in  the  Unions  of  Kilkeel,  Banbridge, 
has  been  reduced  in  rank,  thereby  and  Downpatrick,  and  also  by  farmers 
suffering  a  loss  of  £10  a-year  in  salary,  residing  near  Eathfurland,  in  the  Unions 
and  has  been  transferred  to  a  distant  of  Newry,  Kilkeel,  and  Banbridge,  there 
prison  at  his  own  expense,  because  some  will  be  sittings  of  the  County  Down 
candles  were  lighted  in  a  window  of  his  Sub-Commission  held  at  Castlewellan 
residence  on  the  night  of  Mr.  William  and  Eathfurland  for  the  accommodation 
O'Brien's  release ;  whether  this  was  of  the  farmers  living  near  these  towns ; 
stated  by  Oulahan  to  have  been  the  act  whether  he  can  now  state  at  what  time 
of  his  wife,  and  whether  he  was  on  duty  sittings  of  a  Sub -Commission  will  be 
in  the  prison  at  the  time  and  until  10  held  at  Newtownards  and  Downpatrick 
o'clock  that  night ;  and,  whether,  in  respectively  to  fix  fair  rents  on  the 
view  of  these  circumstances,  and  the  estates  of  the  Marquess  of  Downshire, 
severe  consequences  with  which  the  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry,  and 
Prisons  Board  have  visited  this  warder,  Colonel  Forde ;  and,  if  he  can  give  the 
he  will  request  them  to  re-consider  their  names  of  the  gentlemen  who  will  con- 
decision  in  the  case  ?  stitute  this  Sub-Commission  ?    The  hon. 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE  Gentleman  added :  I  wish  also  to  ask 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  KiKa-HARiCAN)  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  a  fact  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  re- 
said  :  The  facts  are  substantially  as  cently  issued  a  Circular  to  his  tenants, 
stated  in  the  Question.  The  reduction  urging  them  to  buy  their  farms  at  20 
of  salary,  however,  was  only  £7  a-year.  years'  purchase  on  the  old  rents ;  and, 
The    General    Prisons    Board,   having  ,  whether,  this  being  a  fact,  he  will  not 


fully  considered  the  case,  found  that 
they  could  not  divest  the  warder  of  re- 
sponsibility for  the  matter.  He  has 
been  informed  that  if  he  is  well  con- 
ducted he  may  apply  after  six  months 
for  re-instatement.     They  will  not  be 


expedite  the  sitting  of  the  Sub- Commis- 
sion, in  order  that  these  tenants  may 
have  judicial  rents  fixed  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 


867 


Imib  and 


]  COMMONS} 


Juttiot  (Ireland). 


said :  I  am  not  aware  of  any  Circular 
having  been  recently  issued  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  on  tho  lines  indicated  by  the 
hon.  Oentleman.  The  Land  Commis- 
ionets  inform  me  tbat  a  Sub-Commis- 
sion will  commenoe  its  sitting  for  County 
Down  at  Baubridge  on  the  4tli  of  April 
for  cases  io  tbs  Poor  Law  Uaions  of 
Banbridge  and  Down  pat  rick,  and  will 
eit  to  hear  casea  in  Castlewellan  during 
that  month.  The  Sub- Com  mission  will 
also  sit  in  Ratbfurland,  if  it  is  found  to 
be  more  conTeniont  for  the  parties  having 
cases  in  Court  when  the  list  for  tbat  dis- 
trict is  issued.  There  will  be  a  sitting 
for  the  Poor  Law  Union  of  New  townards 
in  May  next.  Some  cases  on  the  estates 
of  the  Marquess  of  Downsbire  and 
Colonel  Forde  will  appear  on  the  April 
list ;  but  none  on  tbe  estate  of  the 
Marquees  of  Londonderry.  As  already 
stated,  tbe  Assistant  Oommissioners  will 
be  Messrs.  Greer,  Guiry,  Johnston,  Mow- 
bray, and  O'Collaghan, 

lAISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR  RENT 
APPLICATIONS  IN  CO.  DOWN. 

Mr.  OAEEW  (Kildare,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  of  tbe 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  sitting  of  a 
Sub -Commission  to  bear  the  fair  rent 
applications  served  before  November 
last  in  respect  of  holdings  in  the  Unions 
of  Naas,  Athy,  and  Baltinglase;  whe- 
ther, considering  that  tbe  tenants  who 
served  notices  to  fix  fair  rents  before 
the  gale  day  next  after  the  passing  of 
"Tbe  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887," 
are  entitled  to  tbe  reduction  on  tho  ba1f> 
year's  rent  due  on  that  galo  day.  and 
are,  notwithstanding,  compellable  to  pay 
tbe  old  rent  pending  tbe  decision  of  the 
8ab -Commission,  he  will  take  steps  to 
have  the  applications  from  these  Unions 
board  without  delay;  and,  whether  he 
can  state  on  what  date,  and  in  what 
town,  the  next  sitting  of  a  Sub-  Commis- 
Bton  will  be  held  for  theso  Unions  ? 

The  PAKLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SEOEETAItY  (Colonel  Kimo-Haruam) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied] 
said :  Tbe  Laud  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  a  Sub -Commission  sat  to  hear 
cases  in  the  Unions  referred  to  in  the 
month  of  November  last,  and  that  there 
has  been  no  unusual  delay  in  fixing 
another  sitting.  There  will  probably 
be  a  sitting  held  in  County  ^dare  in 
June  next ;  but  tho  Commissioners  do 
Colonel  Eing-Harman 


not  appear  to  have  as  yet  decided  upon 
the  place. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COU- 
MISSION  FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  DUBLIN, 

Mh.  CLANOy  {Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Land  Sab- 
Commission  for  tbe  County  of  Dublin 
will  resume  its  work  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABT  UNDER 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kisa-HARMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  are  at 
present  unable  to  say  when  the  Sab- 
Commission  will  resume  its  sitting  in  the 
County  Dublin,  Tbe  Sub -Commission 
sat  there  in  December  last.  They  are, 
of  course,  obliged,  in  fixing  the  sittings 
of  Sub- Com  missions,  to  have  regard  to 
the  claims  of  tbe  several  counties ;  and, 
at  the  present  time,  the  applications 
awaiting  a  bearing  in  the  county  in 
question  are  lose  than  in  other  places. 

METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WORKS— 
THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  OSBOENEMOBGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)(for  Mr.  Kbsyon)  (Denbigh, 
&o.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  When  tbe  Boy al  Com- 
mission moved  for  by  tbe  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Bandolpb  Churchill)  will  be  appointed ; 
and,  whether  tho  terms  of  Beference 
will  be  such  as  to  include  the  method  of 
dealing  with  tbe  sewage  of  the  Metro- 
polis at  present  adopted  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  and  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Boyal  Commission, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Bramwell,  which 
reported  in  1884? 

The  SECBETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Tbe 
appointment  of  this  Boyal  Commission 
is  now  under  consideration.  The  method 
of  dealing  with  the  sewage  of  the 
Metropolis  appears  to  me  to  be  outside 
tbe  scope  of  the  inquiry,  which  would, 
however,  embrace  any  alleged  irregu- 
larities in  the  financial  transactions 
connected  with  the  works  which  have 
been  undertaken  by  the  Board. 

LAW    AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— IN- 
aUEST  ON  AN  INFANT  CHILD-MIS- 
CONDUCT OF  A  CORONER. 
Captain  M'CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 

asked  the  Chief  Sectetary  to  the  Jjord 
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Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  proceediDgs 
in  the  Court  of  Queen' s|Bench  (Ireland) 
on  Saturday  last,  relative  to  an  inquest 
held  last  August  on  the  body  of  an  infant 
child  of  a  woman  named  Ellen  Gaffney, 
who  together  with  her  husband  were 
Boycotted  through  being  '4and-grab- 
bers,"  the  death  of  the  child  being 
brought  about  by  the  inability  of  the 
poor  woman  to  nurse  it  through  being 
unable  herself  to  procure  nourishment ; 
whether  the  Coroner  at  the  inquest  in 
question  was  advised  and  supported  by 
leading  members  of  the  local  branch  of 
the  National  League;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Coroner  having  handed 
over  the  depositions,  taken  on  the  first 
day  of  the  inquest,  to  the  Eev.  Mr. 
Bergin,  P.P.,  who  lost  them,  the  Coroner 
proceeded  at  the  adjourned  inquest  to 
read  to  the  jury  depositions  of  his  own 
manufacture  purporting  to  be  the 
originals,  and  that  his  conduct  was 
characterized  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
as  ''  a  misprision  of  his  office  and  gross 
misconduct ;"  whether,  although  it  might 
have  been  open  to  the  Coroner  and  jury 
to  return  this  poor  woman  for  trial  on 
the  charge  of  manslaughter,  she  was 
committed  for  trial  on  the  charge  of  wilful 
murder,  and  remained  in  gaol  under 
that  charge  for  four  months,  the  verdict 
to  this  effect  having  been  drafted  by  a 
Mr.  White,  who  had  no  right  whatever 
to  interfere ;  whether  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  stated  in  connection  with  the 
whole  case  that  '4t  was  impossible  to 
conceive  such  misconduct "  as  that  of  the 
Coroner ;  whether  all  the  members  of  the 
Court  were  clear  that  the  inquisition 
should  be  quashed;  and,  whether  any 
steps  can,  or  will,  be  taken  with  the 
view  of  relieving  the  Coroner  from  the 
duties  of  his  office  ? 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  woman 
Ellen  GafiPney  was  not  a  married  woman  ; 
that  the  child  was  an  illegitimate  child ; 
and,  whether  there  is  information  in  the 
hands  of  the  police  affording  grounds  for 
believing  that  the  child  was  deliberately 
starved  to  death  in  order  to  get  rid  of 
the  evidence  of  the  illegitimacy  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KingHabman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  cannot  say  whether  the  woman 
is  married  or  not.  Gaffney  is  spoken  of 
as  her  husband,  and  I  presume  that  he 


is  so.  The  evidence,  so  far  as  I  have 
seen  it,  goes  to  prove  that  the  child  died 
in  consequence  of  the  mother  being  un- 
able to  procure  the  necessaries  of  life. 
With  regard  to  the  remainder  of  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  the  facts  appear, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  to  be  substantially  as  stated  in 
the  Question.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  the  whole  case  under 
consideration  as  to  the  course  he  will 
direct. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say 
that  Gaffney  is  the  woman's  husband? 

CoLONKL  KING-HARMAN:  I  did 
not  say  so.  What  I  understand  is  that 
the  woman  was  married  to  a  soldier  who 
has  been  absent  for  many  years,  and 
whether  there  is  any  proof  as  to  his 
death  I  cannot  say. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
righthon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  having 
stated  that  he  read  the  evidence,  will  bo 
able  to  affirm  or  deny  that  the  woman 
admitted  that  she  was  not  married  to 
this  man  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  fact  that  she  was 
married  or  not  would  be  any  justifica- 
tion for  the  treatment  of  the  child  ? 

[No  reply.] 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— CAP- 
TAIN  STOKES,  DIVISIONAL  RESI- 
DENT MAGISTRATE  FOR  CORK. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  B.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Captain  Stokes 
acted  as  Divisional  Resident  Magistrate 
for  Cork  in  place  of  Captain  Flunkett, 
during  the  six  weeks'  vacation  allowed 
the  latter  in  the  past  year;  whether 
during  that  period  police  evidence  for 
the  prosecution  of  Alderman  Hooper 
was  collected  under  his  supervision ; 
whether  Captain  Stokes  was  one  of  the 
two  Resident  Magistrates  who  subse- 
quently tried  Alderman  Hooper ;  whe- 
ther the  same  Captain  Stokes  adjudi- 
cated at  the  trial  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  at  Mitchelstown ;  and  subse- 
quently, acting  Divisional  Resident 
Magistrate  at  the  trial  of  Mr.  William 
O'Brien's  appeal  in  the  same  case  at 
Midleton,  jumped  on  the  table  of  the 
Court-house,  wearing  his  hat,  and  with 
a  stick  in  his  hand,  ordered  Mr. 
O'Brien's  arrest  before  the  warrant  for 
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his  committal  bad  been  made  out,  though 
the  County  Court  Judge  had  stated  Mr. 
O'Brien  might  leave;  and,  for  what 
reason  was  he  promoted  to  the  posi- 
tion of  temporary  Divisional  Magistrate 
after  his  adjudication  in  Mr.  O'Brien's 
case  at  Mitchelstown  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAHY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  In  rejily  to  the  first  and  third 
paragraphs  of  the  Question  I  have  to 
answer  in  tbe  affirmative.  As  regards 
the  second  paragraph,  no  police  evi- 
dence for  tbe  prosecution  of  Alderman 
Hooper  was  collected  during  the  period 
referred  to.  It  is  the  case  that  Captain 
Stokes  adjudicated  on  the  trial  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  at  Mitchelstown,  and  that  his 
appeal  before  the  Recorder  at  Midleton 
oame  on  for  hearing  while  Captain 
Stokes  was  acting  as  Divisional  Magis- 
trate. I  am  precluded  from  entering 
into  tbe  allegations  made  against  Cap- 
tain Stokes  in  reference  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  tbe  Court-house  at  Midleton, 
there  being,  I  understand,  a  civil  action 
pending  against  Captain  Stokes  in  re- 
gard thereto.  In  the  temporary  absence 
of  Captain  Plunkett  through  illness  it 
was  necessary  that  bis  place  should  be 
taken  by  some  other  Resident  Magis- 
trate, and  tbe  Government  nominated 
Captain  Stokes,  on  the  grounds  of  com- 
petency and  public  convenience,  to  act  in 
bis  steAQ 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  wish  to  ask,  whether  it 
is  the  practice  that  these  Divisional 
Magistrates  should  sit  on  the  Bench 
while  cases  are  being  heard  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  as  in  the  case  of  Colonel  Turner, 
where  he  sits  beside  tbe  Resident 
Magistrates  on  tbe  Bench,  and  his 
private  secretary  sits  with  the  prose- 
cuting counsel  below  ?  Also,  whether 
the  Divisional  Magistrate  is  a  direct  agent 
of  the  Castle,  and  thus  both  their  pro- 
secuting and  judicial  functions  are  mixed 
up? 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  whe- 
ther it  is  not  a  fact  that  in  the  case  of 
Alderman  Hooper  there  were  13  charges 
against  him  on  the  occasion  when  he  was 
tried  by  Captain  Stokes ;  and  whether, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  a  number  of  these 
charges  were  not  for  offences  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  during  the  period 
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which  Captain  Stokes  was  in  charge  of 
the  district  as  Divisional  Magistrate ; 
and  whether,  that  being  so,  it  was  not 
Captain  Stokes'  duty  to  report  to  Dublin 
Castle  on  those  offences  for  which  he 
subsequently  tried  and  convicted  Alder- 
man Hooper  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  That 
does  not  appear  upon  the  Question.  If 
it  had  I  would  have  had  an  inquiry  on 
the  subject.  I  think  tbe  hon.  Member 
who  put  the  previous  Question  will  see 
that  it  does  not  in  any  way  arise  from 
that  which  is  on  the  Paper. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)--KING  JA  JA, 
Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  What  portion  of  tbe 
Treaty  of  1884  it  was  proved  that  King 
Ja  Ja  broke,  and  what  was  the  evidence 
brought  against,  and  what  was  the  name 
of  the  person  who  defended,  him  on  his 
trial ;  whether  the  Government  will  re- 
frain from  confirming  the  sentence 
gassed  by  Admiral  Grubb  till  an  inquiry 
as  been  held  into  the  whole  circum- 
stances attending  the  arrest,  trial,  and 
conviction  of  the  King;  and,  whether 
he  will  place  Papers  concerning  King 
Ja  Ja's  trial  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  poftion  of  the 
Treaty  of|1884  which  was  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Admiral  that  Ja  Ja 
bad  broken  was  Article  Y.,  which  is  as 
follows : — 

"The  Kings  and  Chiefs  of  Opobo  hereby 
engage  to  assist  the  British  Consular  or  other 
officers  in  the  execution  of  such  duties  as  may 
he  assigned  to  them  ;  and  further,  to  act  upon 
their  advice  in  matters  relating  to  the  admini- 
stration of  justice,  the  development  of  the 
resources  of  the  country,  the  interests  of  com- 
merce, or  in  any  other  matter  relating  to  peace, 
order,  and  good  government,  and  the  general 
progress  of  civilization.*' 

This  Article  has  been  held  by  successive 
Ministries  to  require  Ja  Ja  not  to  hinder 
trade  with  markets  outside  of  his  own 
territories,  and  he  has  been  warned  that 
he  would  be  held  responsible  for  inter- 
ference with  traders  going  to  such 
markets.  Nevertheless,  he  has  con- 
tinued to  do  so.  The  evidence  brought 
against  Ja  Ja  was  chiefly  that  of  tbe 
Acting  Consul,  and  of  the  officer  com- 
manding Her  Majesty's  ship  RoyalUi, 
He    was    defended   by    Mr.    Edmund 
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Bannerman,  solicitor,  of  Accra,  and  was 
fully  heard  on  his  own  behalf.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  consider  that  no 
further  inquiry  is  necessary,  and  that 
the  interests  of  good  order  render  the 
removal  of  Ja  Ja  expedient.  With 
reference  to  the  last  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  which  he  has  added  to- 
day, I  will  inquire  whether  any  of  the 
Papers  can  be  usefully  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  May 
I  ask  whether  King  Ja  Ja  is  now  in 
prison  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FEEGUS80N :  He  is 
not  in  prison  at  all.  He  voluntarily 
left  Opobo  with  the  British  Consul.  He 
surrendered  himself  voluntarily.  [**  Oh, 
oh !  "]  I  am  speaking  of  facts  within 
my  knowledge.  He  is  not  in  prison. 
He  has  a  good  residence  assigned  him 
at  Accra,  pending  his  removal  to  one  of 
the  places  within  his  option. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  whether  there  was  sent 
from  the  Foreign  Office,  on  the  10th  of 
November,  a  letter  in  the  following 
terms  to  the  Aborigines  Protection 
Society : — 

''  I  am  directed  by  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury 
to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of 
the  3 1st  ultimo  relating  to  the  deportation  of 
King  Ja  Ja.  In  reply,  I  am  to  state  to  you 
that  steps  have  already  been  taken  for  secur- 
ing a  full  inquiry  on  the  spot  on  this  matter, 
which  investigation  would  be  conducted  by  the 
Admiral  commanding  on  the  station." 

He  also  wished  to  know  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  this  friendly  Sovereign 
of  territory  in  Treaty  relations  with  the 
British  Authorities  was  not  inveigled 
on  board  a  steamer  and  brought  away 
from  the  spot,  where  the  promise  was 
made  he  should  be  tried,  and  conveyed 
600  miles  along  the  coast  to  Accra,  and 
there,  on  the  28th  of  November,  in- 
formed that  his  trial  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with  at  10  o'clock  on  the  follow- 
ing morning ;  whether  he  was  told  by 
the  Admiral  he  might  produce  any  wit- 
nesses he  chose;  whether  it  was  not 
true  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible  for 
him  to  adduce  any  witnesses  at  all ; 
whether  his  alleged  solicitor,  Mr.  Ban- 
nerman,  did  not  apply  to  the  Admiral 
for  information  as  to  the  status  of  Ja  Ja ; 
whether  he  was  not  referred  by  the 
Admiral  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
€k>ld  Coast ;  and  whether  this  officer 
did  not  say  that  he  had  no  information 
to  afford  on  the  subject  ? 


Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON:  Well, 
Sir,  these  Questions  are  somewhat  nu- 
merous to  answer ;  but  it  may  save  the 
time  of  the  House  if  I  state,  as  far  as  I 
can,  what  the  facts  are.  I  myself  re- 
ceived a  son  of  Ja  Ja,  and  others  who 
came  with  him,  at  the  Foreign  Office 
some  months  ago.  I  told  them  that,  on 
the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  the 
matter  would  be  fully  inquired  into  on 
the  spot  by  the  Admiral  on  the  Station. 
When  the  Admiral  arrived,  Ja  Ja  had, 
owing  to  circumstances  which  had 
occurred  in  the  meantime,  been  removed 
to  Accra ;  and  the  Admiral,  exercising 
his  full  discretion,  held  the  inquiry  there. 
I  believe  that  all  the  witnesses  Ja  Ja 
called  were  heard.  He  called  three 
witnesses,  and  it  was  as  much  on  his 
own  admissions  that  the  case  was  sub- 
stantiated as  upon  anything  else.  The 
facts  are  as  I  have  stated,  that  he,  being 
bound  to  follow  the  advice  of  the  Consul, 
obstructed  the  Consul  from  establishing 
free  trade  in  the  river,  and  the  trader^ 
from  trading  in  the  river.  I  do  not 
understand  the  Question  regarding  the 
Administrator  of  the  Gold  Coast.  The 
case  was  tried  with  perfect  fairness ;  and 
I  would  remind  the  House  that  Ja  Ja's 
counsel  expressed  his  full  sense  of  the 
Admiral's  impartiality,  and  I  may  say 
that  Ja  Ja  has  just  made  application  to 
have  his  son  educated  in  England. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the  sentences 
were  not  limited  to  King  Ja  Ja  himself, 
but  extended  to  every  member  of  his 
family ;  and  whether  it  was  true,  as  he 
had  been  informed,  that  no  member  of 
his  family  would  ever  be  allowed  to  re- 
side in  his  native  land  again  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  Rules  of  the  House  that  a 
debate  in  the  form  of  Question  and 
Answer  should  be  conducted  between 
hon.  Members  and  Ministers  across  the 
floor^of  the  House  ?  The  Rules  require 
that  Notice  of  a  Question  shall  be  given 
in  writing. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  On  the 
point  of  Order,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
ask  you  whether  it  be  not  true  that  every 
single  Question  that  I  have  put  has  had 
relation  to  a  matter  of  fact  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  only  observa- 
tion which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  make  is 
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that  there  is  a  practice  growing  up  of 
making  counter- statementH  upon  a  Ques- 
tion being  put,  which  it  is  impossible,  of 
course,  to  deal  with,  and  which  prac- 
tically assume  the  form  of  a  new  Ques- 
tion given  without  Notice,  but  which 
should  be  the  subject  of  separate  Notice 
on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  If  in 
any  way  I  have  transgressed  the  Rules 
or  established  practice  of  the  House  I 
am  very  sorry.  I  did  not  intend  to  do 
so,  and  I  do  not  think  that  I  have  done 
so.  I  limited  my  Question — I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  this  in  justification  and 
explanation — carefully  to  those  matters 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  must  have  been  acquainted  with, 
if  he  were  duly  informed  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  To  close  this  matter  for  the  present, 
may  I  ask  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that 
King  Ja  Ja  was  not  informed 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  Sir 
Robert  Fowler. 

SOUTH  AFRICA- SLAVERY  IN 
BECHUANALAND. 

SiB  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
have  any  information  regarding  the 
alleged  system  of  slavery  in  the  Kabkari 
portion  of  Bechuanaland ;  and,  if  such 
slavery  exists,  what  steps  they  intend 
taking  to  suppress  it  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henby  Db  Wobms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  facts  of 
the  case  to  which  I  understand  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  allude  are  as  follows : — A 
certain  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Bechuanaland  known  as  the  Bakalahari 
stand,  or  rather  stood,  in  an  ill-defined 
relation  of  dependence  and  servitude  to- 
wards the  Bechuanas  proper.  According 
to  native  custom  these  persons  can,  and 
do,  hold  property  of  their  own.  Their 
servitude  towards  the  Bechuanas  takes 
the  form  partly  of  actual  ^labour  ren- 
dered, and  partly  of  tribute  paid  in  kind. 
They  themselves  stand  in  a  position  to- 
wards the  Bushmen  somewhat  similar  to 
that  which  they  occupy  towards  the 
Bechuanas.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
laid  down  the  following  principles  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Local  Authorities  on 
the  subject: — (1.)  Within  the  British 
border  all  these  people  are  in  the  eye  of 

Mr.  Speaker 


the  law  already  free  men.  (2.)  He  takes 
for  granted,  as  far  as  Courts  held  by 
magistrates  are  concerned,  that  any 
magistrate  would,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
refuse  to  recognize  or  enforce  any  claim 
arising  out  of  the  supposed  relation  of 
master  and  slave,  and  would  punish,  as 
an  infringement  of  personal  rights,  any 
attempt  to  exercise  forcibly  the  claims  of 
a  master  over  a  supposed  slave.  (3.)  The 
Local  Administrator  is  to  take  every  op- 
portunity  of  informing  Chiefs  and  Head- 
men, who  exercise  jurisdiction,  as  to  the 
state  of  the  law,  and  to  warn  them 
against  recognizing  or  enforcing  rights 
which  are  incompatible  with  it. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  —  WILLIAM 
ROGERS  —  ASSAULT  BY  A  POLICE 
CONSTABLE. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  Mr.  Partridge,  at 
Westminster  Police  Court,  as  to  the 
severe  assault  by  a  police  constable  on 
Williams  Rogers  by  striking  Rogers 
whilst  he  stood  in  custody  in  the  dock  at 
the  police  station,  was  ever  laid  before 
the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions; 
and,  if  not,  will  he  state  the  reason ;  will 
he  state  the  name  of  the  constable ;  and, 
whether  any  legal  proceedings  whatever 
have  been  taken  by  the  Government 
against  that  constable  for  such  assault  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattiiews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
constable  who  assaulted  William  Rogers 
was  Frederick  Paulton,  who  had  received 
great  provocation,  as  Rogers  spat  at  him 
and  was  very  violent.  Paulton,  for  this 
misconduct,  received  a  very  severe  pun- 
ishment, for  he  was  compelled  to  leave 
the  Police  Force  after  a  service  of  up- 
wards of  nine  years.  Proceedings  for 
assault  must,  by  law,  be  taken  by  or  on 
behalf  of  the  party  aggrieved,  and  not 
by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my  Ques- 
tion, as  to  whether  the  depositions  in 
that  case  were  laid  before  the  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  No ;  they  were 
not.     The  occasion  never  arose. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE —ASSAULTS 
BY  POLICE  CONSTABLES—RETURNS. 
Mr,  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 


S77 


Metropolitan 


[Maboh  6,  1888} 


Police. 


378 


Home  Department,  If  he  can  state  how 
many  oases  of  complaints  of  assaults  by 
Metropolitan  police  constables  on  the 
pablio  have  been  made  before  magis- 
trates during  the  past  six  months ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consent  to  a  Betum 
showing  the  dates,  names,  and  par- 
ticulars of  each  such  complaint ;  and 
showing  what,  if  any,  investigation  or 
prosecution  took  place  in  consequence  of 
any  such  complaint  ? 

Thb  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
no  information  as  to  the  number  of  com- 
plaints of  assault  by  police  constables 
made  before  magistrates,  and  could  only 
ascertain  the  facts  by  inquiry  from  the 
magistrates.  I  have  no  objection,  how- 
ever, to  give  a  Eeturn  of  the  dates,  par- 
ticulars, and  results  of  all  charges  of 
assault  made  against  police  constables 
before  magistrates. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  did  not 
mean  mere  statements,  but  charges. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  replied  that  he 
had  not  got  them. 

METROPOLITAN  POLIOE-JOHN  COLE- 
MAN— CHARGE  OF  ASSAULT. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  in  the 
case  of  the  man  Ooleman,  alleged  to 
have  been  assaulted  by  the  police  after 
he  was  in  actual  custody  in  Bow  Street 
Police  Station  on  the  Idthof  November, 
he  is  aware  that  evidence  on  oath  was 
given  as  to  this  assault  before  Mr. 
Yaughan  in  open  Court  at  Bow  Street, 
the  Treasury  Solicitor  being  present; 
that  a  summons  for  the  assault  was 
granted  by  Mr.  Yaughan  against  a  police 
constable  on  sworn  information  duly  filed 
in  Court;  whether,  Coleman  being  a 
prisoner,  an  order  of  the  Home  Office 
Authorities  was  applied  for,  and  granted, 
for  the  attendance  and  examination  of 
Coleman  at  the  hearing  in  Court ;  whe- 
ther, on  the  return  of  the  summons  be- 
fore Mr.  Bridge,  magistrate,  sitting  at 
Bow  Street,  half-an- hour's  adjournment 
was  asked  for  by  a  solicitor's  clerk,  on 
the  double  ground  that  Coleman's  soli- 
citor was  then  actually  speaking  in  an- 
other Court,  in  another  case,  and  that 
Coleman  himself  had  not  been  yet 
brought  up  from  the  prison;  whether 
counsel  for  the  Government  opposed  such 
brief  adjournment,  and  whether  the 
summons  against  the  police  was  there- 


upon dismissed  with  £10  costs,  without 
any  hearing,  and  in  the  actual  absence 
both  of  Coleman  and  his  attorney  ;  how 
long  knowledge  of  the  sworn  informa* 
tions  above  referred  to  has  been  in  the 
possession  of  the  Solicitors  to  the  Trea- 
sury; and,  whether  such  informations 
have  been  s.ubmitted  to  the  Director  of 
PublicProsecutions  or  to  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  A  sum- 
mons for  assault  against  Police-constable 
99  E  was  granted  by  Mr.  Yaughan  on 
the  3rd  of  December  on  the  sworn  infor- 
mation of  John  Coleman,  duly  filed.  No 
evidence  on  oath  was  given  as  to  this 
assault  in  open  Court.  The  Treasury 
Solicitor  believes  that  neither  he  nor  any- 
one representiug  him  was  present.  The 
hearing  of  the  summons  was  adjourned 
from  the  10th  to  the  17th  of  December, 
and  an  order  of  the  Home  Office  for  the 
attendance  of  Coleman  on  that  day  was 
applied  for  and  immediately  granted. 
On  the  16th  of  December,  however, 
Coleman's  solicitor  applied  that  this 
order  might  be  suspended  indefinitely, 
saying  that  the  case  would  have  to  be 
postponed  on  account  of  the  absence  of 
a  witness.  No  application  whatever 
adjournment  was  made  to  the  Court  on 
the  17  th  of  December.  The  clerk  to 
Coleman's  solicitor  applied  privately, 
when  the  magistrate  was  not  in  Court, 
to  Mr.  Poland,  the  counsel  for  the  police 
constable,  to  consent  to  an  adjournment 
to  a  later  day.  Mr.  Poland  declined  to 
consent  to  an  adjournment  over  the  17th, 
but  expressed  his  willingness  to  wait  for 
Coleman's  counsel.  The  clerk  to  Cole- 
man's solicitor  then  said  he  should  with- 
draw the  summons;  and  when  the  magis- 
trate came  into  Court  he  so  informed  the 
magistrate,  without  asking  for  an  ad- 
journment. The  magistrate,  on  the  ap- 
plication of  Mr.  Poland,  and  in  the  pre- 
sence  of  the  representative  of  Coleman's 
solicitor,  dismissed  the  summons,  with 
10  guineas  cost,  saying  that  the  with- 
drawal of  the  summons  showed  there 
was  no  justifieation  for  its  being  granted, 
and  that  one  object  for  which  it  was  de- 
manded was  to  prejudice  the  conduct  of 
the  police  in  the  eyes  of  the  public.  The 
information  came  to  the  knowledge  of 
the  Treasury  Solicitor  on  the  15th  of 
December.  It  has  not  been  submitted 
to  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions  or 
to  the  Law  Officers. 
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Mr.  BRADLAUQH  offered  to  furnish 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  with  copies  of 
the  sworn  depositions  testifying  that 
there  had  been  an  assault  upon  Coleman 
by  the  police. 

EGYPT— RED     SEA   COAST— FIGHTING 
NEAR  SUAKIN. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  will  give  the 
House  the  latest  particulars  of  the  re- 
cent fighing  near  Suakin,  and  of  its 
cause ;  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  withdraw  the  troops  of 
this  country  from  Egypt ;  and,  if  he  will 
state  how  many  men  have  been  killed 
fighting  during  the  last  five  years  in 
Egypt? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANHOPE)(Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
I  have  no  later  particulars  than  those 
already  published.  With  reference  to 
the  withdrawal  of  the  British  troops 
from  Egypt,  I  can  only  refer  to  the 
general  statements  which  have  been 
made  from  time  to  time  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovernment.  As  the  military 
portion  of  the  Forces  engaged  generally 
belong  to  the  Egyptian  Army,  I  am  not 
able  to  state  the  casualties  which  have 
occurred  during  the  last  five  years ;  but, 
as  regards  the  British  Forces,  Bet  urns 
of  Casualties  were  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment in  1885  and  1886. 

MALTA— THE  NEW  CONSTITUTION. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  he  in- 
tends to  present  any  Papers  to  Parlia- 
ment in  connection  with  the  granting  of 
a  new  Constitution  to  Malta  ? 

Thk  under  secretary  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Papers 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  alludes  were 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  on  the 
23rd  ultimo. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— ACCELERA- 
TION OF  THE  NORTHERN  MAILS, 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  con- 
tract with  the  Railway  Company  expires 
this  summer;  and,  if  so,  wiU  he  take 
the  opportunity,  when  making  a  new 
contract,  of  providing  for  an  acceleration 
of  the  down  London  day  mail,  combined 


with  the  Scotch  night  mail  to  Wick, 
Thurso,  and  Orkney,  so  as  to  put  the 
district  on  a  footing  of  equality  with 
other  districts  in  the  North  which  have 
been  provided  with  a  special  train  for 
this  mail  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  general  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  beg  to 
state  than  an  acceleration  of  the  mail 
train  to  Wick  to  which  he  refers  is  not 
entirely  dependent  on  the  cessation  or 
renewal  of  the  contract  with  the  High- 
land Railway  Company.  The  working 
of  the  train  can  at  any  time,  on  a  month's 
notice,  be  altered  under  the  statutory 
powers  of  the  Postmaster  General.  The 
revenue,  however,  derived  by  the  Post 
Office  from  the  County  of  Caithness  does 
not  at  present  warrant  me  in  taking  any 
course  which  may  add  to  the  expense 
already  incurred  in  keeping  up  the  posts 
in  those  parts. 

Dr.  CLARK :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman aware  that  the  mail  train  sup- 
plies not  only  Sutherland,  bat  Orkney 
and  Shetland? 

Mb.  raikes  :  That  makes  no  differ- 
ence. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— THE  NEW 
CODE  OF  REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  When 
the  Code  of  Regulations  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department,  which  was  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  on  the  20th  of 
February,  will  be  issued  to  Members  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Code  of  Regulations 
were  in  print,  and  would  be  issued  im- 
mediately. 

POST  OFFIOE-RURAL  LETTER 
CARRIERS. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether  rural 
letter  carriers  at  10«.  per  week  are  en- 
titled to  get,  free,  two  uniform  suits  of 
clothes  every  18  months ;  and,  whether, 
if  that  is  so,  the  rural  letter  carrier 
running  to  and  from  Ballinacarrow, 
County  Sligo,  has  been  so  supplied; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  now  be 
given  the  usual  uniform  suit  ordered  for 
such  servants  of  the  Department  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Rural 
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poatmen  belonginff  to  the  Establiabment 
and  holding  permanent  appointmentB 
receive  &  suit  of  ordinary  uniform  every 
year,  and  a  lighter  suit  for  summei 
wear  once  in  two  years.    Persona  em- 

Jiloyed  upon  the  minor  deliveries  are 
requently  not  appointed  postmen,  but 
are  employed  by  the  local  postmasters, 
and  they  do  not  necessarily  have  uni- 
forms, even  though  their  payment  is  as 
much  as  10*.  a-week.  I  understand 
that  this  ia  the  case  in  regard  to  the 
Ballinacarrow  post. 

XRISH    LAMD    COMMISSION— FAIR 
BENTS   IN    THE   ABBETLEIX   UNION. 

Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  treland,  If  he  is  aware 
what  number  of  applications  to  fix  fair 
rents  in  the  Abbeyteix  Union  have  been 
served  before  the  25th  of  March,  1887  ; 
how  many  before  the  29th  of  September, 
1887 ;  and  how  many  before  the  1st  of 
November,  1887 ;  how  many  of  these 
applications  have  not  been  heard  ;  and, 
if  the  Commissioners  have  appointed  a 
day  for  the  hearing  of  these  cases  not 
▼et  decided  ? 

Thb  parliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habm4m1 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
aaid:  The  number  of  applications  to  fix 
fair  rents  in  the  Abbeyleix  Union  served 
before'  the  25th  of  March,  1887,  and 
remaining  unheard  is  19.  The  number 
of  applications  received  &om  the  2dth  of 
March  to  the  28th  of  September,  1887, 
is  200.  The  number  received  from  the 
S9th  of  September  to  the  22ad  of  Feb- 
ruary, IB88 — to  give  the  number  to  the 
Ist  of  November  only  would  not  be 
practicable  without  considerable  delay 
— is  203.  The  total  number  of  unheard 
applications  on  the  books  for  the  Abbey- 
leix Union  is  thus  422,  and  one  adjourn- 
ment case  partly  heard.  Of  these  cases, 
however,  30  only  were  received  before 
the  passing  of  the  recent  Act  in  August 
last.  The  last  sitting  of  a  Sub-Com- 
mieaiou  for  this  Union  was  in  November 
last.  The  next  sitting  has  not  yet  been 
fixed. 

BANKEUPTOr   {SCOTLAND)— CASE   OF 

AULD,  A  BANKRUPT,  OF  ABERDEEN. 

Db.  OAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) 

asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  with  reference 

to  the  case  of  Auld,  the  Aberdeen  bank- 


rupt, imprisoned  for  four  months  for 
alleged  refusal  to  answer  a  question  re- 
garding a  certain  sum  of  money  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Sheriff  SuDBtitute, 
Whether  there  is  any  evidence  that  the 
bankrupt  has  fraudulently  concealed 
any  portion  of  his  estate  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Auld  is  68  years  old,  and  has 
repeatedly  sworn  that  his  inemory  has 
recently  been  very  defective;  whether 
tho  claims  on  the  estate  have  been  all 
lodged ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  amount 
of  the  admitted  claims,  and  what  the 
amount  of  funds  in  the  hands  of  the 
Trustee  to  meet  them  ;  and,  whether  it 
is  true  that  Auld's  friends  have  offered, 
if  necessary,  to  make  up  the  cost  of  the 
bankruptcy  proceedings,  so  as  to  dis- 
charge all  claims  against  him  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE(Mr.J.H.  a. 
MACDoMALn)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An* 
drew's  UQiveraities)  :  The  bankrupt  in 
this  case,  at  his  first  examination,  swore 
that  f  10  6».  were  the  whole  of  his  as- 
sets, and  when  pressed  as  to  Bums  of 
money  believed  to  be  his,  pleaded  de- 
fective memory.  When  again  examined, 
he  swore  be  had  made  a  present  of  £20 
to  each  of  three  nephews  and  a  niece, 
and  admitted  that  he  had  said  he  did 
not  remember  this  before,  and  that  he 
did  so  because  he  did  not  wish  to  tell  it. 
His  answers  were  in  bo  many  instances 
uncandid  and  evasive,  that  at  both  ex* 
aminations  he  was  repeatedly  cautioned, 
and  the  Sheriff  was  unable  to  give  any 
credence  to  his  plea  of  defective  memory. 
The  claims  amount  to  £149  6*.  bd., 
and  the  funds  to  £90  19«.  lOi.  I  answer 
the  last  paragraph  in  the  negative. 

POST  OFFICE— POROHASE  OF  THE 
'l-ELEPHONE  COMPANIES. 

Sra  HENRY  TYLER  (Oreat  Yar- 
mouth) (for  Mr.  Provand)  (Glasgow, 
Btackfriara,  &c.)  aaked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  there  is  at  present  any  scheme 
for  the  purchase  of  the  Telephone  Com- 
panies' interests  being  oonfiidered  by  the 
Government;  or  iB  there  any  such  scheme 

contemplation  F 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Saikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon<  Member,  I  nave  to 
state  that  no  scheme  for  tho  purchase 
of  the  Telephone  Companies'  interests  is 
being  considered  by  the  Government, 
—  is  any  such  scheme  in  contempla- 


383 


Buitness  of  the  Rouse       {COMMONS }        {Bules  of  Procedure).  384 

different  Departments;   but   they   are 
different  in  words. 


CIVIL  SERVICE— POLITICAL  ASSOCIA- 

TIONS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  all  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  are  at  liberty  to  belong  to 
Home  Rule  Organizations  or  Assooia- 
tions,  provided  they  do  not  take  an 
active  part  in  public  meetings  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
General  Rule  which  I  mentioned  yester- 
day as  governing  the  behaviour  of  Civil 
servants  applies,  of  course,  to  all  purely 
political  organizations.  The  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  however,  is  so  wide 
that  it  may  apply  to  organizations  which 
are  opposed  to  the  law  of  the  land  ;  and 
it  must  be  distinctly  understood  that 
while  a  wide  discretion  is  left  to  Civil 
servants  as  to  the  Political  Organizations 
to  which  they  may  belong  in  their  pri- 
vate capacity,  they  are  not  at  liberty  to 
join  any  Association  which  is  illegal. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Is  the 
House  and  are  the  Civil  Service  clerks 
to  understand  that  every  member  of  the 
Service  is  at  liberty  to  belong  to  any 
Political  Organization  provided  that 
that  Organization  is  not  illegal,  and  pro- 
vided also  that  they  do  not  take  part  in 
public  meetings,  and  that  the  same  Rule 
exists  in  all  the  Departments  of  the 
Public  Service  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think,  Sir, 
that  I  cannot  go  beyond  the  answer  that 
I  have  just  given.  Rules  are  laid  down 
by  the  Heads  of  the  different  Depart- 
ments for  the  guidance  of  the  Public 
Service  and  to  prevent  scandal  in  the 
Public  Service.  They  are,  undoubtedly, 
applicable  in  all  Departments  to  aU, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  in  the 
Public  Service,  and  all  must  be  aware 
whether  they  are  infringing  the  Rules 
or  not. 

M».  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Con- 
sidering the  nature  of  the  answer  I  think 
I  am  entititled  to  ask  a  further  Question. 
The  right  hon'.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
Rules  laid  down  by  the  Heads  of  the 
different  Departments.  I  would  ask, 
whether  the  same  Rules  are  laid  down 
with  reference  to  the  different  Depart- 
ments of  the  Civil  Service ;  or  whether 
there  are  some  Rules  for  some  Depart- 
ments and  others  for  others  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  believe  the 
Rules  in  spirit  are   the   same   in   the 


ITHE  CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  When  the  Civil  Service  Esti- 
mates would  be  distributed  ? 

Tbdb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  believe 
Sir,  they  will  be  distributed  on  Satur- 
day. 

ORDERS    OF  TKE  BAY. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OF 
PROCEDURE)    —  XIIL  —  STANDING 
COMMITTEES. 
RESOLUTION.      [aDJOITENED  DEBATE.] 

[foitbth  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [29th  February]. 

"  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  House  of  the 
Ist  December,  1882,  relating  to  tiie  Constitution 
and  Proceedings  of  Standing  Committees  for  the 
consideration  of  Bills  relating  to  Law,  and 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  and  to 
Trade,  Shipping,  and  Manufactures,  be  revived. 

"  Provided  always,  That  the  Committees 
shaU  consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  less 
than  Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of 
addition  to  the  said  Committees  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said 
Resolution."— (Ifr.   William  Henry  Smith,) 


Main  Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

Sib  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAr  (Oxford 
University)  said,  it  was  well  for  the 
House  to  see  how  considerable  and 
fundamental  was  the  change  now  pro- 
posed to  be  made  in  the  Qrand  Com- 
mittees as  sanctioned  in  1882.  It  was 
resolved  in  1882  that  there  should  be 
two  Grand  Committees,  one  upon  Law 
and  the  other  upon  Trade,  and  that  each 
should  consist  of  not  less  than  60  and 
not  more  than  80  Members,  who  were  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection.  The  Committee  of  Selection, 
however,  had  the  power  to  add  15 
Members,  so  that  a  Grand  Committee 
might  consist  of  75  or  95.  The  proposal 
now  made  was  that  the  Committee  should 
consist  of  not  more  than  60  and  not 
less  than  40  Members.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  constitution  of  the 
Grand  Committees  would  fail  to  carry 
out  the  object  the  House  had  in  view, 
when  it  sanctioned  the  establishment  of 
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Grand  Oommittees.  The  original  idea 
was  that  these  Oommittees  should  not 
be  larf^e,  but  that  they  should  be  so 
large  that  they  should  be  miniatures  of 
the  House  itself — perfect  representa- 
tions of  the  House  itself — that  they 
should  be  presided  over  by  Chairmen 
specially  selected  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection  to  perform  the  duties.  There 
was  to  be  a  panel  of  Chairmen  not  ex- 
ceeding six,  and  five  Gentlemen  of  experi- 
ence were  selected.  It  was  now  proposed 
that  these  Committees  should  be  of  very 
much  smaller  dimensions.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  who,  withhimself  (Sir  John 
Mowbray),  took  a  very  active  part  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Committees  in  1882 
and  1883,  would  agree  with  him  when 
he  said  that  all  the  Committees  then 
appointed  were  eminently  satisfactory 
But  the  Committee  of  Selection  would 
experience  great  difficulty  in  the  forma- 
tion of  Committees  of  the  size  now 
proposed.  By  a  Kesolution  of  the  House 
the  Committee  of  Selection  were  in- 
structed to  have  regard  to  the  composi- 
tion of  the  House  and  to  the  qualifications 
of  the  Members  selected  to  serve  on  the 
Committees.  They  were  now  asked  to 
form  a  Committee  which  might  be  as 
small  as  40,  and  therefore  the  House 
would  see  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
Committee  of  Selection  would  be  placed. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Grand  Committee 
on  Law.  Of  necessity,  the  Attorney 
General,  the  ex-Attorney  General,  the 
Solicitor  General  and  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, the  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland,  and  the  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  held  the  same 
office  in  the  previous  Ministry,  would 
have  to  be  chosen  as  Members  of  the 
Committee.  Then  there  were  many 
lawyers  from  whom  they  would  have  to 
make  a  selection,  and  there  were  the 
Kepresentatives  of  the  great  trading 
communities,  and  there  were  Members 
of  the  House  who  by  their  individual 
qualifications  ought  to  be  Members  of 
the  Committee.  The  selection  would 
be  most  invidious ;  indeed,  the  task  im- 
posed upon  the  Committee  of  Selection 
would  be  a  most  onerous  one.  There 
was  another  point  he  ought  to  mention, 
and  it  was  one  of  very  great  importance 
in  the  working  out  of  these  Committees. 
If  a  Grand  Committee  consisted  of  67 
Members,  it  would  represent  one  in  10 
of  the  whole  House,  and  the  Committee 

YOL.  CCOXXrU.    [third  series.] 


of  Selection  came  to  the  conclusion 
originally  that  a  less  number  than  one 
in  10  would  not  enable  them  to 
thoroughly  represent  the  exact  com- 
position of  the  House  and  the  various 
Parties  in  the  House.  There  were 
Nationalities  to  be  represented,  and  in 
the  case  of  trade  it  was  necessary  that 
the  different  industrial  centres  in  Eng- 
land, Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
should  be  properly  represented  on  the 
Committee.  If  they  limited  the  number 
of  the  Committee,  they  would  find  the 
task  of  selection  one  almost  impossible 
to  discharge. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  had  an  Amendment  to  propose 
which  would  come  before  the  Proviso  at 
the  end  of  the  new  Rule.  As  the  Bule 
stood  in  1882  agriculture  was  not  in- 
cluded, and  he  wished  to  remedy  that 
omission.  He  considered  it  of  special 
importance  that  this  should  be  done  in 
view  of  the  Railway  Rates  Bill  coming 
before  the  Grand  Committee.  Under  the 
Standing  Order  of  1882,  matters  re- 
lating to  trade,  shipping,  and  manufac- 
tures were  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Grand 
Committee,  and  he  wished  the  Com- 
mittee to  have  regard  also  to  agriculture 
andfisheries.  He  was  obliged  to  move  the 
Amendment  in  the  shape  of  a  Proviso  in 
consequence  of  the  form  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  presented  his 
proposal,  and  the  Proviso  was  in  these 
words — 

In  Rule  13,  line  4,  after  *'  revived  "  insert, — 
"Provided,  that  'Trade*  shall  include  Agri- 
cultural and  Fishing  interests,  and  that  those 
interests  shall  be  entitled  to  due  consideration 
in  the  constitution  of  such  Standing  Com- 
mittee." 

Some  Members  were  of  opinion  that  a 
better  plan  would  be  to  have  a  separate 
Grand  Committee  to  deal  with  questions 
relating  to  agriculture ;  but  if  they  had 
such  Cotumittee,  although  all  the  most 
prominent  Members  representing  agri- 
culture would  be  placed  on  it,  probably 
no  Bill  of  any  great  importance  would 
bo  sent  to  it.  To  his  mind,  it  would  bo 
much  better  to  appoint  a  number  of 
Members  especially  connected  with 
agriculture — say,  15 — to  serve  on  the 
Committee  on  Trade,  also  a  number 
of  Members  connected  with  the  fishing 
industry.  Both  these  industries  were 
greatly  interested  in  the  Railway  Bates 
Bill,  which  would  be  considered  by  the 

0  ^Fourth  Night.l 
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grand  Committee  on  Trade  ;  but  unless 
the  Proviso  he  now  proposed  were 
adopted,  agriculture  and  fisheries  might 
not  receive  special  attention  in  the 
nomination  of  Members  to  serve  on  the 
Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  4,  after  the  word  **  revived/'  to  in- 
sert the  words, — "  Provided,  that  *  Trade '  shall 
include  Agfricultural  and  Fishing  interests, 
and  that  those  interests  shall  bo  entitled  to 
duo  consideration  in  the  constitution  of  such 
Standing  Committee." — {Mr.  Heneage.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  much  lower 
down  on  the  Paper ;  but  as  it  related 
exactly  to  the  same  subject  as  the  one 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Heneage) 
had  moved,  and  as  it  merely  provided 
an  alternative  plan  for  giving  effect  to 
the  wishes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  thought  it  would  be  convenient  to 
consider  the  two  Amendments  together. 
The  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be,  he  acknowledged, 
an  improvement  on  the  Bule  as  it  stood ; 
but  to  his  mind,  a  Committee  formed  of 
Members  who  were  closely  connected 
with  any  interest  would  do  better  work 
than  a  Committee  of  Members  repre* 
sen  ting  conflicting  interests.  As  an 
illustration  of  the  truth  of  this,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  Law — on  which  he  had  had 
the  honour  of  serving — had  been  com- 
posed of  Members  representing  conflict- 
ing interests,  and  that,  therefore  its  de- 
liberations had  been  abortive,  whilst  the 
deliberations  of  the  other  Grand  Com- 
mittee called  **  the  good  Committee  " — 
that  Committee  having  been  composed 
of  Members  connected  with  trade,  had 
been  most  successful,  and  had  saved  the 
House  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  If  they 
got  a  certain  number  of  men  interested 
in  a  certain  subject,  and  put  them  on 
a  Committee  appointed  to  deal  with 
that  subject,  they  would  agree  and 
would  do  very  good  work  ;  but  if  they 
took  men  representing  conflicting  in- 
terests, however  much  fighting  there 
might  be  in  the  Committee,  hostilities 
would  be  renewed  again  with  the  same 
vigour  when  the  matters  in  dispute  came 
before  the  House  on  Report.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  they  had  one  Committee 
to  do  the  work  of  trade  and  agriculture, 
they  would  have  a  balance  of  conflicting 

Mr.  Heneage 


interests,  and  the  one  which  proved  the 
wealcer  would  go  to  the  wall.  They  must 
bear  in  mind  that  there  were  far  more 
questions  raised  in  the  House  about 
trade  than  agriculture,  and  that  there 
would  be  far  more  Trade  Bills  referred 
to  the  Grand  Committee  than  Agricul- 
tural Bills;  they  must  also  remember 
that  they  had  no  Minister  looking  after 
agriculture,  and  that  agricultural  mat- 
ters were,  as  a  rule,  treated  in  a  hap- 
hazard manner  in  Parliament.  His 
contention  was  that  if  they  had  some 
specific  machinery  for  dealing  with  agri- 
cultural subjects,  there  would  be  an 
inducement  for  doing  something  for  the 
industry.  The  country  did  very  little  for  it 
at  present,  compared  with  what  was  done 
for  it  in  the  United  States,  in  France, 
and  other  countries.  He  did  not  see  how 
they  could  possibly  constitute  a  Grand 
Committee  which  would  properly  attend 
to  both  trade  and  agriculture.  As  for 
the  Eailway  Bates  Bill,  if  his  proposal 
were  adopted,  he  should  suggest  that 
the  measure  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  both  Trade  and  Agriculture. 
His  Amendment  was  to  add,  at  the  end 
of  Rule  13— 

**  That  there  be  another  Grand  Committee, 
similarly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same 
Rules,  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Agriculture  which  may,  by  order  of  the  House 
in  each  case,  be  committed  to  it." 

If  that  were  accepted,  he  should  vote 
against  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby,  although  he  thought  that  pro- 
posal would  be  an  improvement  on  the 
actual  Rule  as  it  stood. 

SiE  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  said,  he  also  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment — namely,  to  add,  at 
the  end  of  the  Rule — 

**That  there  be  another  Grand  Committee, 
similarly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same 
rules,  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Agriculture  which  may,  by  order  of  the 
House  in  each  case,  be  committed  to  it." 

The  reason  he  had  placed  this  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  was  because  he  con- 
sidered the  agricultural  industry  was  the 
greatest  in  the  country,  and  certainly  the 
most  sufiPering.  The  tenant  farmers  did 
not  understand  Bills  affecting  agricul- 
ture being  sent  to  a  Standing  Committee 
which  had  also  to  consider  matters 
affecting  commerce,  shipping,  fisheries, 
and  so  on,  and  he  knew  their  desire  was 
that  there  should  be  a  Grand  Committee 
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to  consider  agricultural  subjects  only. 
He  was  bound  also  to  say  that  he  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  Bill 
which  was  to  be  introduced  constituting 
an  Agricultural  Department  would  be 
referred  to  a  Standing  Committeei  and 
that  he  considered  it  indispensable  that 
the  measure  should  come  before  a  Com- 
mittee composed  of  Members  of  both 
sides  of  the  House  who  would  thoroughly 
understand  the  subject.  The  question 
of  railway  rates,  which  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Heneage), 
was  an  important  matter.  No  doubt, 
there  should  be  a  certain  number  of 
agriculturists  on  the  Committee  by  whom 
that  measure  would  be  considered  ;  but, 
above  all,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
hold  out  some  hope  to  the  House  that  on 
a  future  occasion,  if  there  were  impor- 
tant Agricultural  Bills  before  the  House, 
he  would  be  in  favour  of  appointing 
an  Agricultural  Committee  to  consider 
them.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  do  that,  the  agricultural  interests 
would  be  satisfied.  All  he  (Sir  Edward 
Birkbeck)  would  now  do  was  to  express 
the  hope  that  in  line  4,  before  the  word 
'*  Trade,"  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  the  word  "  Agriculture  "  to 
be  inserted,  so  that  the  Eule  would  read 

*'  Standing  Committees  for  the  consideration 
of  Bills  relating  to  Law  and  Courts  of  Justice, 
and  Legal  Procedure,  and  to  Agriculture,  Trade, 
Shipping,  and  Manufactures." 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  With  regard  to 
the  Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Heneage)  embracing  the  two  heads 
of  the  Agricultural  and  Fishing  inte- 
rests, all  of  us  must  acknowledge  that 
both  of  these  interests  are  of  enormous 
importance.  But,  at  the  present  moment, 
I  do  not  think  we  need  deal  particularly 
with  the  fishing  interest,  because  it 
appears  to  me  that  a  Bill  relating  to 
fishing,  supposing  this  Standing  Com- 
mittee to  be  reconstituted  as  a  Trade 
Committee,  will  be  referred  to  that 
Committee  as  a  matter  of  course.  That 
is  my  impression ;  therefore,  the  real 
question  we  have  before  us  is  the  ques- 
tion of  agriculture,  which  probably 
would  not,  under  the  present  wording  of 
the  Eule,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Trade.  Now,  Sir,  looking  at  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
non.  Friend,  I  conceive  it  to  be  included 


in  the  first  few  words  of  the  proposal. 
I  am  doubtful  whether  the  latter  words 
are   necessary   or   convenient.     I    tho- 
roughly   agree    with    my    right    hon. 
Friend  that   the   Committee  on  Trade 
ought  to  include  agricultural  and  fishing 
interests.      If   they  are  included,  then 
it  will  follow,  under  the  operation  of  the 
Standing  Order,  that  due  regard  will  be 
had  to  those  interests  in  the  constitution 
of    the    Standing    Committee ;     conse- 
quently, I  think  that  any  further  speci- 
fication such  as  *'  those  interests  shall 
be  entitled  to  due  consideration  in  the 
constitution    of    such     Standing    Com- 
mittees,"   would    introduce    ambiguity 
into   the  rest   of  the   Standing  Order. 
Therefore,  I  will  only  consider  what  I 
may  call  the  real  point  before  us — whether 
agriculture  will  be  included  within  the 
purview  of  the  Trade  Committee.     I  do 
not  know  what  the  view  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  may  be — I  have  no 
authentic  information — but  before  they 
state  it,  there  is  no  reason  why  I  should 
not  state  the  light  in  which  I  look  at 
the  question.     Though  agriculture  is  in 
many  respects  distinct  from  the  trading 
interests,  yet  they  both  belong  to  the 
great  category  of  industrial  interests. 
When  we  are  told  that  it  is  the  desire  of 
the  tenant  farmers  to  have  a  separate 
Standing  Committee  for  the  considera- 
tion of  agricultural  matters,    I   must 
say  I  doubt  whether  persons  outside  of 
this  House  are  very  competent  judges 
on  such  a  point.     It  is  very  much  of  a 
practical  question  for  the  House  itself 
to  consider,  rather  than  one  for  persons 
outside,  who  cannot  see  very  well  the 
practical  effect  of  what  they  may  prefer 
on  abstract  grounds.     It  is  not  inappro- 
priate to  regard  that  question  as  it  is 
illustrated  by  the  subjects  of  great  inte- 
rest that  are  now  pending.     Now,  there 
is  no  subject  pending  of  greater  interest 
to  the  agricultural  classes  than  that  of 
Bail  way  Bates.     It  is  a  subject  of  ex- 
treme complication.      It  a  subject    in 
respect  to  which  the  farmers  suffer  in 
many  instances  very  considerable  hard« 
ship.     It  is  impossible  to  suppose  that 
the  Companies  will  not  try  to  get  traffic 
wherever  they  can,  and  will  not  desire 
to  make  the  best  arrangements  for  it 
that  can  be  made.     But  still  there  are 
considerations  of  the  utmost  complexity 
that   enter   into    the  arrangements  for 
carrying  goods  from  the  place  of  pro- 
duction to  market.    Questions  connected 
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with  the  quantities  of  the  goods  and  the 
continuity  of  supply  bear  upon  those 
arrangements ;  and  it  is  very  often  the 
object  of  the  Companies  to  get  traffic 
on  their  lines  for  long  distances ;  and 
that  has  a  tendency  to  bear  hardly  upon 
those  producers  and  traders  who  are 
nearer  to  the  markets.  Now,  all  these 
matters  will  require  great  consideration 
in  connection  with  the  Bailway  Bates 
Bill.  We  are  not  now  legislating  for 
finality  or  for  eternity.  This  legisla- 
tion is,  to  a  certain  extent,  experimental 
in  its  detail ;  and  it  is  on  account  of  its 
experimental  character  that  I  want  to 
ask  myself  whether  the  question  could 
best  be  dealt  with  by  one  Grand  Com- 
mittee or  two  Grand  Committees.  The 
subject  of  Bailway  Hates  deeply  con- 
cerns both  the  agricultural  and  tradingin- 
terests.  One  hon.  Member  has  suggested 
that  the  Eailway  Bates  Bill  ought  to 
be  referred  to  both  Committees ;  but  how 
can  that  possibly  be  done  without  each 
Committee  having  to  travel  over  a  great 
deal  of  the  ground  traversed  by  the 
other?  The  Bailway  Bates  Bill  is  a 
complex  one,  and  will,  wo  may  depend 
upon  it,  require  all  the  time  and  atten- 
tion which  can  be  conveniently  given  to 
it.  Most  of  the  matters  that  will  have 
to  be  considered  in  that  Bill  are  in  a 
large  degree  common  to  Agriculture 
and  to  Trade ;  and  if  we  are  to  have  a 
full  and  effective  consideration  of  them, 
it  is  necessary,  or  at  least  in  the  highest 
degree  expedient,  that  the  Committee 
which  has  the  Bill  before  it  should  be 
able  to  take  into  view  all  the  different 
subjects  relating  to  the  traffic  which  the 
railways  have  to  carry  from  the  place  of 
production,  to  market.  I  believe  that, 
generally,  those  subjects  will  be  best 
considered  in  a  Grand  Committee  which 
is  a  Committee  both  for  Trade  and  for 
Agriculture.  If  it  should  appear  that 
Agriculture  might  not  be  sufficiently 
represented  on  the  Committee — first  of 
all  we  have  great  reason  to  repose  con- 
fidence in  those  with  whom  the  selection 
of  the  Members  will  rest ;  and,  in  the 
next  place,  Agriculture  is  strong  enough 
in  this  House  to  prevent  the  infliction  of 
any  injustice  on  it  in  the  composition  of 
the  Committee.  I  think  that  to  send  the 
Bailway  Bates  Bill  before  two  Com- 
mittees would  be  an  awkward  and  cum- 
brous arrangement,  and  one  that  would 
tend  to  delay  legislation.  . 

Mr,  W,  K  Gladstone 


Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
for  more  than  a  moment  or  two.  It 
had  seldom  been  his  good  fortune  to 
listen  to  a  speech  in  the  House  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  with  which  he  more  heartily 
concurred  from  beginning  to  end.  If 
they  were  now  about  to  decide  for  all 
time,  as  to  whether  or  not  there  should 
be  a  Grand  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
then  he  thought  the  question  would  be 
open  to  considerable  discussion ;  but  he 
did  not  understand  that  that  was  so  by 
any  means.  If  in  any  future  Session  it 
was  thought  desirable  or  necessary  to  ap- 
point a  Grand  Committee  specifically  to 
deal  with  Agricultural  questions,  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  anything  in 
their  action  to-night  to  prevent  that  being 
done.  There  could  not  be  a  question  as 
to  the  correctness  of  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  that  the  Bailway  Bates 
Bill  was  probably  the  measure  which, 
above  all  others,  would  interest  the 
Agricultural  Party  this  Session,  and  that 
could  be  discussed  by  a  Joint  Committee 
on  Trade  and  Agriculture.  He  did  not 
think  there  was  a  sufficient  number  of 
important  Bills  affecting  Agriculture 
likely  to  pass  a  second  reading,  so  as  to 
render  it  necessary  to  ask  for  a  Grand 
Committee  this  Session  to  deal  specially 
with  those  measures.  Therefore,  he 
cordially  supported  the  proposal  that 
Agriculture  should  be  included  in  the 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade.  That  was 
an  arrangement  with  which  at  present, 
at  all  events,  he  thought  they  should 
rest  satisfied. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGE8SEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  said,  that  represent- 
ing, as  he  did,  a  constituency  for  the 
most  part  agricultural,  he  trusted  that 
he  might  be  allowed  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  assent  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Great  Grimsby.  The  way  in  which 
agricultural  affairs  had  been  uniformly 
treated  by  both  Parties  had  always  been 
to  him  a  matter  of  the  greatest  astonish- 
ment. Everybody  had  always  acknow- 
ledged the  enormous  importance  of  the 
agricultural  interest  of  the  country,  and 
yet  it  was  only  recently,  after  repeated 
negotiation,  that  they  had  obtained  the 
promise  of  a  separate  Department  and  a 
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responsible  Minister  of  Agriculture.  He 
did  not  think  that  such  treatment  was 
accorded  to  the  agricultural  interest  in 
other  countries ;  it  certainly  was  not  in 
the  United  States  and  France.  What 
was  it  they  asked  for?  It  had  been 
decided  that  Grand  Committees  were  to 
bo  formed  for  the  discussion  of  various 
subjects,  and  those  who  Represented 
this  most  important  interest  only  asked 
that  agricultural  matters  should  be  dis- 
cussed by  a  Committee  composed  of 
Members  who  were  conversant  with 
agriculture.  There  was  a  thing  in  con- 
nection with  agriculture  to  marvel  at 
In  regard  to  almost  every  other  pursuit, 
under  the  sun  some  knowlege,  training, 
and  experience  was  deemed  to  be  neces- 
sary on  the  part  of  those  who  undertook  to 
deal  with  it ;  but  that  was  not  the  case 
with  agriculture.  Almost  everybody 
deemed  himself  competent  to  advise  the 
farmer  how  to  farm  hxA  land.  They 
were  asked  to  have  this  Ghrand  Commit- 
tee composed  of  very  eminent  men,  no 
doubt,  but  not  men  eminent  in  agricul- 
tural knowledge.  The  Government  ap- 
peared to  think  that  the  moment  a  Mem- 
ber was  appointed  on  such  a  Committee 
he  would  be  able  to  deal  with  the  inte- 
rests of  agriculture  by  intuition.  They 
did  not  want  to  deal  with  agricultural 
questions  men  of  the  Wilkins  Micawber 
kind  —  this  gentleman,  as  related  by 
Dickens,  having,  when  expecting  to 
leave  this  country  for  America,  put  on 
a  planter's  hat  and  busied  himself  with 
casting  a  critical  eye  on  the  cattle  that 
passed,  although  he  could  not  tell  a  cow 
from  a  horse.  They  did  not  want  to 
deal  with  ag^cultural  questions  men 
who  could  not  distinguish  oats  from 
barley,  and  who  told  them  that  jam- 
making  and  the  growing  of  '*  button- 
holes "  was  the  panacea  for  all  the  ills 
the  industry  was  suffering  from.  They 
ought  to  make  a  stand  and  insist  on 
having  a  Committee  in  which  agricul- 
tural affairs  would  be  properly  dis- 
cussed; and  he  hoped  that  this  justice 
would  not  be  denied  to  a  depressed  and 
long-suffering  interest. 

The  FIE8T  LORD  op  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Knatch- 
buU-Hugessen)  appeared  to  be  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  the  work  which 
devolved  upon  Standing  Committees. 
The  question  they  had  to  consider  was 


how  they  might  constitute  the  Committee 
so  as  to  give  full  expression  to  the  views 
of  hou.  Members  in  different  parts  of 
the  House.  His  hon.  Friend  seemed  to 
fear  that  if  there  was  not  a  separate 
Committee  on  Agriculture  a  serious  blow 
would  be  dealt  at  that  interest  all  over 
the  Kingdom.  Would  his  hon.  Friend 
say  that  the  Railway  Bill  was  a  Bill 
which  solely  affected  agriculture?  It 
also  affected  trade,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  refer  that  Bill  to  an  Agricul- 
tural Committee.  Indeed,  he  could 
hardly  conceive  any  Bill  dealing  with 
trade  that  did  not  affect  agriculture.  To 
confine  the  Committee,  then,  to  agricul- 
ture, would  place  agriculture  at  a 
serious  disadvantage ;  and  he  believed 
that  if  the  Government  took  the  course 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend  they 
would  seriously  cripple  the  power  of 
Agricultural  Members  to  deal  with  the 
important  interests  of  their  constituents. 
Then  the  question  arose  as  to  what  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  an  Agricultural 
Committee.  One  thing  had  been  men- 
tioned— the  Bill  for  an  Agricultural 
Department.  That  was  a  matter  of 
considerable  importance,  and  ought  not 
to  be  referred  to  a  Standing  Committee 
at  all.  The  Bill  would  not  be  one  of 
any  considerable  length,  and  he  thought 
it  ought  to  come  before  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  Ho  could  not  give 
his  assent  to  an  Agricultural  Commit- 
tee ;  but  if  the  circumstances  of- another 
year  were  different  and  rendered  it 
necessary,  then  it  would  be  fully  open 
to  Parliament  to  take  what  action  it 
pleased. 

Mil.  C.  W.  GRAY  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
the  interests  of  agriculture  should  be 
fairly  represented  in  this  House,  and 
he  was  anxious  that,  whatever  step  was 
taken  in  connection  with  these  Com- 
mittees, that  agriculture  should  have 
perfectly  fair  play.  He  did  not  think 
that  in  the  past  that  attention  had  been 
paid  to  agriculture  which  the  impor- 
tance of  the  industry  demanded,  at  any 
rate,  in  the  future.  But  it  appeared  to 
him  that  their  object  in  reference  to  this 
question  should  be  to  aim  at  having 
these  Committees  so  constituted  that  the 
opinions  that  came  down  from  them  to 
the  House  should  come  down  with  the 
greatest  amount  of  weight  possible ;  and 
he  fancied  that  there  would  bo  more 
weight  given  by  the  House  to  opinions 
which  came  down  from  a  mixed  Com- 
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mittee  of  Trade  and  Agriculture  than 
"would  be  given  to  those  which  come 
down  from  a  specific  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture. On  that  ground  and  on  that  line 
he  would  support  the  suggestion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  —  on  the  understanding 
that  agriculture  was  specifically  named 
in  the  title  of  the  Committee,  and  that 
the  Agricultural  Members  would  have  a 
perfect  right,  if  they  found  this  plan 
work  badly,  to  raise  the  question  again 
on  some  future  period. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  (Devon, 
South  Molton)  said,  he  agreed  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  dissociate  questions 
of  Trade  from  questions  of  Agriculture, 
but  there  was  one  point  he  should  like 
to  press  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House — namely,  that 
he  would  reconsider  the  question  of  en- 
larging the  number  of  Members  on  the 
Standing  Committee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread)  had 
appealed  to  him  a  few  nights  ago  on  the 
question,  and  on  reflection  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  surely  agree  that 
it  would  be  impossible  within  a  limit 
of  40  Members  to  appoint  a  Committee 
which  would  be  thoroughly  representa- 
tive, and  would  be  able  to  deal  practi- 
cally witli  these  important  matters. 

Mr.  SPEAKEK:  The  question  of 
the  number  of  Members  forming  the 
Grand  Committees  will  come  under  con- 
sideration on  a  subsequent  part  of  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  BEOOKFIELD  (Sussex,  Eye) 
said,  he  would  point  out  to  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  near  him  the  actual 
state  of  affairs  caused  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage)  and  by  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment down  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Gal  way  (Colonel  Nolan).  As  he 
understood  the  matter  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  GreatGrimsby,if  adopted, 
would  stultify  the  subsequent  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Galway, 
and  for  that  reason  he  opposed  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. As  to  the  actual  merits  of  the 
proposal  to  which  they  had  listened, 
there  seemed  to  be  a  remarkable  con- 
census of  opinion  between  the  occupants 
of  the  two  Front  Benches  in  favour  of  the 
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policy  of  "masterly  inactivity"  and 
postponement.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  asked  the  House  on 
various  occasions  to  suggest  anything: 
practical  to  remedy  the  evil  which  had 
fallen  upon  agriculture,  which  was 
reckoned  the  principal  industry  of  this 
country.  Well  he  (Mr.  Brookfield) 
ventured  to  think  that  a  practical  sug- 
gestion had  now  been  made,  and  if  the 
Government  would  accept  it,  it  would 
be  an  evidence  that  they  were  anxious 
to  do  something  for  agriculture.  The 
agriculturists  wished  to  be  allowed  to 
discuss  matters  affecting  their  interests 
through  their  own  Eepresentatives.  As 
to  the  questions  which  were  likely  to 
come  before  an  Agricultural  Committee, 
he  did  not  understand  the  discrepancy 
between  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  and  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  having  pointed  out  that 
the  Eailway  Eates  Bill  would  be  a  mea- 
sure of  the  greatest  importance  to  agri- 
cultural constituencies,  and  holding  that 
for  that  reason  it  should  be  discussed 
by  a  thoroughly  competent  Grand  Com- 
mittee, whereas  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  in  speaking  of  another  measure 
— namely,  a  Bill  for  the  Establishment 
of  a  Department  of  Agriculture,  had 
said  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
not  be  right  to  relegate  its  considera- 
tion to  a  Grand  Committee,  but  that  it 
should  be  discussed  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House.  If  they  looked 
through  the  list  of  measures  before  the 
House  this  Session  they  would  find  that 
there  were  no  less  than  14,  which  were 
intimately  connected  with  Agriculture. 
He  was  loth  to  detain  the  House,  but 
he  felt  compelled  to  say  that  they  would 
do  well  to  reject  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Heneage)  with  a  view  to  the  acceptance 
of  that  which  would  take  its  place  upon 
its  being  defeated — that  was  to  say,  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Gal- 
way. As  to  the  argument  that  there 
were  not  enough  Agricultural  Members 
to  be  found  in  the  House  to  enable  a 
panel  to  be  struck  to  serve  both  on  a 
Grand  Committee  on  Trade  and  a  Grand 
Committee  on  Agriculture,  that  was  a 
state  of  things  for  which  the  remedy 


S97        SuBtnfSi  of  the  Rouse      {Maroh  6,  1888}         {Rules  o/Procedure), 


398 


rested  with  Her  Majesty's  Governmont, 
who  possessed  means  to  persuade  Gon- 
tlemon  who  sat  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  and  professed  to  represent 
agricultural  constituencies,  to  take  less 
frequent  holidays  and  pay  closer  atten- 
tion to  their  Parliamentary  duties. 

Sir  RIOHAED  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  he  thought  it  would  he  a 
convenient  plan  that  this  question 
should  be  altogether  decided  on  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  They 
must  bear  in  mind  that  the  alternative 
to  this  proposal  was  one  of  a  very 
serious  cnaraoter.  It  was  no  less  than 
to  ask  the  House  to  set  up  alongside  of 
the  two  Committees  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government^  a  third  Com- 
mittee to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Agriculture.  As  practical  men  they  had 
to  ask  themselves  whether  there  was 
any  probability  at  the  present  time  of  a 
sufficient  amount  of  Business  arising  to 
justify  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
on  Agriculture,  and  the  answer  to  that 
question  would  be  found  in  the  determi- 
nation of  what  was  the  extent  of  the 
meaning  attached  to  the  word  ^*  Agri- 
culture. If  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House  was  to  be  followed,  Agriculture 
would  be  held  to  include  horses,  fish, 
glebes,  Land  Bills,  Crofters'  Bills,  agri- 
cultural holdings,  agricultural  labourers, 
and  so  on.  If  they  intended  the  term 
*'  Agriculture  "  to  include  all  legislation 
upon  questions  in  any  way  affecting 
land,  then  the  matter  assumed  a  different 
aspect,  and  became  of  such  grave  im- 
portance that  they  might  well  ask  that 
questions  of  this  nature  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  consideration  of  a  separate 
Committee.  Looking  at  the  term 
**  Agriculture  "  in  its  more  limited  form, 
and  taking  the  view  that  had  been  al- 
ready placed  before  the  House  that  the 
only  question  of  importance  which  could 
be  rightly  sent  to  the  Committee  was 
that  of  Bailway  Eates,  it  was  obvious 
that  there  could  be  no  ground  or  reason 
for  supporting  the  appointment  of  a 
distinct  Committee  on  Ag^culture.  He 
trusted  that  those  who  would  have  the 
selection  of  the  hon.  Members  who 
would  compose  the  Committee  who 
would  have  to  decide  this  question  of 
Eailway  Eates,  would  not  overburden 
that  Committee  with  railway  directors. 
No  doubt  these  were  Gentlemen  who 
had  done  good  work,  and  whose  services 


were  of  great  value,  but  it  was  possible 
to  have  too  many  of  them  on  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  kind.  He  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  accepted  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Groat  Grimsby  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Yes ;  that  is  so. 

Sir  EICHAED  PAGET :  Then  with 
that  statement  I  am  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  move  the  whole  of  his 
Amendment  ? 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  No ;  only  part  of  it. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  C0M\IITTEE8 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  would  suggest  a  slight  alteration 
In  the  Amendment.  He  would  propose 
that  it  should  run  ''Trade  shall  include 
Agriculture  and  Fishing." 

Mr.  HENEAGE :  I  am  quite  willing 
to  accept  that  alteration. 

Original  Amendment,  by  leave,  with* 
drawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  after 
the  word  **  revived,"  to  add  the  words 
''and  that  Trade  shall  include  Agri- 
culture and  Fishing." 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Viscount  LYMINGTON  said,  he 
would  now  move  the  omission  of  the 
Proviso  laying  down  that  the  Com- 
mittee shoidd  consist  of  not  more  than 
60  nor  loss  than  40  Members.  He  felt 
that  a  new  industry  had  been  added  to 
the  subjects  to  be  considered  by  the 
Committee  on  Trade.  He  submitted 
that  the  duty  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion was  a  very  onerous  and  difficult 
one  before,  and  that  the  difficulty  had 
now  been  increased  ten-fold.  He  thought 
it  would  be  extremely  difficult  for  the 
Committee  of  Solection  to  find  within 
40,  possibly  60,  Members  Eeprosonta- 
tives  of  all  the  varied  interests  of  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  seemed  to 
think  that  the  duty  of  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee was  a  duty  which  ought  really 
to  be  undertaken  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet  itself — that  was  to  say,  by  a 
Committee  of  Gentlemen  sitting  round 
a  table  and  considering  what  the  details 
of  a  Bill  ought  to  be.  He  (Viscount 
Lymington),  however,  maintained  that 
the  duty  could  not  be  properly  performed 
by  a  Committee  of  40  or  even  60  Mem- 
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proposed  would  be  nothing  more  nor 
less  than  an  enlarged  Select  Committee, 
and  that  there  would  be  almost  insuper- 
able difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  proper 
composition  of  the  body.  There  would 
be  rivalries,  heart-burnings,  jealousies, 
and  imperfections,  and  the  Keport,  when 
presented,  would  not  bear  the  authority 
which  such  a  Heport  ought  to  bear,  and 
the  time  of  the  House  would  be  wasted 
in  re-discussions.  He  thought  the  con- 
stituencies would  be  dissatisfied  if  they 
found  their  Members  had  not  oppor- 
tunities of  serving  on  the  Committee. 
No  doubt  Members  coxild  submit  pro- 
posals in  writing  which  could  be  put  be- 
fore the  Committee ;  but  the  experience 
of  all  Gentlemen  who  had  had  to  do  with 
public  affairs  was  this— that  proposals 
submitted  in  writing  by  an  absent  person 
met  with  but  scant  justice  and  imperfect 
hearing. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLAlDSTONE  said,  that 
the  appeal  to  the  Government,  led  in  the 
first  instance  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
Mowbray),  had  been  strongly  supported 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House. 
So  far  as  he  could  gather,  very  much 
the  same  opinion  was  held  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side.  They  would  do  well  to  be 
guided  by  experience  in  this  matter, 
unless  there  were  some  strong  reason 
for  desiring  a  change.  Undoubtedly, 
the  number  chosen  in  1882  for  these 
Committees  might  be  fairly  considered 
to  have  worked  well ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  might  have  been  some 
grounds  for  changing  the  number  if  it 
had  been  proposed  to  appoint  a  great 
many  Standing  Committees.  But  that 
was  not  so ;  and  he  did  not  entertain 
any  doubt  that  the  House  would  be 
gratified  and  time  would  be  saved  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  the 
old  number,  and  form  the  Committees 
as  they  were  formed  in  1882. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
at  once  answer  the  appeal  made  to  him 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  He  could  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had 
every  wish  to  meet  the  views  of  hon. 
Members  in  all  parts  of  the  House. 
This  limit  of  numbers  had  been  pro- 
posed under  the  impression  that  the 
House  generally  was  prepared  to  accept 
a  smaller  rather  than  a  larger  number 
of  Members.  It  was  thought,  moreover, 
that  there  might  be  some  difficulty  in 


bers,  althoug:h,  no  doubt,  the  vital  de- 
tails of  a  Government  Bill  should  be 
properly  considered  beforehand  by  the 
Cabinet  before  the  measure  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  The  House  had 
thought  fit,  and  very  wisely  as  he  thought, 
to  add  tlie  questions  of  agriculture  and 
fishing  to  the  question  of  trade,  therefore 
he  hoped  they  would  not  depart  from  the 
old  rule  and  dimiuish  the  number  of 
Members  of  the  Standing  Committee. 
Holding  these  views,  he  begged  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  Proviso. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  5,  to 
leave  out  from  the  word  **  revived  '*  to 
the  end  of  the  Question. — {Viscount 
Lymington,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question.*' 

Mb.  baking  (London)  said,  he 
hoped  the  Leader  of  the  House  would 
consent  to  drop  this  Proviso.  He  (Mr. 
Baring)  had  had  experience  of  the  Grand 
Committee  on  Trade,  and  he  had  never 
found  it  too  large  for  easy  working  or 
too  small  for  full  discussion.  If  agricul- 
ture was  to  be  fairly  represented,  as  he 
had  no  doubt  it  would  be,  knowing 
what  he  did  of  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, if  the  Proviso  were  retained  they 
would  be  running  very  serious  risks. 
There  might  be,  and  very  probably 
would  be,  serious  doubts  raised  whe- 
ther a  Report  made  by  a  Committee 
on  a  commercial  subject  of  importance, 
the  commercial  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee numbering,  perhaps,  not  more 
than  25,  would  have  sufficient  weight 
with  the  House  to  carry  the  Bill  when  it 
came  from  the  Committee  without  re- 
discussion  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  Under  the  old  conditions,  there 
had  been  sufficient  confidence  felt  in  the 
Committee  on  Trade  to  induce  the  House 
to  accept  a  Bill  when  it  came  back,  and 
to  pass  it  through  the  Committee  stage 
without  re  discussion.  If,  however, 
questions  affecting  both  agriculture  and 
trade  were  submitted  to  so  small  a 
Committee,  he  was  afraid  the  Keport 
of  the  Committee  on  matters  of  commerce 
(for  he  would  not  presume  to  speak 
about  agriculture)  would  not  have  suffi- 
cient weight  to  carry  the  measure 
through  the  House  in  this  way. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  also 
hoped  the  Proviso  would  be  withdrawn. 
He  feared  that  the  limited  Committee 
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finding  Members  to  take  their  places  on 
all  the  Committees  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  appoint  that  year.  The 
Government  had  already  asked  the 
House  to  appoint  several  very  important 
Committees;  they  had  asked  for  Com- 
mittees on  the  Army  Estimates,  on  the 
Navy  Estimates,  and  on  the  Bevenue 
Services.  There  was  also  another  Com- 
mittee on  the  Estimates  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler).  These  would  occupy  the  time 
of  a  considerable  number  of  Members 
of  the  House.  As  he  was  satisfied, 
however,  that  it  was  the  view  of  the 
House,  as  a  whole,  that  the  limit  of 
numbers  should  remain  as  it  had  been 
before,  he  would  at  once  accept  the 
suggestion  that  had  been  made,  and 
agree  to  the  Proviso  being  struck 
out. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  eiruch  out. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  proposed  to  add  at 
the  end  of  Eule  13 — 

**  That  there  he  added  another  Standing 
Committee  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills 
relating  to  Scotland  only/* 

It  was  impossible  for  this  House  to  deal 
adequately  with  all  the  details  of  all  the 
Bills  relating  to  each  of  the  Three  King- 
doms. The  only  way  to  get  rid  of  the 
present  Parliamentary  impotence  was  to 
devolve  some  of  their  work  upon  por- 
tions of  the  House  specially  appointed 
for  the  purpose.  The  experimeiit  made 
a  few  years  ago  was  avowedly  only  an 
experiment,  and  it  was  understood  that 
if  it  succeeded  the  principle  was  to  be 
carried  a  great  deal  further.  On  both 
sides  of  the  House  it  was  admitted  that 
the  experiment  had  been  successful.  The 
Committee  on  Trade  had  been  eminently 
successful,  and  the  fact  that  the  success 
of  the  Committee  on  Law  had  not  been  so 
great  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  subjects 
undertaken  by  the  Committee  were  too 
large,  especially  in  regard  to  Scotland. 
In  the  Committee  Scottish  law  could  not 
get  a  fair  chance,  from  the  fact  that  it 
was  entirely  different  from  English  law, 
and  the  Scottish  legal  Members  were  a 
small  minority  compared  with  the  Eng- 
lish legal  Members  on  the  Committee. 
Therefore,  he  held  strongly  that  not 
only  must  they  carry  the  experiment  of 
Grand  Committees  a  great  deal  further, 


but  that  they  should  not  succeed  until 
they  had  localized  some  of  these  Standing 
Committees,  and  madethem  deal  with  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  In 
regard  to  this  question,  he  did  not  wish 
to  go  beyond  his  own  country.     Some 
of  his  Friends  might  have  a  great  deal 
to  say  about  Wales  and  other  parts  of 
the  country;  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  admitted  that  the  Scottish  case  was 
the  strongest  of  all  as  a  matter  of  prac- 
tical politics.    They  had  in  Scotland  a 
much  greater  divergence  of  law,  of  insti- 
tutions, of  habits  and  customs  than  in 
any  other  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Wales  claimed  a  separate  nationality; 
but  the  laws  of  Wales  had  been  assimi- 
lated to  the  laws  of  England.    That  was 
not  the  case  in  Scotland.     There  were  no 
less  than  18  Bills  this  Session  relating  to 
Scotland  only,  and  almost  every  one  of 
those  Bills  was  of  a  specially  local  cha- 
racter— interesting  to  Scotsmen  alone. 
Here  were  a  few  of  them  as  specimens. 
The  Small  Debts  (Scotland)  Bill,  the 
University  of  Glasgow    (St.    Mungo's 
College)  Bill,  the  Agricultural  Labourers' 
Holidays  (Scotland)    Bill,    the   Burgh 
Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill,  the 
Crofters'  Holdings  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
the  Education  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill,  the  Herring  Fishery  Bill,  the 
Land  Tenure  (Scotland)  Bill,  the  Paro- 
chial Boards   (Scotland)  Bill,  and  the 
Poinding  (Scotland)  Bill.    These  were 
all  peculiarly  Scottish  subjects,  and  there 
was  not  the  least  doubt  that  this  Grand 
Committee,   at  all  events,   would  have 
sufficient  Business  to  do,  so  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  that  respect. 
The  only  Bill  that  could  be  referred  to 
the  proposed  Grand  Committees  was  the 
Poinding  (Scotland)  Bill,  which  might 
be  sent  to  the  Law  Committee.     Now, 
what  chance  would  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
law  of  poinding  in  Scotland  have   of 
being  dealt  with  by  English  lawyers, 
who    would    say — "What    on    earth 
does    poinding   mean  ?  "      It    seemed 
that,  Scotsman  as  he  was,  he  had  not 
been  pronouncing  the  word  properly, 
for  some  of  his  Friends  beside  him  told 
him  ''  pinding  "  was  the  correct  pronun- 
ciation.  What  he  wanted  was  that  they 
should  have  something  like  the  Scottish 
Saturdays  of  previous  Sessions.     [  Crus 
of  **  No  ! "]     He  did  not  mean  that  they 
should  sit  on  Saturdays,  but  that  the 
Committee  he    proposed    should   have 
something  of   the  character  of   these 
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disposed  to  pay— and  even  if  a  Scottish 
measure  were  partially  delayed  for  a 
short  time,  he  should  have  no  fear  of  the 
voice  of  the  country  in  a  reasonable  time 
making  itself  heard.  The  ground  upon 
which  he  supported  this  Motion  was  that 
the  work  was  not  done  ;  and  his  short 
experience  had  convinced  him  it  never 
would  be  or  could  be  done.  He  did  not 
charge  that  upon  any  particular  Party. 
He  did  not  charge  that  on  the  Govern- 
ment any  more  than  on  the  Opposition 
when  they  were  in  power.  He  thought 
there  were  great  excuses  for  both  Parties. 
During  the  Parliament  of  1880-85,  in 
which  he  had  not  a  seat,  he  was  in  an 
office  in  which  it  was  his  duty  very  closely 
to  observe  the  progress  of  Scottish  legis- 
lation. At  the  beginning  of  that  Parlia- 
ment there  was  a  large  accumulation  of 
Scottish  Business  which  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment was  anxious  to  forward,  in- 
cluding measures  upon  which  they  knew 
the  hearts  of  the  Scottish  people  were 
set,  which  received  the  most  careful 
consideration  and  the  approval  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  were  then  launched  in  this 
House.  The  impression  of  any  novice 
would  have  been  that  the  passing  of  Bills 
which  had  received  that  imprimatur  was 
a  practical  certainty.  But  the  experi- 
ence of  five  years  had  taught  them  that, 
however  carefully  those  Bills  were  pre- 
pared, and  however  anxiously  they  were 
looked  forward  to,  instead  of  their  passing 
being  a  practical  certainty,  there  was  very 
long  odds  against  any  Government  Bill 
relating  to  Scotland  passing  at  all.  The 
exception  to  the  course  which  these  Bills 
followed  proved  the  rule ;  because,  for  a 
short  length  of  time,  the  administration 
of  Scotland  was  reinforced  by  the  presence 
of  Lord  Rosebery  at  the  Home  Office. 
He  was  Under  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  but  he  was  specially 
charged  with  the  entire  control  of  Scot- 
tish Business.  He  foreshadowed  the 
Scottish  Minister,  who  shortly  after- 
wards was  created  by  Parliament.  In 
1882,  the  first  Session  after  Lord  Kose- 
bery  came  to  the,  Home  Office,  by  im- 
mense exertions  on  his  part  a  certain 
amount  of  Government  time  was  secured 
for  Scottish  Bills,  and  five,  he  thought, 
were  passed.  Three  of  these  were  of 
great  importance — namely,  the  Entail 
Act,  the  Education  Endowments  Act, 
and  the  Fishery  Board  Act.  All  these 
Bills  required  much  discussion,  and  ex- 
cited   in    various    quarters    strenuous 


sittings,  when  all  Members  from  other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom,  who  were  not 
immediately  interested  in  the  subject 
under  discussion,  absented  themselves. 
He  learned  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Dumfries  Burghs  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reed)  had  put  upon  the  Paper  a 
Notice  to  very  considerably  extend  this 
Motion.  If  the  House  felt  inclined  to 
carry  that  addition,  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  would  be  extremely  well 
pleased ;  but  as  he  was  afraid  the  Party 
opposite  required  educating  before  the 
adoption  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
suggestion,  he  preferred  the  curtailed 
form  of  his  own  Amendment,  which  he 
hoped  the  House  would  concede. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question  as  amended,  to 
add  the  words — **That  there  be  added  another 
Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration  of 
all  Bills  relating  to  Scotland  only."--(iSi'r 
OeoTffe  Campbell.) 

Question' proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.)  said,  he  wished  to  explain 
that  he  supported  the  Motion,  not  with 
any  desire  to  remove  the  Business  of 
Scotland  from  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  They  heard  complaints  from 
Scotland  that  the  voice  of  Scotland  was 
occasionally  overborne  in  matters  in 
which  it  had  a  good  right  to  decide. 
He  might  instance  such  a  question 
as  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of  the  liquor 
traffic.  They  had  a  Bill  last  year  as  to 
the  early  closing  of  public-houses  in 
Scotland,  as  to  which  the  vast  majority 
of  the  Scottish  Members  on  both  sides 
voted  one  way,  and  yet  their  view  did 
not  prevail  on  account  of  the  majority, 
which  was  made  up  of  English  Members. 
That  was  a  peculiar  class  of  case,  because 
it  related  to  a  subject  which,  by  increas- 
ing consent,  was  one  which  was  suitable 
to  be  decided  by  the  locality,  and  even 
in  areas  much  smaller  than  the  Kingdom 
of  Scotland.  It  was  not  upon  that  ground, 
therefore,  that  he  supported  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  should  be  content, 
if  they  could  get  consideration  of  their 
Scottish  Business  in  this  House,  to  abide 
the  differences  of  opinion  that  might 
arise — to  rely  upon  the  deference  which 
English  Members  would  naturally  pay 
to  the  opinion  of  Scottish  Members  on 
matters  which  the  latter  knew  best, 
and  which  he  thought  they  were  entirely 
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opposition ;  and  if  an  effort  had  not  been 
made,  which  he  attributed  to  that  Minis- 
ter— an   effort  which   had   never   been 
made  before  or  since — those  Bills  could 
not  have  received  the    discussion  they 
required ;   and  though  they  were  now 
doing  most  useful  work  in  Scotland,  he 
did  not  believe  that,  up  to  this  hour,  they 
would  have  been  passed.    There  were 
other  Bills  of  not  less  importance — the 
University  Bill,  for    example  —  which 
illustrated  what  he  said,  an  important 
Bill  they  had  never  been  able  to  get 
through  Parliament.     He  thought  with 
his  bon.  Friend  that  that  position  was 
partly  due  to  the  intrinsic  nature  of  the 
business  itself.    It  had  been  of  great 
advantage  to  Scotland,  and  to  England 
also,  and  bore  a  very  favourable  com- 
parison to  what  they  saw  in  another  part 
of  the  Empire,  that  the  laws  and  institu- 
tions of  Scotland  were  untouched  and 
unimpaired.  When  the  Union  with  Scot- 
land was  completed,  they  retained  their 
Presbyterian  form  of  Church  Govern- 
ment ;  they  retained  their  laws,  and  all 
their    administrative    institutions,    and 
their  system  of  education.      But  anyone 
who  had  had  any  contact  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  Scottish  Business,  when 
it  was  nominally  lodged  in  the  Home 
Office,  would   say  by   experience   how 
excessively  difficult  it  was — almost  an 
impossibility — for  English  officials  who 
were  fully  occupied  to    understand  or 
engage  personally  in  the  administration 
of  Scottish  Business.      And    the  very 
same    was    true   of  Parliament.     The 
House  of  Commons  had  not  time  to 
master  the  details  of  Scottish  Bills,  or 
even  the  phraseology  which  would  en- 
able it  to  understand   them,  or  those 
slight  differences  which  sometimes  were 
all  the  more  puzzling   because   slight, 
between    the    institutions  of    Scotland 
and    England.      That    was   the    price 
which  the  House  of  Commons  had  to 
pay  for  the  tranquillity  which  Scotland 
enjoyed.       Scotland  knew  that  it  was 
allowed  to  do  its  Business,  if  at  all,  in 
its   own  way.      Therefore,    there  had 
been  no  discontent  or  disaffection.  What 
they  contended  now  was,  not  that  the 
Business  was  done  wrongly,  but  that  it 
was  not  done  at  all.  Last  year  they  had 
an  example   of  how  they   were  to  be 
treated  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Scottish  business.     A  few  Scottish  Bills 
were  thrown  at  their  heads  at  a  very  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  they  were  told 


that  if  the  Scottish  Members  agpreed  upon 
them  they  would  be  brought  in  and 
allowed  to  pass.  But  how  could  they  be 
expected  to  agree  on  the  details  of  Bills 
on  the  backstairs  of  the  House  ?  It  was 
on  the  Floor  of  the  House — by  discussion 
and  mutual  accommodation — that  agree- 
ment ought  to  be  arrived  at ;  and  if  a  Bill 
was  rushed  through  the  House  in  any 
other  way  the  result  was  sure  to  be  un- 
satisfactory. A  feeling  with  regard  to 
that  was  growing  up  in  Scotland,  and  he 
in  all  earnestness  regarded  it  with  some 
alarm.  He  thought  the  neglect  that 
Scottish  Business  had  met  with  was 
wrong.  It  was  a  thing  which  admitted 
of  a  great  deal  of  excuse;  but  still  it 
was  wrong,  and  therefore  likely  to  bring 
evil  consequences  in  its  train,  and  those 
who  are  acquainted  with  Scotland  knew 
that  some  wild  and  far-reaching  pro- 
posals were  now  becoming  current.  Scot- 
tish Members  were  questioned  as  to  how 
the  Business  of  Scotland  was  done,  and 
it  was  impossible  for  them  to  say  that  it 
was  properly  done,  or  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer.  For  these  three  reasons  he 
would  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend — in  the  first  place,  because 
Scotch  Business  was  not  done ;  secondly, 
because  there  was  a  reason  in  the  nature 
of  the  Business  itself  why  it  was  not  done, 
and  why  separate  and  distinct  treatment 
was  necessary;  and,  thirdly,  because 
there  was  a  feeling  growing  up  in  Scot- 
land which  required  the  consideration  of 
that  House. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
said,  he  was  sorry  his  hon.  Friend,  in 
bringing  forward  this  Amendment,  did 
not  bear  in  mind  the  advice  of  a  great 
American  statesman,  not  to  swop  horses 
when  crossing  a  stream.  He  put  down 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Dum- 
fries Burghs  (Mr.  E.  T.  Keid)  put  down 
an  Amendment  to  it.  It  was  to  be  pre- 
sumed that,  before  putting  down  these 
Amendments,  they  studied  the  matter, 
and  they  brought  forward  two  alterna- 
tive schemes,  which  were  probably  the 
best  that  the  united  wisdom  of  the 
Scottish  Members  could  evolve  of  effect- 
ing the  purposes  they  had  in  view. 
When  one  had  studied  this  Amendment, 
and  come  to  discuss  the  pros  and  cons, 
they  found  a  complete  change  of  front. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
withdrew  the  Amendment  as  it  stood  on 
the  Paper,  and  he  understood  that  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries 
did  not  intend  to  propose  Lis. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
that  was  a  hasty  assumption  on  the  part 
of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Dr.  CAMERON  said,  he  would  as- 
sume that  he  did  not  and  assume  that 
he  did,  and  probably  that  would  cover 
what  would  take  place.  If  there  were 
added  another  Standing  Oommittee  for 
the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to 
Scotland,  in  what  position  should  they 
find  themselves  ?  An  Order  had  already 
been  carried  constituting  Grand  Com- 
mittees on  four  subjects.  Those  Grand 
Committees,  according  to  the  Resolution 
of  1882,  would  absorb  300  Members,  or 
close  on  half  the  House.  He  presumed 
they  were  not  going  to  keep  all  the 
Scotch  Members  out  of  those  Grand 
Committees.  A  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  Members  of  the  House  would  be 
occupied  on  those  Committees,  and  they 
were  given  to  understand  that  there 
would  probably  be  others.  The  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  had  told  them,  a  few  minutes 
before,  that  no  Member  would  serve  on 
two  of  those  Committees.  Were  the 
Scottish  Members  to  be  debarred  from 
those  Committees,  or  shut  out  from  the 
discussion  of  Scottish  Business  relegated 
to  that  Committee  ?  That  was  the  posi- 
tion, assuming  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dumfries  did  not  move  his 
Amendment.  But  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  did  move  his  Amend- 
ment, it  was  proposed  that  all  the 
Scottish  Members  should  constitute  the 
Scottish  Grand  Committee,  and,  there- 
fore, he  presumed  that  none  of  the 
Scottish  Members  would  be  allowed  to 
sit  on  any  other  of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees. Was  that  a  state  of  things 
which  the  Scottish  Members  wished  to 
bring  about?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  proposed  that  to  this  Scottish 
Committee  should  be  relegated  all 
Scottish  Bills;  that  they  should  pass 
the  second  readings  of  Bills,  which 
would  be  equivalent  to  a  second  reading 
in  the  House ;  that  the  Bills  should  then 
go  back  to  the  Committee  to  go  through 
the  Committee  stage ;  and  that  the 
Bills  should  go  through  without  the 
House  having  anything  to  do  with  them. 
He  could  not  imagine  that  that  was  a 
Echeme  which  the  House  would  adopt, 
and  if  the  House  did  adopt  it,  it  would 
do  nothing  to    bring  the  conduct    of 
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Scottish  Business  into  accordance  with 
the  views  of  the  Scottish  people.  What 
was  it  that  made  Scottish  Business  in 
that  House  so  dissonant  from  the  views 
of  the  general  public  in  Scotland  ?  Why, 
the  fact  that  the  Administration  was  not 
responsible  to  Scottish  opinion,  and 
could  defy  the  entire  vote  of  the  Scottish 
Members  of  the  House,  so  long  as  it  had 
a  majority  of  English  Members  on  the 
other  side.  Not  merely  was  that  the 
case,  but  the  Scottish  Executive  could 
even  defy  the  opinion  of  the  House 
of  Commons  altogether,  so  long  as  it  had 
the  House  of  Lords  at  its  back ;  because 
it  could  throw  out,  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  any  Bill  it  chose,  even  if  the 
whole  of  the  Scottish  opinion  in  this 
House  and  even  if  the  whole  opinion  of 
this  House  wero  in  favour  of  it.  If  they 
were  to  carry  either  of  the  proposals  of 
his  hon.  Friend  they  would  not  be  ad- 
vanced one  whit  farther.  At  present 
they  had  their  Tea  Room  meetings ;  but 
he  ventured  to  say  that  the  result  was 
simply  to  show  how  absolutely  indifferent 
the  Executive  were  to  the  opinion  of 
Scottish  Members.  He  would  give 
them  an  instance,  which  he  quoted 
simply  because  it  showed  what  did  occur 
and  what  would  occur.  A  Public- House 
Early  Closing  Bill  came  before  the 
House,  and  a  vast  majority  of  the 
Scottish  Members  voted  in  favour  of  it, 
so  much  so  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  obliged  to  give  way  and  consent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  They 
had  a  meeting  of  the  Scottish  Members, 
and  the  Bill  was  brought  so  thoroughly 
into  accord  with  their  views  that  about 
40  or  50  voted  for  it  against  half-a-dozen 
on  the  other  side.  Did  the  Executive 
yield  to  that — a  matter  that  involved 
only  Scotland  and  only  a  small  interest 
in  Scotland  ?  Not  at  all.  They  sent  it 
up  to  the  House  of  Lords  and  turned  it 
topsy-turvey,  and  insisted  on  the  Lords' 
Amendments  being  adopted.  Now,  when 
he  had  brought  in  a  Bill  this  year  to 
overset  one  of  the  Lords'  Amendments, 
a  Member  of  the  Executive  blocked  the 
Bill.  And  what  better  would  they  be  off 
with  50  Scottish  Committees  ?  So  long  as 
they  had  a  Scottish  Executive  backed  up 
simply  by  a  dozen  Scottish  Members  re- 
presenting Conservative  opinions,  so  long 
they  must  have  the  administration  of 
Scottish  affairs,  the  carrying  of  Scottish 
Bills,  dependent  upon  the  views  of  the 
Party,  which  included  but  a  very  small 
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minority  of  the  Scottish  Bepresentatives. 
They  might  have  their  Grand  Com- 
mittees, or  Tea  Boom  meetings ;  but  they 
could  not  get  beyond  that.  He  thought 
that  what  they  wanted,  while  the  Houro 
remained  as  it  was,  was  an  opportunity  of 
discussion  in  that  House.  But  what  they 
had  to  do  was  to  put  the  Constitution  in 
the  melting-pot,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  phrased  it  with  regard  to 
Ireland.  They  wanted  to  go  a  little 
further  and  apply  the  same  principle 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  laid 
down  for  Ireland  to  Scotland,  and  then 
they  would  have  the  matter  satisfactorily 
arranged.  But,  as  for  this  peddling 
and  pottering  through  Grand  Com- 
mittees, it  was  not  wanted  by  the  people 
of  Scotland.  It  would  not  satisfy  them, 
and  it  would  not  cure  the  evils  com- 
plained of. 

Mr.  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  preferred  the  old  tradi- 
tional mode  of  managing  Scottish 
Business  to  that  proposed  by  the  Amend- 
ment. It  had  long  been  the  custom  to 
confer  with  the  Lord  Advocate  as  to 
non-contentious  Business,  and  when  they 
were  asked  to  meet  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  at  Dover  House  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  the  progress  of 
Scottish  Business.  When  there  was 
really  a  desire  to  pass  Scottish  Business, 
there  was  a  desire  also  to  make  com- 
promises, and  when  compromises  were 
effected  Scottish  Business  went  on  as 
other  Business  did.  He  preferred  that 
mode  of  proceeding  to  having  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  In  a  case  where  difiB.- 
cult  matters  of  principle  had  to  be 
decided,  there  would  be  a  great  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion  one  way  or  the 
other,  and  that  would  give  the  minority 
no  chance  of  being  heard.  The  Bill 
would  come  back  to  that  House 
sanctioned  by  the  Committee  upstairs, 
and  the  House  would  believe  that  it 
embodied  the  view  of  the  Committee, 
whereas  it  would  in  all  probability  only 
be  the  view  of  the  majority  of  the 
Committee.  That  would  give  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs  exclusive  right  to  control 
all  Scottish  affairs;  and  they  might  have, 
for  instance,  such  a  Committee  sanction- 
ing the  views  of  the  Morayshire  Farmers' 
Club,  which  had  recently  been  shown 
were  not  the  views  of  the  whole  of  the 
farmers  of  Scotland.  The  Bill  would 
come  back  to  the  House,  and  English 


and  Irish  Members  would  be  coerced 
into  voting  for  it,  on  the  ground  that  it 
had  been  passed  by  a  Committee  of 
Scottish  Members.  They  would  not 
have  substantial  justice  meted  out  in 
this  way.  Many  of  these  subjects  dis- 
cussed upstrairs  would  never  be  heard  of 
or  be  relegated  to  local  tribunals,  and 
they  must  not  forget  that  if  they  were 
really  striving  to  carry  out  their  re- 
sponsibility for  the  good  of  the  Empire 
at  large,  they  must  take  the  opinion,  not 
of  72  Members,  but  of  672.  They 
wanted  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
grasp ;  and  while  he  was  not  going  to 
decry  the  capacity  of  Scottish  Members, 
if  they  added  to  themselves  600  men  and 
minds  they  would  get  a  bigger  and  more 
comprehensive  grasp.  He  knew  there 
might  be  disadvantage  and  delay,  and  that 
there  were  many  small  grievances  that 
waited  to  be  redressed ;  but  he  believed 
if  Scottish  Members  would  put  their 
heads  together,  that  if  there  was  a  sub- 
stantial grievance,  no  Government  could 
for  one  instant  decline  redress.  It  was 
when  18  Bills  were  brought  up,  the 
titles  of  which  really  required  explana- 
tion, and  many  of  which  would  never 
see  daylight,  and  when  they  were  told 
they  were  all  matters  of  sueh  impor- 
tance that  they  might  be  referred  to  a 
Committee — that  then  they  doubted  the 
expediency  of  the  tribunal.  Underneath 
all  this,  as  was  clearly  shown  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  (Dr.  Cameron),  there 
was  Home  Rule.  That  was  the  bottom 
and  basis  of  the  whole  concern.  Did 
the  people  of  Scotland  want  Home  Rule? 
He  maintained  they  did  not.  The  people 
of  Scotland  had  got  on  far  too  well  under 
the  Union.  They  were  far  too  canny, 
far  too  well-informed,  and  far  too  shrewd 
to  say  they  wanted  separation.  But 
that  was  what  people  of  the  school  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
wanted.  He  knew  very  well  that  what 
was  held  out  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
and  they  knew  very  well  what  99  out  of 
every  100  people  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant,  when  he  suggested 
that  if  they  could  only  vote  Home  Rule 
to  Ireland,  down  would  go  the  Church 
in  Wales,  and  down  would  go  the  Church 
in  Scotland.  That  was  at  the  bottom 
of  it,  and  he  was  there  to  protest  against 
the  assumption  being  forced  upon  the 
House  by  this  very  uncanny  Amendment. 

IFourth  Ni^hL\ 
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Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian) :  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  putting  aside  most  of  the 
topics  which  have  filled  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down. 
He  says  he  thinks  very  few  Scottish 
Members  would  support  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  after  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  they  will  be  few. 
I  certainly  will  not  be  deterred  by  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  from  sup- 
porting this  proposal.  I  did  not  gather 
distinctly  from  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  that  he  accepted  the  proposal. 
I  am  under  the  opposite  impression.  In 
my  opinion,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  afforded  additional  reason  for 
supporting  this  proposition.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  says 
that  Home  Kule  is  at  the  bottom  of  all 
this,  and  something  else  is  at  the  bottom 
of  Home  Hule — &e  Church  in  Wales 
and  the  Church  in  Scotland.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  only  means  by  that,  that 
.  the  question  of  the  Church  in  Scotland 
and  the  question  of  the  Church  in  Wales 
should  be  decided  according  to  Scottish 
and  to  Welsh  opinion,  with  the  proposal 
I  entirely  concur.  Apart  from  the 
question  whether  there  is  to  be  a  Grand 
Committee  on  Scottish  Bills  or  not,  I 
hope  the  House  of  Commons  will  pay 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  the  Scottish 
and  Welsh  Members.  But  the  subject 
is  only  darkened  and  complicated  by 
introducing  into  this  debate  matters  of 
the  kind  upon  which,  so  far  as  their 
merits  are  concerned,  there  are,  no  doubt, 
very  sharp  differences  of  opinion.  I 
look  upon  this  as  wholly  a  practical 
question  ;  and  as  regards  the  imputation 
that  it  covers  a  plan  of  Home  Hule,  all 
I  can  say  is,  I  believe  there  are  many 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  who 
are  of  opinion  that  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  if  it  is  temporary  and  practical,  is 
likely  to  give  satisfaction  in  Scotland 
and  prevent  the  introduction  of  larger 
demands.  That,  I  think,  would  be  the 
opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow, 
who,  I  understand,  desires  a  larger 
measure.  Though  I  do  not  understand 
him  to  reject  this,  yet  undoubtedly  his 
speech  was  not  animated  by  a  spirit  of 
excessive  friendliness  to  this  particular 
Motion,  because  he  wants  something 
larger,  and  because  he  has  a  shrewd 
suspicion  that  a  moderate  proposal  of 
this  kind  would  have  a  tendency  to  set 


aside  or  indefinitely  postpone  his  own 
view.  That  is  a  good  argument  why 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  instead  of 
viewing  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  as  an  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal, should,  on  the  contrary,  be  in- 
clined to  look  upon  it  in  a  more  favour- 
able aspect.  I  confess  I  am  one  of  those 
who  during  the  eight  years  of  which  I 
have  been  a  Scottish  Member — the  last 
capacity  in  which  I  am  likely  to  sit  in 
this  House — I  mean  the  latest  in  point 
of  time — I  admit  that  I  have  felt  the 
greatest  difficulty  before  my  assembled 
constituents  in  excusing  myself  and 
the  House  of  Commons  with  reference 
to  the  handling  of  Scottish  Business. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  experience  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  has  been ; 
but  I  have  exercised  such  ingenuity  as 
either  nature  or  practice  has  given  me 
to  make  a  decent  and  presentable 
apology  to  lay  before  the  people  of 
Scotland  for  the  manner  in  which  their 
Business — ^I  will  not  say  has  been  trans- 
acted— but  let  alone.  I  am  at  the  end 
of  my  resources,  and  I  can  go  no  fur- 
ther. I  am  compelled  to  confess  before 
them  and  others  that  something  is  want- 
ing. I  am  very  reluctant  to  be  driven 
into  a  broad  admission — I  am  by  no 
means  convinced — that  any  great  or 
difficult  measure  is  required  for  the 
exigencies  of  Scotland ;  but  that  there 
is  a  practical  want  which  has  to  be  sup- 
plied I  have  no  doubt  whatever.  The 
speeches  with  which  this  Amendment 
was  introduced  were  thoroughly  mode- 
rate and  temperate  in  their  scope,  espe- 
cially, I  think,  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  who  seconded  the  Amendment. 
He  presented  the  matter  in  the  most 
practical  shape  in  which  it  can  be  laid 
before  the  House.  What  we  have  to 
say,  I  think,  really  depends  upon,  and 
is  justified  sufficiently  by,  a  very  few 
practical  considerations.  The  objections 
which  have  been  taken  by  thehon.Member 
for  Glasgow  turn  very  much  upon  details 
which  are  not  now  before  us.  When 
you  come  to  the  consideration  of  these 
details,  undoubtedly  there  are  various 
points  which  must  be  carefully  weighed* 
There  are  two  questions  of  great  impor- 
tance. First,  whether  all  Scottish  Mem- 
bers should  sit  upon  the  Scottish  Stand- 
ing Committee ;  and,  secondly,  whether, 
if  they  do,  they  should  sit  exclusively. 
I  confess  I  have  considerable  doubt  whe- 
ther it  would  be  expedient  that  all  Scot- 


413        BusittMi  of  the  EouM       {March  6,  1888}      {Suhs  of  Procedure).         414 


tisli  Members  shoiild  belong  to  the 
Standing. Gommittee,  and  whether  that 
Oommittee  ought  to  be  composed  exclu- 
sively  of  Scottieh  Members,  though  I 
feel  that  the  Scottish  representation 
should  be  dominant  in  that  Oommittee, 
and  that  it  should  be  in  the  main  a 
Scottish  Committee.  These  are  not  the 
points  now  before  us.  The  question  now 
before  us  really  is  whether  there  is  a 
practical  want  which  has  long  been  felt, 
which  is  now  increasingly  felt  from  year 
to  year,  and  which  we  ought  to  make 
some  mild,  moderate,  and  safe  effort  to 
supply.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  such  a 
practical  want,  and  it  is  increasingly 
felt.  I  recollect  the  time  when,  by  means 
of  communication  with  Scottish  Mem- 
bers, it  was  found  practicable,  in  the 
state  of  Business  then  existing,  to  get 
on  tolerably  well  with  Scottish  Business. 
It  was  settled  in  a  great  degree  and 
very  much  by  private  unofficial  com- 
munications, which  had  a  great  deal  of 
the  effect,  I  admit,  of  a  Grand  Oommit- 
tee ;  but  that  method  is  not  adequate  to 
the  present,  and  the  consequence  is  that 
it  has  fallen  very  much  into  disuse. 
First  of  all,  these  wants  are  continuously 
growing  with  the  development  of  social 
exigencies;  and  while  the  wants  are 
growing,  the  means  of  meeting  them 
afforded  by  the  state  of  Business  in  the 
House  are  continually  diminishing.  The 
arrearsof  Business,  we  all  know,  get  worse 
and  worse.  This  question  has  no  connec- 
tion whatever  with  the  conduct  of  any  one 
Party  or  Administration.  The  practical 
point  is  this — that  Scotland  not  only  has 
the  distinctive  marks  of  a  very  energetic 
people,  but  it  is  full  of  peculiar  institu- 
tions. There  is  a  separate  system  of 
jurisprudence,  of  religious  establish- 
ment, of  Universities,  of  charities,  and 
of  education;  and,  in  point  of  fact,  I 
must  say  it  is  truly  marvellous  how, 
owing  to  the  great  efforts  of  this  House, 
things  have  been  kept  in  a  tolerable  state 
down  to  the  present  time.  But  the  state 
of  things  has  really  ceased  to  be  toler- 
able. The  want  is  so  great,  and  has  so 
grown,  that  I  think  it  is  incumbent  on 
this  House  in  prudence  to  endeavour  to 
make  some  experiment  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  want.  The  House  has 
no  time  for  the  despatch  of  Scottish 
Business  in  an  adequate  manner. 
That  is  not  the  only  difficulty.  The 
House  has  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
coming  at  the  state  of  Scottish  opinion. 


What  we  want  to  do  is  this.  We  do 
not  at  all  suspect  the  House  of  any  in- 
difference to  the  weight  of  authority 
which  properly  belongs  to  Scottish 
opinion  on  a  Scotch  question ;  but  in 
order  that  the  House  may  give  that  fair 
and  reasonable  deference  to  Scottish 
opinion — not,  as  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  said,  that  the  House  should  be 
coerced  and  bound  to  vote  as  the  Scottish 
Members  meant  to  vote  upon  a  Scottish 
question,  but  in  order  that  there  may 
be  that  reasonable  deference  to  Scottish 
opinion  which  is  fairly  due  to  it — the 
House  requires  to  have  means  of  know- 
ing what  the  deliberate  Scottish  opinion 
is.  At  present  that  opinion  has  to  be 
gathered  haphazard  from  the  debates  in 
the  House.  What  we  want  is  that 
Scottish  opinion  shall  have  the  means  of 
testing  itself  and  maturing  itself,  such 
as  are  supplied,  such  as  would  be 
supplied  by  the  meeting  of  the  Scottish 
Members  in  a  Grand  Oommittee.  That 
being  done,  we  have  not  a  doubt  that  it 
would  constitute  a  great  practical  im- 
provement in  the  conduct  of  Scottish 
Business.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Glasgow,  who  wishes  for  something 
much  wider  than  this  proposal,  would 
be  glad,  I  am  sure,  to  see  anything  in 
the  nature  of  a  practical  improvement. 
Undoubtedly  Scottish  opinion  will  be 
far  better  matured  by  this  means  of 
bringing  together  Scottish  Members 
from  other  parts  of  theElingdomto  arrive 
at  something  like  collective  and  delibe- 
rate judgment.  The  objection  has  been 
taken  that  if  Scottish  Members  serve  on 
a  Oommittee  of  this  kind,  they  could  not 
also  serve  upon  the  Grand  Oommittees 
which  are  to  be  appointed.  Now,  that 
may  be  as  regards  the  individual  Mem- 
ber; but  there  are  Scottish  Members 
sufficient  to  supply  a  powerful  body,  say 
of  40  or  50  men,  to  sit  upon  a  Grand 
Oommittee  for  Scotland,  and  to  leave  in 
addition  to  that  Oommittee  of  predomi- 
nant Scottish  character  aresidue  perfectly 
adequate  to  supply  the  very  moderate 
proportion  of  Scottish  Members  that 
would  ever  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
things  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
serving  on  the  Grand  Committees.  I 
do  not  see  myself  that  the  question  offers 
any  practical  difficulties  of  an  insur- 
mountable or  even  of  a  serious  kind  arising 
in  the  way  of  this  very  moderate  pro- 
posal. No  doubt,  there  are  points  to  be 
settled,  but  they  could  be  easily  settled 
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in  debate ;  and  I  do  ask  the  House  to 
look  at  this  question,  not  with  regard  to 
the  ulterior  and  alarming  view  which 
can  always  be  brought  to  the  House  for 
the  purpose  of  disturbing  the  balance 
between  our  affections  and  our  fears, 
but  to  ask  ourselves  the  question  whe- 
ther Scotland  can  or  ought  to  be  satis- 
fied with  the  present  arrangements  for 
the  conduct  of  her  Business,  and  whe- 
ther, if  we  provide  an  organ  through 
which  the  details  of  that  Business  can  be 
simplified,  can  be  matured,  can  be 
brought  into  a  state  for  deliberate  pre- 
sentation to  the  House,  that  will  not 
constitute  a  great  step  towards  the 
attainment  of  that  system,  and  towards 
the  satisfaction  of  the  reasonable  wishes 
of  that  country.  I  know  there  are 
Gentlemen  near  me  who  will  be  able 
abundantly  to  support  by  illustrations 
in  the  case  of  particular  Bills  the  great 
hardship  to  Scotland  in  having  Scottish 
measures  and  Scottish  opinion  overruled 
by  English  opinion,  mainly,  I  am  certain, 
because  Scottish  opinion  cannot,  under 
the  present  system,  be  expressed  in  a 
form  sufficiently  deliberate  and  clear 
and  intelligible.  But,  with  respect  to 
the  purpose  of  my  hon.  Friend,  as  ex- 
pressed in  this  Amendment,  I  have  not 
a  doubt  that  the  general  voice — I  may 
almost  say  the  universal,  but  certainly 
general  voice — and  opinion  of  Scotland 
will  be  strongly  in  its  farour,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  give  to  the  pro- 
position a  most  favourable  considera- 
tion. 

The  chief  SEORETAEY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balpoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  think  the  House  ought 
to  be  grateful  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  bringing  back  the  discussion 
from  the  somewhat  wide  issues  raised  by 
the  seemed  to  take  in  the  hands  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division 
of  Glasgow.  I  may  say  that  nobody 
who  is  a  Scotsman,  or  who  has  ever  oc- 
cupied the  position  of  Scottish  Secre- 
tary, is  likely  at  all  to  underrate  the 
importance  of  any  proposal  which  is 
either  calculated  or  intended  by  its  pro- 
posers to  promote  the  progress  of  Scot- 
tish Business  through  this  House. 
Certainly,  I  am  the  last  person  to 
undervalue  that  object.  But  I  am 
not  at  all  sure  that  the  proposal 
before  us  is  one  calculated  to  carry 
that  object  into  efi*ect.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,   however,  is  probably  not 
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aware  of  the  amount  of  Scottish  Busi- 
ness that  under  the  recent  conditions  of 
Parliamentary  procedure  had  really 
been  carried  through  this  House.  I 
have  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  to  give 
me  a  list  of  the  Scottish  measures  passed 
last  Session.  That  list  was  as  follows  : — 
Criminal  Law  Procedure  Bill,  Convey- 
ancing Bill,  Publichouses  Closing  Bill, 
Public  Libraries  Consolidation  Bill, 
Lunacy  Districts  Bill,  Crofters'  Hold- 
ings Amendment  Bill,  Technical  Schools 
Bill,  Trusts  Bill,  Valuation  of  Lands 
Bill,  Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill,  and 
Prison  Officers'  Superannuation  Bill.  I 
do  not  in  the  least  pretend  that  that  list 
has  satisfied,  or  ought  to  satisfy,  the 
desires  of  the  people  of  Scotland ;  but 
recollect  under  what  circumstances  that 
not  inconsiderable  list  of  measures  was 
passed.  It  was  passed  in  a  Session 
which  was  almost  entirely  and  exclu- 
sively devoted,  not  to  English  or  Scot- 
tish Business,  but  to  Irish  Business ; 
and  I  ask  the  House  whether,  with 
that  list  before  them,  they  seriously 
think  that  Scottish  Business  last  Session 
was  more  neglected  than  English  Busi- 
ness ?  [An  hon.  Membeb  :  Yes.]  Well, 
I  think  not.  I  admit  that  many  mea- 
sures of  importance  to  both  countries 
which  we  should  have  liked  to  see 
passed  were  not  passed ;  but  I  am  not 
sure  that  Scotland  suffered  more  seri- 
ously than  England  from  the  extraordi- 
nary block  of  Business  last  Session. 
Another  difficulty  seems  to  me  to 
attend  this  proposal.  How  are  we  to 
define  what  is  exclusively  Scottish 
Business  ?  I  admit  that  you  may  enu- 
merate Bills  which  none  will  deny  are 
exclusively  Scottish  Business ;  but  whe- 
ther the  particular  Bill,  the  name  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed 
the  Amendment  so  mispronounced 
throughout  his  speech — the  Poinding 
Bill — is  purely  a  matter  of  Scottish 
Business,  I  cannot  say,  because  we 
must  recollect  this,  that  a  matter  might 
be  one  of  purely  Scottish  law,  but  it 
might  embody  principles  which,  if  we 
accept  for  Scotland,  we  can  hardly 
resist  in  England.  In  other  words, 
there  are  questions  of  purely  local  in- 
terest, and  others  which  are  not;  and 
although  you  may  see  at  the  end  of  a 
Bill  the  words,  *'This  Bill  shall  not 
apply  to  England  or  to  Ireland,"  that 
does  not  imply  in  any  way  that  the 
matter  with  which  that  Bill  is  concerned 
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is  purely  a  Scottish  matter.  Therefore, 
I  see  in  the  very  definition  of  Scottish 
Business  a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  ac- 
cepting the  Amendment.  The  right 
hoQ.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  seems  to 
doubt  whether  there  was  any  force  in 
the  argument  urged  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  with  regard  to  the  rights  of 
Scottish  Members,  as  compared  with 
other  Members,  to  sit  on  Committees 
other  than  this  Scottish  one.  Hitherto, 
the  House  has  gone  on  the  principle 
that  the  affairs  of  any  locality  are  the 
affairs  of  the  whole  House  of  Commons. 
If  you  abolish  that  principle  with  re- 
gard to  Scotland — in  other  words,  if 
you  exclude  substantially  and  practically 
English  or  Irish  Members  from  the  de- 
cision of  Scottish  matters — then,  by  a 
parity  of  reasoning,  you  will  be  bound 
to  exclude  substantially  Scottish  opinion 
from  influencing  English  or  Irish  legis- 
lation. I  confess  I  am  old-fashioned 
enough  to  think  that  that  would  be  a 
serious  matter.  There  is  another  most 
formidable  question  raised  by  this 
proposal.  The  House  is  aware  of 
the  fact  that  hitherto  it  has  been  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  when  it  dele- 
gates any  Business  to  a  Committee,  to 
see  that,  so  far  as  the  balance  of 
Parties  is  concerned,  the  Committee 
shall  be  more  or  less  a  reflex  of  the 
House.  Are  you  going  to  abandon 
that  principle  in  your  Scottish  Busi- 
ness or  not  ?  [An  hon.  Member  :  Cer- 
tainly.] Certamly  ?  Then  you  will  ob- 
serve that  that  is  a  new  departure  of  the 
utmost  importance  which  was  not 
alluded  to  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Amendment,  or  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
in  the  powerful  speech  in  which  he  sup- 
ported it.  Yet  I  venture  to  think  that 
if  you  are  going  to  have  Committees 
dealing  with  Scottish  or  any  other  affairs 
which  do  not  accurately  reflect  the 
balance  of  Parties  in  the  House,  you 
will  land  yourselves  in  endless  difficul- 
ties, because  the  results  of  the  delibera- 
tions of  those  Committees  will  come 
down  to  this  House  stamped  on  the 
face  of  them  with  the  fact  that  they 
have  been  passed  by  majorities  which 
may  have  been  Party  majorities,  and 
which,  if  Party  majorities,  were  Party 
majorities  directly  opposed  to  the  Party 
majority  in  this  House.  If  we  could  be 
sure  that  the  questions  to  be  submitted 
to  this  hypothetical  Scottish  Committee 
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would  be  questions  into  which  Party 
considerations  would  not  enter,  this 
argument  would,  of  course,  fall  to  the 
ground ;  but  can  any  one  pretend  that 
you  can  so  carefully  sift  every  measure 
submitted  to  the  Committee  that  you 
will  never  have  this  conflict  between 
the  Party  majority  in  the  Committee 
and  the  Party  majority  in  the  House, 
and  that  you  may  not  put  the  House  in 
the  position  of  haying  to  reverse  by  a 
Party  decision  that  which  had  been  a 
Party  decision  in  the  Committee?  Lot  me 
make  one  further  observation.  The  whole 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
based  on  this  supposition,  that  henceforth 
the  Business  in  this  House  is  to  progress 
as  slowly  and  with  as  much  difficulty 
as  in  the  last  few  Sessions.  But  if  that 
is  to  be  the  case,  we  have  surely  been 
labouring  night  after  night  on  those 
Bules  in  vain.  I  hope  and  expect  the 
result  of  the  amendment  of  the  Kules 
will  be  to  facilitate  the  progress  of 
Business  in  this  House,  and  that  Scot- 
land will  amply  share  the  advantages 
conferred  on  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  will  obtain  by  the  Eules 
already  passed;  and  I  would  even 
point  out  that  there  is  in  the  Hule  as 
it  at  present  stands  a  provision  which 
will  enable  those  Grand  Committees  to 
deal  effectively  with  Scottish  Business. 
I  assume  that  on  each  Grand  Committee 
there  will  be  a  considerable  number  of 
Scottish  Members  to  deal  with  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  nation  as  a  whole,  but  the 
Committee  of  Selection  have  power  to 
add  15  new  names,  and  I  presume  that 
whenever  a  Scottish  Bill  is  under  discus- 
sion the  whole  of  the  1 5  appointed  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection  would  be 
Scottish  Members.  You  would  thus 
have,  without  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member,  a  Committee,  not,  indeed, 
composed  exclusively,  or  even  mainly, 
of  Scottish  Members,  but  one  in  which 
Scottish  Members  and  Scottish  interests 
would  be  so  largely  represented  that  it 
would  be  perfectly  possible  to  deal  in  an 
effective  manner  with  any  Scottish  pro- 
posal that  came  before  it.  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  do  not  think  that  all  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen returned  for  Scottish  constituen- 
cies are  specially  qualified  to  deal  with 
Scottish  subjects.  They  are  not  to 
blame  for  that,  because  they  are  re- 
turned by  Scottish  constituencies  as 
Conservatives  or  Kadicals  to  represent 
them  on  questions  of   Imperial  policy, 
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and  to  support  either  a  Conservative 
or  a  Eadical  Imperial  Government. 
Therefore,  you  constantly  find  men 
returned  who  know  nothing  whatever 
about  Scottish  affairs,  and  who  would 
be  quite  as  much  at  a  loss  if  they 
were  asked  to  pronounce  the  word 
**  poinding  "  as  the  hon.  Member  who 
made  the  Motion.  For  these  reasons  I 
hope  the  House  will  pause  before  it 
assents  to  a  proposal  which  will  un- 
doubtedly have  the  efiPect  of,  for  the  first 
time,  introducing  into  our  arrangements 
Committees  which  do  not  represent  in 
their  constitution  the  balance  of  Parties 
in  this  House,  and  which  would  sug- 
gest that  it  was  only  the  representa- 
tives of  localities  who  were  capable  of 
adequately  dealing  with  the  interests 
of  those  localities. 

Mr.  WHITBREAJ)  (Bedford)  said, 
the  proposal  under  consideration  had 
been  received  with  great  fear  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
Ho  (Mr.  Whitbread)  ventured  to  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if 
the  Motion  were  carried  that  would 
happen  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  suggested  might  happen.  There 
was  nothing  more  contemplated  by  the 
words  on  the  Paper  than  the  formation 
of  one  more  Grand  Committee.  That 
Grand  Committee  would  bo  constituted 
just  as  the  other  Grand  Committees  were 
constituted,  and  it  would  be  subject  to 
the  same  Itules,  and  would  form  as 
perfect  a  miniature  of  the  House,  as  the 
two  other  Committees.  If  that  was  the 
case,  the  question  resolved  itself  into 
this — *' Shall  there  be  one  more  Grand 
Committee,  and  shall  the  group  of  Bills 
to  be  referred  to  that  Committee  be 
Scotch  Bills?"  He  thought  the  pro- 
posal was  an  extremely  moderate  one. 
What  the  Scotch  Members  asked  for 
was  not  a  purely  Scotch  Committee — 
not  an  exclusively  Scotch  Committee 
— [(7rw5(?/«*Oh! »'  fl»(^'*Yes! '»]— but  a 
Committee  before  which  they  would  be 
certain  Scotch  Business  would  bo  dis- 
cussed. Boom  would  be  made  for  the 
discussion  of  Scotch  Business,  which 
Business  was  unfortunately  unable  now 
to  find  an  opportunity  for  getting  itself 
considered  in  the  House.  He  said  at 
once  that  if  the  proposal  was  that  this 
Committee  should  consist  of  Scotch 
Members  exclusively,  or  that  on  the 
Committee  the  Scotch  Members  should 
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BO  preponderate  in  numbers  as  to  over- 
bear all  other  opinions,  it  was  a  bad 
and  dangerous  proposal,  because  it 
would  only  tend  to  accentuate  the  diffe- 
rences that  might  possibly  exist  between 
the  two  countries.  But  the  proposal 
was  nothing  of  the  sort.  It  was  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  should  con- 
stitute one  more  Grand  Committee, 
exactly  in  the  same  way  that  they  con- 
stituted the  others.  The  only  proposal 
at  which  the  Government  had  a  right  to 
feel  alarmed  was  that  the  group  of  Bills 
to  be  submitted  to  the  Committee  should 
be  Scotch  Bills.  Undoubtedly  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  would  do  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  said  they 
would  do.  If  a  Scotch  Bill  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Grand  Committee,  they 
would  unquestionably  name  as  the  15 
specialists  nearly  all  Scotch  Members — 
Members  who  were  particularly  well 
qualified  to  deal  with  the  subject  before 
the  Committee.  But  that  would  really 
be  nothing  more  than  a  miniature  of 
the  House.  It  would  represent  probably 
just  such  a  House  as  was  drawn  together 
on  a  Wednesday  for  the  consideration 
of  Scotch  Business.  There  was  nothing 
in  that  which  was  contrary  to  the  prac- 
tice they  had  hitherto  followed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  who  made  the  proposal 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  did  not  ask  to 
exclude  English  or  Irish  or  Welsh 
opinion  from  the  Committee.  All  he 
asked  was  a  fair  opportunity  to  get 
Scotch  Business  discussed  before  a  Com- 
mittee which  should  be  competent  to  dis- 
cuss it.  The  proposal  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Whitbread)  to  resolve  itself  simply 
into  this— the  appointment  of  one  more 
Grand  Committee,  and  the  determination 
of  the  House  to  give  the  Members  from 
Scotland  an  opportunity  of  getting  their 
Business  considered. 

Mr.  R.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  &o.)  said, 
those  of  the  Scottish  Members  who 
agreed  with  him  would  be  lacking  in 
frankness  and  candour  if  they  were  to 
say  they  accepted  the  proposal  just  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread),  and  were  to  intimate  that 
they  would  be  satisfied  in  any  way  with 
the  constitution  of  another  Grand  Com- 
mittee for  Scottish  Business,  consisting 
of,  perhaps,  only  seven  Scottish  Mem- 
bers. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  said  that  some  of  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers were  not  more  acquainted  with 
Scottish  affairs   than  English  or  Irish 
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a  Committeo  which  did  not  consist  of 
Members  exclusively  Scottish  Members. 
He  should  like  to  see  two  conditions 
attaching  to  a  Grand  Committee  for 
Scottish  Business — namely, first,  that  all 
Scottish  Members  should  sit  upon  it; 
and,  second,  that  they  should  be  able  to 
pass,  subject  always  to  the  control  of  the 
House,  the  second  reading,  so  that,  by 
that  means,  they  should  have  some 
chance  of  bringing  their  measures  before 
the  notice  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country.  Of  course,  he  was  well  aware 
that  these  were  only  his  own  opinions. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  the 
criticisms  passed  upon  the  Motion  stand- 
ing in  his  name  seemed  to  have  been 
based  on  ignorance  of  his  real  intentions. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Stewartry 
of  Kirkcudbright  (Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
had  said  he  did  not  want  to  meet  his 
brother  Scottish  Members  without  the 
assistance  of  an  equal  number  of  Tories. 
That  amounted  to  this — that  out  of  72 
Scottish  Members  there  were  60  who  were 
Liberal,  or  who  called  themselves 
Liberal — and  for  the  present  argument 
he  would  assume  that  they  were  Liberal. 
But  if  they  were  to  have  a  Committee 
dealing  with  Scottish  Business,  then  the 
sooner  they  allowed  it  to  be  conducted 
according  to  the  opinion  of  Scottish 
Members  the  better.  He  said  the  same 
about  English  Business.  When  he  was 
an  English  Member  he  never  thought  of 
voting  against  the  opinions  of  Scottish 
Members  on  Scottish  questions;  and 
being  now  a  Scottish  Member  he  would 
never  think  of  voting  against  English 
opinion  on  any  Bill  exclusively  relating 
to  England.  He  did  not  at  this  stage 
propose  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name,  because  he  did  not 
wish  to  preclude  the  general  discussion 
upon  the  much  wider  Amendment 
on  which  he  was  now  speaking.  But 
later  on,  if  it  were  the  wish  of  the 
Scottish  Members  that  the  matter  should 
be  put  to  the  test  of  a  Division,  it  would 
be  perfectly  easy  for  anyone  to  move 
formally  that  Amendment,  in  order  that 
the  House  might  divide  upon  it.  He 
entirely  disclaimed  the  suggestion  that 
they  were  animated  by  some  desire  to 
get  Home  Eule  under  another  form ;  and 
he  equally  resented  the  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  that,  because 
they  did  not  choose  to  accept  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  himself  had  not  de- 

Mr.  It.  T.  Reid 


fined,  and  had  not  the  courage  either  to 
advocate  or  resist  in  plain  terms,  there- 
fore they  were  to  allow  the  whole  of 
this  Parliament  to  go  by  without  making 
an  attempt  to  improve  Scottish  Business, 
or  to  do  anything  to  enable  them  to 
bring  their  affairs  before  the  House. 
There  was  in  Scotland  a  very  earnest 
desire  to  see  ScottishBusiness  dealt  witb, 
and  it  was  simply  in  that  sense  that  he 
desired  to  advocate  the  proposal  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  a.  E.  D.  ELLIOT  (Roxburgh) 
said,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid) 
had  complained  that  Scotland  was  at 
a  considerable  disadvantage  in  conse- 
quence of  the  minority  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers being  frequently  outvoted  by  the 
majority  from  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  But  if  they  were  to  have  an 
Imperial  Parliament,  it  must  necessarily 
happen  that  the  Imperial  majority,  as  a 
whole,  must  frequently  differ  from  the 
local  minority  of  the  different  Nationali- 
ties sending  Representatives.  Though 
that,  to  a  certain  extent,  might  be  in- 
convenient, it  was  not  in  any  way  a 
grievance  that  bore  on  Scotland  alone. 
It  weighed  on  Ireland,  on  Wales,  and 
even  on  England  itself;  for  it  constantly 
happened  that  there  was  a  strong  ma- 
jority of  English  Members  who  were 
outvoted  by  a  majority  made  up  of 
Members  from  Scotland,  Ireland,  and 
Wales.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
told  them  that  when  he  represented 
Hereford,  though  a  Scotsman,  he  thought 
it  his  duty  to  consider,  in  giving  his 
vote,  not  the  merits  of  the  Scottish  cases 
which  came  before  the  House,  but  how 
the  majority  of  the  Scottish  Representa- 
tives thought  on  the  matter.  That  was 
a  view  which  was  opposed  by  a  very 
great  authority  indeed.  They  used  to 
hear  that  a  Member  should  not  consider 
himself  merely  the  Member  for  his  own 
constituency,  but  that  he  was  a  Member 
for  the  whole  country.  He  asked  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  how  he  would 
deal  with  such  a  matter  as  the  dis- 
establishment, or  partial  disestabb'sh- 
ment,  or  modifying  the  establishment 
of  the  Church  of  England,  which  af- 
fected England  only?  It  had  never  yet 
been  supposed  that  it  was  not  the  duty 
of  Scottisn  Members  to  form  their  own 
opinions  upon  great  Imperial  questions 
of  that  kind ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that, 
whatever  his  hoQ.  and  learned  Friend  had 
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said  to-day,  he  would  undoubtedly  act  as 
he  had  the  right  of  acting,  and  give  eifoct, 
by  his  vote  in  the  Lobby,  in  accordance 
with  what  he  thought  was  right  and 
wrong  on  a  purely  English  question.  He 
(Mr.  A.  E.  D.  Elliot)  had  noticed  a  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  some  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  minimize  very  much 
tlie  effect  of  the  proposal  now  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  really  treated  it  as  if  it  were 
very  little  more  than  a  proposal  for  re- 
ferring to  a  Committee  largely  composed 
of  Scottish  Members  Bills  mainly  in- 
teresting to  Scotland.  If  that  were  all, 
there  would  be  nothing  in  it.  But  it 
was  even  now  the  invariable  practice  to 
refer  great  measures  relating  to  Scotland 
to  Committees  on  which  Scot-ch  Members 
preponderated.  This  proposal  went  a 
great  deal  further  than  that.  It  was  a 
proposal,  in  fact,  to  change  altogether 
the  basis  upon  which  their  notions  as 
regards  Standing  Committees  had  been 
formed.  These  Committees  had  hitherto 
been  formed  on  a  very  rational  ground. 
It  was  determined  to  divide  the  mea- 
sures which  came  before  the  House  into 
certain  grand  leading  divisions,  which 
were  to  be  divided  according  to  subjects. 
Now  it  was  proposed  to  depart  from 
that  rational  and  proper  division,  and 
to  divide  the  Business  according  to 
Nationalities.  Though  the  proposal  at 
present  before  the  House  was  for  Scot- 
land only,  they  had  only  to  glance  at 
the  Notice  Paper  to  see  that  that  was 
not  the  limit  which  the  friends  of  this 
proposal  made  to  themselves.  There 
was  on  the  Paper  a  similar  Motion  with 
reference  to  Wales.  There  were  on  the 
Paper  Amendments  suggesting  that  the 
stage  of  second  reading  should  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Standing  Committee, 
and  not  by  the  House  at  large.  It  was 
quite  clear  they  must  have  equality  in 
these  matters.  Scotland,  at  the  Union, 
joined  England  on  a  footing  of  equality. 
He,  for  his  part,  believed,  however 
little  his  hon.  Friends  who  advocated 
these  proposals  intended  it,  that  they 
were  aiming  a  very  serious  blow  at  the 
influence  and  weight  of  Scotland  in  the 
Imperial  Parliament ;  and  he  could  not 
understand  how  an  enlightened  and 
patriotic  Scotsman  could  advocate  a 
system  which  must  logically  and  inevit- 
ably lead  to  a  Nationality  basis  being 
ohosen  for  the  efficient  working  of  legis« 


lation  in  the  Imperial  Parliament.  This 
proposal  meant  that  all  Scottish  Bills 
would  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
Scottish  Members,  and  all  English  Bills 
to  a  Committee  of  English  Members. 
How,  then,  wore  Scottish  Members  to 
exercise  their  due  weight  on  the  affairs 
of  the  country,  when  they  were  excluded 
from  the  discussion  of  English  mea- 
sures ?  They  might  talk  of  local  matters 
as  they  liked ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
England  and  the  English  people  were 
something  more  than  local  in  the  con- 
stitution of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
affairs  of  England  were  so  great  and 
important  that,  though  a  particular 
measure  might  be  confined  to  Eng- 
land, they  could  not  in  their  nature  be 
otherwise  than  Imperial.  Take  the  re- 
lations of  Church  and  State.  Did  any- 
one say  that  was  a  matter  about  which 
Scottish  politicians  and  Scottish  Mem- 
bers should  not  concern  themselves?  If 
this  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were  agreed  to,  they  would  have 
arrived  at  this  preposterous  conclusion — 
that  if  a  measure  were  brought  forward 
dealing  with  a  purely  English  subjeoti 
such  as  the  Established  Church,  certain 
distinguished  Members  for  Scottish  con- 
stituencies would  not  be  able  to  take 
any  part  either  in  the  second  reading  or 
the  Committee  stages.  For  instance, 
they  would  not  like  to  have  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
CMlders),  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleniaa 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan) 
unable  to  enter  into  the  discussion 
affecting  these  great  interests.  A  great 
change  had  come  over  Scotland  and 
England  in  directly  opposite  direc- 
tions to  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  The  tendency— and  he 
thought  it  a  very  good  thing — was,  in 
fact,  contrary  to  the  Separatism  which 
these  proposals  indicated.  This  modem 
tendency  on  the  part  of  Scottish  oon- 
stituenoies  to  elect  Englishmen  as  Mem- 
bers, regardless  of  their  knowledge  of 
Scottish  questions,  but  because  of  the 
great  part  they  had  taken,  in  the  view 
of  the  Scottish  electors,  in  Imperial 
matters,  was  growing  every  day,  and 
Scotchmen  and  Englishmen  were  meet- 
ing more  and  more.  There  was  a  ten- 
dency in  the  legislation  for  the  two 
countries  to  approximate ;  and,  in  these 
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circumstances,  lie  said  they  would  be 
acting  very  foolishly,  perhaps  to  suit 
the  views  of  the  moment,  and  perhaps  to 
suit  the  views  of  a  certain  number  at  the 
present  time,  and  because  they  thought 
their  views  as  to  what  was  best  for 
another  country  were  also  correct  as  to 
Scotland,  if  they  were  to  give  effect  to  a 
proposal  of  this  kind.  Whatever  might 
be  the  reason  for  the  action  of  his 
Friends,  these  views  could  not  be  pressed 
forward  in  the  present  position  of  mat- 
ters between  England  and  Scotland 
with  success.  If  they  were  to  be  tried 
they  would  be  found  wanting.  They 
would  be  glad  to  find  Englishmen 
taking  some  interest  in  Scottish  matters, 
and  Englishmen,  he  thought,  were  very 
often  glad  to  have  Scotchmen  mingling 
in  their  discussions.  For  all  these 
reasons,  he  regretted  the  general  ten- 
dency of  proposals  such  as  this.  He 
thought  the  tendency  was  one  that  a 
short  time  ago  never  could  have  pre- 
vailed in  this  country.  But  things  had 
to  a  certain  extent  changed,  ana  they 
had  changed  in  a  great  degree  from  the 
necessities  of  Party  conflict  arising  out 
of  issues  that  might  be  connected  with 
another  country.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North-East  Lanark  (Mr.  D. 
Orawford)had  said  that  he,  for  one,  would 
be  no  party  to  delegating  the  affairs  of 
Scotland  to  some  Committee  Boom  up- 
stairs, and  that  that  ought  to  be  done 
on  the  floor  of  the  House.  That  was 
what  he  (Mr.  A.  B.  D.  Elliot)  said  too. 
He  thought  that  remark  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  entirely  out  away 
the  ground  on  which  he  based  his  whole 
argument.  He  maintained  that  Scottish 
legislation  was  not  to  be  shoved  aside 
upstairs,  but  that  it  was  to  be  Imperial 
legislation,  on  which  they  expected 
Englishmen  to  exercise  their  own  judg- 
ment, just  as  Scotchmen  exercised  their 
own  judgment  on  English  affairs.  If 
any  measure  was  brought  forward  which 
seemed  to  be  contrary  to  policy  and 
justice,  then  he  submitted  it  was  the 
duty  of  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen 
and  Irishmen  to  interfere.  If  that  was 
not  done,  then  he  could  not  see  on  what 
theory  the  Union  of  the  Three  Kingdoms 
rested.  He  remembered  how  his  right 
hon.  Friends  below  him  had  opposed 
their  giving  full  control  to  Scotland 
over  such  a  subject  as  Scottish  Educa- 
tion, and  it  did  seem  strange  that  those 
very  Gentlemen  were  now  advocating^ 
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proposals    which    most    logically    and 
necessarily  extend  far  beyond  what  was 
put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  or  what  was 
advocated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.     The  hon. 
and    learned  Member  for   North-East 
Lanark  had  to  support  his  case  by  prov- 
ing that  Scottish  Business  was  in  arrear. 
It  was  in  arrear.    They  could  not  get 
through  their  business  as  they  would 
like;    but  that  was  a  grievance    not 
special  or  peculiar  to  Scotland,  and  they 
had  \.o  consider  how  they  could  further 
the  legislation,  not  for  Scotland  only, 
but  for  England,  and  also  for  Ireland. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  cited 
the   cases    of  the  Scottish    University 
Bill    and  the  Scottish  Licensing   Bill. 
He  thought  the  reference  of  the  hon. 
and    learned    Member    to    particular 
measures   was    singularly  unfortunate. 
With  regard  to  the  Scottish  University 
Bill,  no  one  who  knew  anything  about 
the  matter  could  deny  that  the  measure 
failed  to  pass  last  Session  in  consequence 
of  the  keen  difference  among  Scottish 
Members  themselves.  There  was  the  great 
difficulty  about  the  Theological  Chairs, 
and  he  never  yet  found  an  English  Mem- 
ber who  cared  anything  about  the  Theo- 
logical Chairs  in  the  Scottish  Universities. 
The  Bill  was  therefore  lost  in  consequence 
of  the  extreme  differences  of  opinion 
among  Scottish    Members    themselves. 
The  Licensing  Bill  did  pass,  however, 
and  was  now  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  it  had  been 
found    convenient     last     Session    for 
Scottish  Members  to  meet  together  and 
discuss  among  themselves  the  details  of 
their  measures.     He  did  not  admit  that 
Scottish  Bills  had  been  lost  because  there 
had  been  no  time  to  discuss  the  details. 
He  believed  Scottish  measures  had  often 
been  lost  because  Scottish  Members  dis- 
agreed about  the  second  reading.    But 
when  the  Bills  got  into  Committee,  he 
did  not  think  Scottish  Members,  as  a 
rule,  took  long  over  them.    If  it  was 
desirable  for  the  Lord  Advocate  or  the 
Scottish  Secretary  to  call  together  the 
Scottish  Members,  let  them  do  bq  in  the 
future  as  they  had  done  in  the  past. 
What  he  objected  to  was  a  Standing 
Order  whose  basis  was  the  exclusion  of 
Members  because  they  did    not  come 
from  a  particular  district.     He  said  that 
was  contrary  to  the  very  theory  of  the 
Union.    If  such  a  system  was  set  up  for 
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the  different  oountries  in  the  United 
Kingdom,  then  he  thoroughly  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
who  pointed  out  the  confusion  to  which 
it  would  lead.  A  good  deal  had  heen 
said  about  Scottish  opinion  in  this  mat- 
ter ;  but  he  expected  Scottish  opinion  to 
form  itself  slowly  upon  such  a  question 
as  this.  It  was  a  novel  one,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  settled  by  the  mere  outcry  that 
Scotsmen  had  a  grieyance,  and  that  the 
Englishmen  were  not  giving  them  fair 
play.  They  had  to  look  into  the  merits 
of  these  proposals  and  into  the  real 
views  of  the  Scottish  people.  He  could 
not  think  that  the  time  was  approachiDg 
when  Scottish  and  English  legislation, 
or  when  "Scottish  and  English  legislators, 
would  be  telling  off  in  different  directions. 
He  believed  the  current  of  the  time  was 
entirely  against  that.  He  thought  they 
should  look  below  the  mere  surface  of 
the  present  movement.  They  were  going 
contrary  to  the  main  leaning  of  the  time, 
which  was  towards  union,  towards 
amalgamation,  towards  working  to- 
gether, towards  better  knowledge  of 
each  other.  Though  he  fully  admitted 
that  for  the  moment  there  might  be  a 
movement  which  seemed  to  show  a  ten- 
dency in  an  opposite  direction,  he  could 
not  believe  that  that  was  the  real  current 
of  the  time.  They  should  do  well  to 
look  below  the  surface,  and  see  that  the 
real  union  between  the  Three  Kingdoms 
should  be  the  basis  upon  which  they 
should  wish  to  found  the  future. 

Mb.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose,  &c.) 
said,  he  must  congratulate  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Box- 
burgh  (Mr.  A.  R.  D.  Elliot)  on  the 
fairness  of  the  arguments  he  had  used 
from  his  point  of  view.  His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  however,  appeared  to 
mistake  the  issue.  He  seemed  to  have 
got  into  his  mind  that  the  proposition 
before  the  House  was  a  proposition  pure 
and  simple  for  Home  Hule  for  Scotland, 
and  he  had  g^ne  on  to  point  out  what 
he  thought  was  an  unnecessary  fear — 
that  the  position  and  influence  of  Scot- 
land would  be  weakened  by  the  adoption 
of  such  a  plan.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  found  what  the  right  hon. Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) had  desired  to  find.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desired  to  find  some  measure 
which  could  be  deecribed  as  exclusively 
applicable  to  Scotland,  and  his  hon.  and 


learned  Friend  mentioned  such  a  mea- 
sure in  the  Universities  Bill.  That  was 
one  of  the  very  things  which  could  better 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Grand  Committee 
for  Scotland  than  in  any  other  way. 
What  were  the  objections  to  the  pro- 
position before  the  House?  The  very 
moderation  of  the  proposition  now 
before  the  House  seemed  to  make  it 
difficult  to  answer  it.  One  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  had  given  as  a  reason 
against  it  that  some  measure  of  Local 
Government  for  Scotland  was  impending; 
but  who  would  contend  that  such  a  mea- 
sure would  at  all  suffice  for  dealing  with 
the  great  varieties  of  questions  that  were 
brought  up,  especially  by  the  private 
Members  representing  Scotch  consti- 
tuencies ?  These  questions  related  to 
land,  fisheries,  trade,  and  101  different 
things  which  could  not  be  dealt  with  by 
any  measure  of  County  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  stated  that  that 
House  represented  each  part  of  the 
country.  He  (Mr.  Shiress  Will)  did 
not  denj  it ;  but  what  if  some  parts  of 
the  country  had  been  continually  com- 
plaining, not  of  late  only  but  for  years, 
that  its  legislative  needs  were  neglected  ? 
He  failed  to  find  in  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  speech  any  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty whicn  existed.  He  was  perfectly 
aware  that  several  measures  for  Scotland 
were  passed  last  year.  He  would  be  the 
last  person  to  deny  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  the  fullest 
credit  for  what  he  did  last  year ;  but, 
after  all,  what  did  it  come  to  ?  At  the 
very  end  of  the  Session,  when  Members 
were  leaving  town,  and  when  the  House 
was  continually  sitting  to,  and  oppressed 
by,  late  hours,  the  Technical  Education 
Bill  and  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill 
were  introduced.  The  good  nature  of 
the  Scotch  Members  had  to  be  appealed 
to  in  order  that  they  might  take  what 
they  could  get,  and  if  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  not  been  met  in  the  most  friendly 
spirit  by  the  Members  from  Scotland  he 
would  have  found  his  efforts  at  legisla- 
tion unavailing.  Was  that  state  of 
things  to  continue  ?  It  was  common 
ground  in  this  discussion  that  the  fault 
did  not  rest  with  any  man  or  any  Govern- 
ment. The  fault  lay  in  the  system  under 
which  the  Business  of  Scotland  was  con- 
ducted in  that  House.  This  matter  was 
not  of  recent  origin.     He  was  perfectly 

IFourth  Night.'] 


4  3 1         Justness  of  the  House         \  COMkONS }  {Rules  of  Procedure),         432 


willing  to  admit  that  last  year's  circum- 
stances were  exceedingly  exceptional,  but 
the  grievance  had  gone  on  for  years. 
Why  had  they  been  asked  to  appoint 
Grand  Committees  but  to  expedite  Busi- 
ness which  there  might  not  be  time  to 
deal  with  in  the  House  ?  Why  could  not 
the  same  principle  be  applied  in  the 
case  of  Scotland  ?  What  was  to  be  done 
with  the  20  private  Members'  Bills  this 
Session  ?  Were  thev  to  meet  the  same 
fate  as  those  of  last  Session  ?  What- 
ever further  discussion  might  arise  on 
this  question,  it  was  premature  to  treat 
this  Motion  as  if  the  House  were  de- 
ciding upon  some  question  of  Home 
Hule  for  Scotland. 

Me.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  (Forfarshire) 
said,  he  would  have  heartily  supported 
the  proposal  if  he  thought  it  would 
facilitate  the  despatch  of  Scotch  Busi- 
ness, but  he  did  not  think  it  would 
have  that  result.  He  recollected  a  good 
many  meetings  of  Scottish  Members 
during  the  last  15  or  16  years,  but  he 
could  not  recall  one  Bill  which  had  been 
passed  as  a  result  of  them,  unless  it 
were  the  Crofters'  Act.  The  difficulty 
seemed  to  be  that  they  had  too  many 
wise  men  amongst  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers ;  and  if  they  were  to  have  a 
Committee  of  Scotch  Members,  every 
man  would  be  so  determined  on  his 
own  views  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  arrive  at  any  conclusion  on  a 
question,  and  without  the  assistance  of 
the  English  Members  ho  did  not  think 
much  progress  would  be  made  with 
legislation  for  Scotland.  He  did  not 
exactly  know  what  was  desired.  It 
seemed  to  be  an  open  question  whether 
English  Members  should  be  appointed 
on  the  Committee  as  well  as  Scottish ; 
but  if  it  were  an  exclusively  Scotch 
Committee,  it  might  not  work  so  suc- 
cessfully as  they  desired.  There  was 
one  Bill  this  Session  which  referred 
exclusively  to  Scotland,  and  which  he 
might  refer  to  as  an  example,  and  that 
was  the  Burgh  Police  Bill,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate 
hoped  to  pass  this  Session.  He  (Mr. 
Barclay)  recollected  some  years  ago 
that  Bill  was  referred  to  what  was 
practically  a  Scotch  Committee,  and  it 
was  sent  down  to  the  House  in  such  a 
state  that  it  failed  to  pass.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  it  was  opposed  by 
many  of  the  English  Members;  but 
some  of  tho  Scotch  Members  wero  also 
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opposed  to  it    on  general    principles, 
and  justly  opposed   to   it,  as  the  Bill 
stood    at    that     time,    and    it    failed 
to  pass.     His  hon.   Friend  seemed  to 
suppose  there  was  only  one  point  of 
difference   with  regard   to   the   Scotch 
University  Bill— namely,  the  theological 
question  ;  but  he  could  assure  him  there 
were  several  other  questions  of  import- 
ance in  the   Bill  on  which  there  were 
differences  of  opinion.     His  conclusion 
upon  the  whole  matter  was  that  when 
the  Scotch  people  had  made  up  their 
minds  that  a  measure  should  pass,  that 
measure  did  somehow  become  law,  and 
he  thought  there  was  much  reason  to 
hope  for  an  improvement    in    future. 
They    might    expect,     now   they    had 
amended  the  Eules  of  the  House,  that 
greater  progress  would  be  made  with 
Business.     No  doubt  private  Members 
had  great  difficulty  in  getting  measures 
forward ;  but  he  was  inclined  to  think 
in   a  g^od  many  cases  that  was  from 
want  of  will  on  the  part  of  the  House 
rather  than  from  want  of  time.     For  in- 
stance, there  was    his  (Mr.  Barclay's) 
own  private  Bill — the  Land  Tenure  Bill 
for   Scotland.     The  great  obstacle   to 
that  Bill,  he  considered,  was  that  the 
House    was    not    disposed— even    the 
majority  of  the  Scotch  Members  were 
not    disposed — to    pass    that  measure. 
With  the   experience  he  had  had,   he 
was    strongly  of  opinion  that  such  a 
Committee  as  that  proposed  would  not 
do    anything    substantial    to  facilitate 
the  progress  of   Scotch  Business,   un- 
less, indeed,  the  House  was  going  to  refer 
the  Bills  altogether  to  this  Committee. 
If  the  House  were  to  refer  the  second 
and  third  readings  of  Bills  to  this  Com- 
mittee, he  dared  say  then  a  good  many 
measures  would  pass  through  the  House, 
though  they  might  not  prove  altogether 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 
[**Why  not?"]     Because  they  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  opinion  of 
Scotland.     He  thought,  however,  it  was 
of  the  highest  importance  that  legisla- 
tion for  the  United  Kingdom  should 
proceed  upon  uniform  principles.    The 
great  object  and  aim  with  regard  to  the 
legislation    of   England  and  Scotland 
which  had  obtained  during  the  time  he 
had  been  in  that  House  was  that  the 
legislation  for  the  two  countries  should 
be  approximated  as  much  as  possible. 
The  enactments  of  the  two  countries 
and  the  difficulties  they  had  to  contend 
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"with  might,  if  this  proposal  were  car- 
ried, he  very  much  aggravated,  and  in 
endeavouring  to  get  rid  of  one  they 
might  encounter  other  and  greater  evils. 
For^himself,  he  confessed  he  had  no  very 
strong  opinion  on  this  question,  and  he 
should  not  he  indisposed  to  recommend 
the  Government  to  make  a  trial  of  this 
Scotch  Committee,  and  he  thought  one 
Session  would  perhaps  satisfy  a  good 
many  Scotch  Members  of  the  futility  of 
the  proposal.  For  several  Sessions  the 
Scotch  Members  had  been  anxious  to 
unite  on  Scotch  legislation;  but  the 
result  had  been,  at  all  the  meetings 
that  had  been  convened  for  the  purpose, 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  agree  on 
any  general  course  of  proceeding.  That 
being  his  opinion,  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  sufficient  experiment  to  refer  the 
more  important  of  the  Scottish  Bills  to  a 
large  Select  Committee,  and  then  they 
would  see  what  progress  was  made,  and 
what  work  a  Committee  largely  com- 
posed of  Scottish  Members  would  turn 
out. 

M».  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  was  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr. 
Barclay)  as  to  really  what  conclusion  he 
had  arrived  at.  One  conclusion  that 
hon.  Gentleman  had  arrived  at  he  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  was  unable  to  agree  with, 
and  that  was  that  there  were  too  many 
wise  men  for  Scotland.  In  making  that 
remark  the  hon.  Member  spoke  for 
himself,  because  some  of  the  other  hon. 
Members  for  Scotland  did  not  claim  to 
bo  over  wise.  The  very  remarks  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  had  made 
with  regard  to  Scotch  Business  proved 
the  case  for  the  Committee  which  was 
proposed.  They  were  told  that  last  year 
they  had  a  large  number  of  Scotch 
measures  passed  in  a  very  short  space 
of  time.  Ue  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  to  say 
whether  many  of  those  measures  would 
have  been  passed  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  constituted  the  Scotch 
Members  into  a  Grand  Committee,  taken 
them  to  a  place  selected  for  the  pur- 
pose, consulted  them,  ascertained  tneir 
views,  and  practically  had  his  measures 
passed  before  they  were  brought  into 
the  House.  Now,  after  the  experience 
of  last  year,  and  after  the  experience 
of  tlie  Grand  Committee,  it  was  be- 
beside  the  question  to  say  this  would 


hinder  the  Business.     But  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Eox- 
burgh  (Mr.  A.  E.  D.  Elliot)  really  let 
the  cat  out  of  the  bag,  when  he  said  if 
the  Scotch  Members  were  to  be  allowed 
to  have  their  say  with  regard  to  Scotch 
measures  which  were  to  be  passed — that 
is  to  say — having  conceded  to  Scotland 
at  their  discretion  what  was  good  for 
Scotland,  then  it  would  be  impossible  to 
withhold  those    measures    from    other 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.    Now,  if  these 
measures  were  bad  measures,  why  should 
they  expect  that    other  parts    of   the 
Kingdom   would  follow  Scotland?    If 
Scotland,  by  her  Kepresentatives,  went 
astray,  would  the  warning  which  would 
thereby  be  given  not  prevent  other  parts 
of   the    Kingdom    from    passing    bad 
measures?    He  admitted  that,  taking 
his  own  personal  view,  he  had  favoured 
something  like  Home  Eule  for  Scotland, 
and  he  had  done  so  because  of  the  im- 
possibility of  Scotland  receiving   that 
share  of  consideration  that  was  necessary 
for    Scotch     Business    in    the    House. 
Were  he  a  Bepresentative  of  an  English 
constituency,  he  should  consider  it  his 
duty  to  do  the  very  utmost  he  could  to 
obtain  the  time  of  the  House  for  legis- 
lation affecting  England.    He  did  not 
think  the  Government  majority — namely, 
five  to  one,  as  regarded  Scotland  were 
at  liberty  or  could  be  expected  to  lay 
aside  legislation  affecting  England  in 
order  that  Scotland  might  have  its  op- 
portunity, and  under  existing  circum- 
stances   it    was    quite    impossible    for 
English  Eepresentatives,  in  the  interests 
of  their  own  constituencies,  to  allow  the 
Imperial    Parliament    to   discuss  such 
measures  at  any  length;   and  all  the 
Scotch  Members  asked  was   that  that 
House  should  give  them  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  before  the  House  measures 
having  the  imprimatur  of  the    Scotch 
Members,   and  showing  that  they,   at 
least,  considered  them  to  be  measures 
which  would  be  most  beneficial  to  the 
constituencies   they    represented.     He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  feeling  that  of 
late  had  been  growing  up  in  Scotland  of 
estrangement  to  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  consequence  of  the  neglect  of  Scotch 
Business  would  be  greatly  aggravated  if 
this  request  were  refused,  and  it  would 
greatly  strengthen  the  desire  for  Home 
Bule.      On    the    other    hand,    if   this 
moderate    proposal    were    granted,    it 
would  very  largely  satisfy  the  Scotch 
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demand  for  attention  to  pressing 
domestic  legislation,  and  would,  to  a 
large  extent,  allay  the  irritation  which 
at  present  existed  with  regard  to  their 
relations  with  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
Then  there  was  this  point  further — the 
want  of  opportunity  of  laying  their 
proposals  before  Parliament.  By  the 
Closure  Eules,  and  by  the  power  now 
conceded  to  the  Government  of  taking 
the  whole  time  of  the  House  if  necessary, 
the  Scotch  Members  were  practically 
excluded  from  any  opportunity  of  laying 
their  wants  before  Parliament ;  but  if 
they  had  that  Committee  for  Scottish 
Business,  they  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity they  desired  of  bringing  forward 
and  discussing  measures  affecting  Scot- 
land, and  bringing  them  before  the 
House,  and  he  believed  that  if  so, 
whether  they  succeeded  in  carrying 
them  through  or  not,  they  would  be 
content.  He  hoped  the  House  woiild 
accede  to  the  very  moderate  proposal, 
and  agree  to  the  appointment  of  the 
Grand  Committee  now  asked  for. 

Mr.  PHOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone) — whom  he  congratu- 
lated on  his  first  appearance  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Scotch  Member  in  the  House 
—had  referred  to  the  differences  between 
the  institutions  of  Scotland  and  England. 
Those  differences,  he  (Mr.  Provand)  ven- 
tured to  say,  were  far  greater  than  the 
differences  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, or  even  between  the  institutions  of 
England  and  those  of  the  United  States. 
Their  methods  of  education,  their  UniTer- 
sities,  their  legal  procedure,  their  Church 
Establishment  in  every  way  differed  en- 
tirely from  those  of  England  ;  and  they 
all  knew  that  since  the  Union,  England 
never — notwithstanding  her  enormous 
numerical  power  as  compared  with  Scot- 
land— attempted  to  force  any  of  her  par- 
ticular ways  upon  Scotland.  They  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  that.  But  they 
had  much  reason  to  complain  of  the 
studied  neglect  of  Scottish  legislation 
by  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Esslemont)  had 
spoken  of  the  growing  feeling  in  Scot- 
land respecting  Home  Eule.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Provand)  did  not  think  that,  up  to 
the  present  moment,  it  had  taken  much 
root ;  but,  undoubtedly,  there  was  such 
a  feeling  against  the  neglect  of  Scottish 
legislation,  and  if  there  was  one  certain 
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way  in  which  the  feeling  in  favour  of 
Home  Eule  could  be  increased  it  would 
be  by  rejecting  this  very  moderate  and 
reasonable  proposal,  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  said  might  be  tried,  at 
least,  as  an  experiment.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  perfection;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  would 
do  some  good.  Apart  from  that,  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  have  it 
tried ;  and  whether  the  Committee  con- 
sisted of  Scottish  Members,  or  was  con- 
trolled by  Scottish  Members,  it  would 
be  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  Scottish 
Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  had  read  to  them  a  list  of 
Scottish  measures  passed  last  Session; 
but  he  would  point  out  that  even  such 
as  they  were  they  would  not  have  been 

fained  had  it  not  been  that,  in  effect,  the 
cottish  Members  made  themselves  what 
might  be  called  a  Grand  Committee,  and 
assisted  the  Government.  And  in  the 
case  in  the  Technical  Education  Act,  they 
struck  off  all  their  Amendments  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  pass.  There  were  39 
Scottish  Bills  introduced  last  year,  and 
1 2  of  them  became  law.  But  what  were 
they  ?  The  Conveyancing  Act  was  only 
to  correct  a  blunder  in  a  previous  Act ; 
the  Crofters'  Holdings  Amendment  Act 
corrected  a  blunder  in  the  Act  of  the 
previous  year ;  the  Lunacy  Districts  Bill 
was  to  correct  a  blunder  in  two  Acts 
passed  in  1857  and  1877;  the  Sheriff  of 
Lanarkshire  Bill  corrected  a  blunder 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald)  himself  in  appointing 
Professor  Berry  to  be  Sheriff  of  Lanark- 
shire ;  the  Prison  Officers'  Superannua* 
tion  Bill  would  probably  not  affect  a 
score  of  people  in  Scotland  in  as  many 
years ;  the  iS'usts  Amendment  Act,  also, 
would  probably  affect  almost  as  few. 
The  seventh  Bill  gave  to  assessors  only 
a  little  more  work  in  making  their 
valuations  ;  and  the  Secretary  for  Soot- 
land  Bill  simply  enlarged  the  powers  of 
that  Minister.  There  was  not  a  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  last  Bill,  and  he 
did  not  think  it  had  made  much  differ- 
ence. There  was  much  hope  expressed 
when  the  Secretaryship  for  Scotland  was 
created,  and  there  had  been  much  dis- 
appointment felt  since  at  the  trifling 
results  that  had  followed.  The  Tech- 
nical Schools  Bill  only  passed  with  the 
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sacrifice  of  many  Amendments ;  and  the 
same  remark  applied  to  the  Criminal 
Procedure  Bill,  about  which,  however, 
he  would  admit  there  was  some  work  in- 
volved. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that  he  was  entitled  to  any  credit 
for  these  Bills,  he  must  candidly  tell  him 
that  his  opinion  was  different  from  that 
of  the  rest  of  the  Scottish  Members. 
With  regard  to  the  Licensed  Houses 
(Earlier  Closing)  Bill,  he  desired  to  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Col- 
lege Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
had  much  understated  the  unanimity  of 
the  Scottish  Members  with  respect  to 
this  Bill.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Scot- 
tish Members  were  as  nearly  unanimous 
about  it  as  they  could  possibly  be,  be- 
cause only  one  Scottish  Member  voted 
against  it  after  it  came  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  although  some  of  the 
Conservative  Members  from  Scotland 
opposed  it  on  the  second  reading  and 
in  one  other  Division.  Yet,  with  this 
almost  absolute  unanimity,  the  Scottish 
Members  were  overruled  entirely  by 
English  Members,  who,  to  repeat  the 
language  which  had  just  been  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kozburgh, 
cared  not  a  button  about  any  measure 
relating  to  Scotland,  and  who  passed 
the  BUI  in  a  mutilated  form.  He 
believed  that  the  majority 'of  the  Scot- 
tish Members  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirk- 
caldy Burghs,  which  was  a  very  small 
measure,  and  which  was  only  proposed 
as  an  experiment.  If  they  failed  to 
make  good  use  of  it,  let  it  be  dropped ; 
but  then  it  would  not  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Scottish  Members  to  say  that  the 
trial  of  the  proposed  Committee  had 
been  denied  to  them. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Blackfriars  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Mr.  Pro  van  d)  into  the  some- 
what exhaustive  review  of  the  Scottish 
legislation  of  last  Session.  The  list  of 
measures  was  enoufi;h  ta  fill  the  heart  of 
any  Scottish  Member  with  pride.  It 
was  true  that  the  discussion  was  not  so 
prolonged  as  upon  some  ordinary  mea- 
sures which  formed  the  materials  for 
the  legislation  of  last  Session ;  but  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  say  that 
upon  the  Wednesday  devoted  to  Scottish 
Business  a  great  many  measures  passed 
through  Committee  with  adequate,  and 
yet  not  with  too  much,  discussion.  He 
did  not  think  that  Scottish  Members  had 


any  reason  to  look  back  with  either 
regret  or  shame  upon  the  performances 
of  that  day.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Kirkcaldy 
Burghs  (Sir  George  Campbell),  he  must 
compliment  him  upon  having  cast  his 
net  so  wide.  It  was  stated  in  such 
general  terms  that  he  very  nearly  en- 
snared the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbread).  But  from  that  calamity 
they  were  delivered  by  the  frankness  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Dumfries  Burghs  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid),  who 
explained  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
entirely  mistaken  the  purpose  of  the 
Amendment,  that,  owing  to  the  general 
terms  in  which  it  was  drawn,  he  was  about 
to  give  his  vote  under  a  misapprehension, 
and  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Dumfries  Burghs  did  not  desire 
to  pass  the  measure  with  any  such  help. 
He  (Mr.  Finlay)  confessed  he  thought 
there  was  very  great  justice  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Dumfries  Burghs,  who  stated 
fully  and  clearly  to  the  House  what  the 
Resolution  really  meant.  He  (Mr.  Fin- 
lay)  was  somewhat  perplexed  by  the 
number  of  proposals  that  had  been 
brought  before  the  House.  Theorigpinal 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  proposed  another 
Standing  Committee  *' similarly  consti- 
tuted, and  subject  to  the  same  rules," 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Scotland .  At  the  same  time  the  House 
had  presented  to  them  the  more  drastic 
and  comprehensive  measure  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Dumfries  Burghs,  according  to  which  all 
Scottish  measures  were  to  be  remitted 
to  Scottish  Representatives,  not  only  for 
the  purpose  of  dealing  with  them  in  Com- 
mittee, but  also  for  the  purpose  of  second 
reading.  Then  they  had  presented  to 
their  bewildered  eyes  the  amended 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs,  by  which  he 
struck  out  the  words  ''  similarly  consti- 
tuted, and  subject  to  the  same  rules." 
What  did  this  Amendment  of  the 
Amendment  mean  ?  Simply  th  at  Scottish 
Business  should  be  remitted  to  a  Grand 
Committee  consisting  of  Scottish  Mem- 
bers only. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  deny 
that  altogether. 

Mr.  FINLAY  said,  he  did  not  pretend 
to  penetrate  into  the  recesses  of  tne  hon. 
Member's  mind,  and  could  only  deal  with 
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tho  scope  of  the  Amendment  and  the  uses 
to  which  it  would  be  put.  Although 
ho  entirely  accepted  the  personal  dis- 
claimer, no  one  knew  what  the  hon. 
Member  meant  but  the  hon.  Member 
himself.  He  apprehended  that  in  view 
of  the  explanation  given  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Dumfries 
Burghs  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
his  name  and  the  subsequent  altera- 
tion of  the  Amendment  were  extremely 
ominous  circumstances.  No  better  illus- 
tration than  the  Amendment  now  under 
discussion  could  be  found  of  the  fact  that 
it  was  impossible  to  treat,  as  confined 
to  any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
measures  which  normally  related  only 
to  that  part.  The  House  was  really 
discussing  an  Amendment  which  in- 
volved principles  of  vital  importance  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
principles  on  which  they  had  hitherto 
gone  had  been  that  they  had  one  Par- 
liament for  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
that  the  common  sense  of  all  should  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  every  measure 
affecting  any  part.  That  principle  they 
were  now  invited  to  discard  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  Nationalities.  Beading 
the  Amendment  in  the  light  of  the 
commentary  supplied  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Dumfries 
Burghs 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  not  responsible  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid's) 
speech  or  Amendment. 

Mr.  FINLAY  thought  that  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Dumfries  Burghs  threw  a  most 
valuable  light  on  the  question  the  House 
had  really  got  to  discuss.  How  did  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs 
propose  that  the  Committee  should  be 
constituted?  Why  did  he  strike  out 
the  words  **  similarly  constituted?" 
Were  they  struck  out  at  the  same  time 
that  it  was  arranged  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Dumfries 
Burghs  should  not  bring  forward  his 
Amendment  ?  How  was  his  Grand 
Committee  to  be  constituted?  Were 
those  words  withdrawn  in  order  to  pro- 
pitiate that  section  of  the  supporters  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Dumfries  Burghs  who  desired  that  the 
Grand  Committee  should  consist  of 
Scottish  Members  only  ?  If  they  were 
not  withdrawn  for  that  purpose,  he  did 
not  know  why  they  were  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Finlay 


Where  was  this  principle  to  stop  ?  Could 
any  measure  of  importance  be  introduced 
for  England,  Scotland,  Ireland,  or  Wales, 
which  did  not  affect  the  other  parts  of 
the  United  Kingdom  ?  And  were  they 
to  have  for  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Wales 
separate  Grand  Committees,  consisting 
of  the  Eepresentatives  of  one  country 
only,  to  deal  with  measures  which  were 
said  to  affect  one  part  only?  And  then, 
no  doubt,  the  question  would  be  raised — 
'^  Was  poor  little  England  to  be  left  out 
in  the  cold?"  Were  they  to  have  a 
Grand  Committee  consisting  of  Gentle- 
men for  the  English  constituencies  only  ? 
["Hear,  hear!  "]  Hon.  Members  said 
*•  Hear,  hear !  "  With  all  his  heart  he 
protested  against  this  parochial  view  of 
the  functions  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. They  were  there  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  the  views  of  all  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  bear  upon  every 
subject  of  great  and  national  importance 
which  merged  in  this  Assembly.  If  any 
subject  of  purely  local  importance  arose 
in  any  Bill  relating  to  any  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  greatest  attention 
was  naturally  paid  to  the  views  of  the 
Members  representing  that  part;  but 
he  did  protest  against  introducing  into 
that  House  a  principle  which  was  very 
wide  and  far-reaching,  and  which  would 
exclude  from  the  consideration  of  the 
details  of  any  measure  the  opinions  of 
all  Members,  and  against  a  principle 
which,  if  carried  to  its  logical  conclusion, 
would  exclude  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  tho  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Southern  Division  of 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  from  sitting 
upon  a  Grand  Committee  relating  to 
purely  English  Bills,  upon  which  they 
might  bring  to  bear  their  great  official 
experience. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  No. 

Mr.  finlay  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  objected  to 
this  conclusion ;  but  it  was  the  logical 
result  of  the  proposal  which  stood  in  his 
name.  That  might  not  be  in  the  hon. 
Member's  mind  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
but    these     results    were    all     latent 

there 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  would  exclude  Scotch  Members  from 
Business  which  was  purely  English  as 
distinguished  from  Imperial. 
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Mr.  PINLAY  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  thus  actually  shut  up  to  the 
conclusion  that  Scotch  Members  were  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  certain  Business 
if  it  was  introduced  into  the  House  with 
regard  to  England  only.  This  was  a 
reductio  ad  ahsurdum  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
proposal.  He  agreed  with  a  great  deal 
that  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North-East  Lanark 
who  seconded  the  Amendment  (Mr.  D. 
Crawford),  and  whose  remarks  would 
find  an  echo  in  Scotland.  There  had  been 
a  feeling  that  Scottish  Business  had  not 
always  received  the  attention  it  ought  to 
receive ;  but  that  was  a  very  different 
thing  from  the  question  whether  an 
appropriate  remedy  had  been  found  in 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  House. 
He  believed  that  Amendment  would  not 
only  do  no  good,  but  would  be  actually 
mischievous  in  its  operation,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  rejecting  it.  They  were  told 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  getting 
Scottish  Business  brought  on ;  but  what 
would  the  Amendment  do  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  ?  Was  there  latent  in  this  Amend- 
ment, as  amended,  a  proposal  that  the 
question  of  the  second  reading  should 
go  to  this  Grand  Committee,  which  was 
not  to  be  similarly  constituted  to  the 
others,  and  about  the  constitution  of 
which  they  knew  nothing  except  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Dumfries  Burghs  said  it  ought  to  consist 
of  Scottish  Members  alone?  He  (Mr. 
Finlay)  protested  against  the  idea  that 
they  should  take  away  from  the  Imperial 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  the 
question  of  the  second  reading  of  any 
measure  merely  because  it  related  to  one 
part.  Why  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  struck  out  the  words  **  subject 
to  the  same  rules  ?  " 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  it 
was  to  leave  that  point  an  open  question. 

Mb.  finlay  :  Exactly.  The  net  had 
been  cast  very  wide,  and  all  they  could 
see  was  that  it  embodied  the  principle 
of  Nationalities  as  applied  to  Grand 
Committees.  [Sir  George  Campbell: 
Hear,  hear !  J  For  that  reason  he 
could  not  but  vote  against  the  Amend- 
ment. It  could  not  possibly  relieve  the 
House  from  the  pressure  of  Business  in 
regard  to  the  second  reading  of  Bills. 
In  this  connection  the  hon.  Member  had 
entirely  failed  to  explain  what  possible 


good  his  Amendment  could  do.  The 
Amendment  might  enable  Scottish  Mem- 
bers to  have  a  Grand  Committee  of  their 
own  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  in 
Committee,  measures  which  had  passed 
the  second  reading  in  this  House.  But 
he  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member, 
with  his  great  experience  of  Scottish 
Business — he  did  not  think  he  had  ever 
attended  a  debate  on  Scottish  Business 
without  having  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
the  hon.  Member — ^he  appealed  to  him 
whether  on  these  occasions  the  House 
was  not  pretty  well  resolved  into  a 
Grand  Committee  of  Scottish  Members. 
They  had,  it  was  true,  a  little  assistance 
from  their  English  Friends,  and  they 
were  glad  to  have  it,  because  it  would 
be  a  great  pity  if  Scottish  mea- 
sures were  left  to  be  decided  solely  by 
the  speeches  and  the  votes  of  Scottish 
Members.  They  were  all  the  better  of  a 
little  corrective  from  the  South.  He 
appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  whether 
the  grievance  was  not  entirely  an 
imagpinary  one.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Dumfries  Burghs  had 
made  an  appeal  to  the  House  on  behalf 
of  Scottish  private  Members.  He  (Mr. 
Finlay)  had  the  greatest  sympathy  for 
Scottish  private  Members,  for  he  was 
one  of  them  himself,  and  he  would  be 
very  glad  of  any  change  in  the  Bules 
which  would  give  them  more  time. 
But  had  the  English  Members  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  on  with  measures  in 
which  they  were  interested  ?  And  what 
good  would  this  proposal  do  in  the  way 
of  enabling  them  to  get  on  with  mea- 
sures in  Committee?  He  had  stated 
his  reasons  for  believing  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  only  do  no  good,  but 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  mischief ;  and 
he  would  not  sit  down  without  indicating 
the  direction  in  which  he  believed  the 
real  remedy  lay.  He  did  not  believe 
Scottish  Business  would  ever  be  properly 
attended  to  in  this  House  until  they  had 
a  Scottish  Minister  who  had  a  seat  in 
the  Cabinet. 

Mb.  E.  EOBEETSON  (Dundee)  Baid, 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay) 
had  said  and  done  a  great  deal  to 
reconcile  him  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell).  Because 
the  gist  of  his  speech  was  to  show  that 
there  was  latent  in  his  hon.  Friend's 
Motion  the  germs  of  the  Amendment 
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of  tlie  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  E.  T.  Reid).  The 
Motion  he  favoured  was  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries, 
and  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  reconciled  him  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment  originally  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy. The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Inverness  seemed  to  forget  that 
even  under  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dumfries  this  House 
would  still  retain  complete  control  over 
every  detail  of  any  Bill  that  might  be 
submitted  to  the  Scottish  Committee 
when  that  Bill  had  passed  the  Com- 
mittee and  been  reported  to  the  House. 
He  stood  as  firmly  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness,  or  as 
anyone  else,  for  the  supreme  sovereignty 
of  that  House  in  all  matters  of  legisla- 
tion, and  he  said  that  principle  was  per- 
fectly consistent  with  the  terms  of  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Finlay)  had  entered  a 
protest  against  what  he  called  the  in- 
troduction of  a  new  principle  into  that 
House  ;  but  every  argument  upon  which 
this  proposal  had  been  supported  was 
that  this  was  no  new  proposal,  but  that 
it  was  already  carried  out  in  the  practice 
of  the  House.  They  heard  every  day 
that  Scotch  Members  were  allowed  to 
control  the  Business  of  Scotland.  Now,  he 
hoped  one  of  the  results  of  that  debate 
would  be  to  remove  a  delusion,  which 
had  been  very  widespread  and  very  pre- 
valent, as  to  the  extent  to  which  Scottish 
Members  were  allowed  to  control  the 
Business  of  Scotland.  He  had  listened 
with  amazement  to  English  and  Irish 
Members  who  had  protested  that  if  Ire- 
land could  only  be  treated  as  Scotland 
was,  there  would  not  be  much  difficulty 
about  Irish  questions.  He  had  been 
amazed  to  see  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  had  propounded  that  very  remedy 
for  Irish  grievances.  After  that  debate, 
and  what  had  been  said  by  his  Col- 
leagues, it  must  be  apparent  to  English 
Members  that  this  was  an  entire  delusion. 
He  protested,  for  his  own  part,  that  it 
was  the  very  reverse  of  the  truth.  They 
had  the  illustrious  authority  of  the 
senior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  that  Scotland  was  the  best 
regulated  portion  of  theUnited  Kingdom, 
and  that  her  reward  for  her  good  conduct 
was  the  systematic  and  continued  neglect 

Mr.  JS,  RoherUon 


of  her  Business.  [Sir  Edwabd  Olarkr  : 
No,  no !  and  Opposition  Cheers.']  Ho 
accepted  the  verdict  of  his  Colleagues 
rather  than  that  of  the  English  Solicitor 
General,  who  appeared  to  dissent  from 
his  statement.  Scottish  Business,  when 
it  had  been  taken  up,  had  often  been 
disposed  of  in  a  sense  contrary  to  the 
opinions  and  wishes  of  Scotsmen.  He 
would  venture  to  say  that  Scotland  in 
that  House  had  often  been  like  the 
respectable  elder  brother  in  the  parable 
of  the  Prodigal  Son.  It  had  been  a 
law-abiding  country,  and  it  had  been 
obliged  to  see  the  fatted  calf  killed  for 
others;  and  it  was  no  wonder  that 
Scottish  Members  grumbled  when  that 
spectacle  was  presented  to  them.  He 
had  before  observed  that  he  was  not 
much  in  love  with  the  principle  of 
devolution.  It  was  exposed  to  great 
dangers,  as  he  had  seen  in  the  case  of 
the  United  States,  where  Parliamentary 
life  was  destroyed  by  it  both  in  Congress 
and  in  every  Legislature  in  the  Union. 
Therefore  he  did  not  support  this  pro- 
posal because  it  added  another  to  the 
list  of  Grand  Committees,  but  he  em- 
phatically supported  it  because,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  in 
the  remarkable  speech,  ingenious  as  it 
was,  had  said,  the  Committee  was 
wanted,  not  to  decide  the  questions  that 
were  laid  before  it,  not  to  settle  the 
final  form  of  any  measure  laid  before  it, 
but  to  obtain  information  as  to  the 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to 
accept  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch 
Members  as  being  the  conclusive  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  a  course  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Finlay)  refused  to  follow  him. 
That  being  the  ground  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  (Mr.  Bobert- 
son)  failed  to  see  the  justice  of  the 
limitation  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Whitbreadj  attempted  to  impose 
upon  this  procedure.  Information  was 
all  the  House  required  for  a  Committee 
of  this  sort,  and  if  they  wanted  to  be  con- 
clusively and  authoritatively  informed  as 
to  what  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land was  on  any  Scotch  measure,  what 
was  the  use  of  appointing  English  or 
Irish  Members  on  the  Committee  ?  One 
reason  why  he  supported  the  proposed 
Grand  Committee  was  that  it  would  pro* 
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cure  that  information.  For  tha  reason 
lie  was  in  favour  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries, 
and  he  hoped  the  proposal  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
Then,  in  the  main,  Scotland  was  a  coun- 
try of  Liberal  opinions.  Even  in  this 
time  of  Liberal  political  distress,  and 
counting  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Finlay)  and  his  Colleagues  among 
the  Tories,  there  was  a  large  majority 
in  favour  of  Liberal  opinion  in  Scotland, 
which  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  would  nnd  stronger  on  the  next 
occasion  in  which  the  opinion  of  Scot- 
land was  taken.  The  Governments  in 
times  past  had  also  been  mainly  Liberal ; 
so  that,  on  the  whole,  the  predominant 
Liberalism  of  Scotland  had  found  itself 
dealing  with  a  general  Liberal  Ministry 
in  the  country.  What  was  the  future 
before  them  ?  Taking  the  authority  of 
hon.  Members  opposite,  they  were  at  the 
beginning  of  a  long  run  of  Unionist 
Administration.  They  were  at  the  begin- 
ning of  20  years  of  Unionist  domination 
in  this  country  and  of  resolute  govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  During  these  20  years 
the  prevalent  opinions  of  the  Scotch 
people  would  be  opposed  to  the  Unionist 
Administration.  Therefore,  one  condi- 
tion which  had  kept  Scotland  quiet 
under  these  restrictions  and  disabilities 
would  be  removed.  But  even  if  the 
prognostications  of  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site were  as  false  as  he  hoped  they  would 
be,  it  was  reasonably  certain  they  had 
got  before  them  five  years  of  the  present 
Government.  He  regretted  he  saw  no 
way  out  of  that,  desperate  and  discou- 
raging as  the  prospect  might  appear  to 
be.  But  during  the  whole  of  that  time, 
Scotland,  so  far  as  three-fourths  of  its 
people  were  concerned,  would  be  not 
only  neglected,  but  in  active,  determined, 
and,  it  might  be,  violent  opposition  to 
the  Government  of  the  country.  With 
the  view  of  making  Scotland  more  tran- 
quil than  she  was  likely  to  be,  and  of 
making  things  more  easy  for  the  Go- 
vernment, he  recommended  them  to 
accept  the  proposal  now  made.  It  had 
been  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
Friend  (Dr.  Cameron),  as  an  objection 
to  these  proposals,  that  they  did  not  go 
far  enough  for  the  people  of  Scotland. 
It  was  said  the  people  of  Scotland 
wanted  Home  Eule.  He  did  not  know 
whether  they  did  or  not.  Some  day 
they  might  learn  their  opinion  on  that 
subject.    For  his  own  part,  he  thought 


the  people  of  Scotland  would  deal  con* 
siderately  with  so  important  a  question. 
He  was  not  himself  enamoured  of  a  one- 
horse  Government  in  Edinburgh.  He 
did  not  think  he  should  particularly  care 
for  a  Parliament  House  Legislature  and 
a  Princes  Street  Executive,  and  he  did 
not  think  the  people  of  Scotland  were 
as  yet  enamoured  of  either  of  these 
objects.  But  if  the  Government  ob- 
jected to  the  extension  of  the  Home 
Rule  principle  to  Scotland — if  they 
wished  the  present  state  of  things  to 
remain  so  far  as  this  Legislature  was 
concerned — ^then  they  would  do  wisely 
to  meet  the  feeling  which  underlay  this 
demand  of  Home  Eule  for  Scotland — 
for  it  was  a  genuine  feeling — by  con- 
ceding the  reasonable  request  preferred 
by  them  that  night.  Because  underneath 
all  the  most  absurd  proposals  that  had 
been  made  or  might  oe  made  for  Scot- 
land— for  Home  Rule  for  Scotland— -lay 
a  genuine,  well-founded  feeling  of  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  mode  in  which 
Scottish  Business  was  conducted  in  this 
House.  His  strong  conviction  was  that 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  for  Scotland, 
for  the  Empire,  and  even  for  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  let  them  have 
their  own  way  in  the  matter.  And, 
anxious  as  they  all  were  to  have  Scot- 
tish opinions  on  Scottish  matters  known, 
let  them  have  the  only  instrument  by 
which  that  could  be  decided,  and  give 
them  this  Grand  Committee  composed 
of  Scottish  Members. 

Mb.  SALT  (Stafford)  said,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  so  much  whether  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  benefited  one 
Parky  or  another,  but  whether  it  would 
be  really  and  simply  a  benefit  in  respect 
of  carrying  on  the  Business  of  the 
House.  The  proposal  before  the  House 
had  undoubtedly  taken  a  good  many 
forms,  for  one  colour  had  been  given  to 
it  by  one  hon.  Member,  another  by 
another,  and  even  a  third  colour  had 
been  given  to  it.  It  was,  therefore, 
difficult  for  anyone  wishing  to  approach 
the  subject  in  a  businesslike  manner 
to  deal  with  its  real  import.  He 
understood,  however,  the  proposal  to  be 
this — that  there  should  be  a  large  Grand 
Committee  consisting  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers only  for  the  consideration  of  Scotch 
Business-  They  had  then  to  consider 
whether  this  would  forward  the  Business 
of  Scotland,  of  the  House,  or  of  the 
country  generally.     His  own  opinion 
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was  that  if  a  Orand  Committee  was  to 
be  set  up  to  deal  with  Scotch  Business 
only  they  would  be  compelled  sooner  or 
later  to  establish  Grand  Committees  for 
English,  Irish,  and  Welsh  Business,  and 
it  must  then  come  to  this— -that  the 
House  would  be  divided  into  a  number  of 
different  and  hostile  sections;  whereas 
he  held  that  they  ought  to  constitute  a 
united  House.  But  how  would  they 
deal  with  tlie  Scotch  Committee,  if  it 
was  to  consist  simply  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers ?  It  was  said  that  the  Committee 
was  to  exist  for  the  purpose  of  satisfy- 
ing the  Scotch  people  by  conceding  what 
the  Scotch  people  wanted.  But  was  this 
great  machinery  to  be  set  up  in  order 
merely  to  instruct  the  House  as  to  what 
Scotch  opinion  might  be  on  various  sub- 
jects ?  They  knew  already  pretty  well 
what  public  opinion  in  Scotland  was 
when  they  had  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
Members  from  Scotland  in  debate,  and  he 
did  not  think  that  any  more  information 
could  be  obtained  on  that  subject  by 
the  establishment  of  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee. But  there  was  a  further 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member.  Suppose  this  Grand 
Committee  came  to  a  decision  on  any 
question ;  that  decision  must  come  before 
the  House,  and  they  had  to  ask  whether 
the  House  would,  in  such  circumstances, 
always  back  up  and  support  the  decision 
at  which  they  arrived  ?  There  was  a  great 
probability  that  such  would  not  be  the 
case,  and  then  there  would  arise  a  con- 
dition of  things  which  would  certainly 
not  conduce  to  the  forwarding  of  the 
Business  of  the  House.  The  conclusion 
at  which  he  arrived,  then,  was  that  they 
must  stand  by  the  old  system  of  the 
House — trying  to  work  together  as  well 
as  they  could — and  that  there  should  be 
but  one  country  and  one  House, 
governed  by  the  majority  of  the  whole. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  entirely  agreed 
with  those  who  said  that  more  oppor- 
tunities ought  to  be  had  for  conducting 
Scotch  Business ;  and  no  one  could  enter 
more  warmly  than  he  did  into  that  feel- 
ing. But  were  they  not,  by  the  Eules  of 
Procedure  then  under  discussion,  trying 
to  give  facilities  for  the  transaction  of 
Scotch  Business?  Their  very  object 
was  that  the  work  should  be  lightened  for 
the  House,  so  that  more  time  might  be 
given  to  the  Business  of  the  different 
parts  of  the  Kingdom.  The  House  was 
now  taking  one  step,  although  not  per- 
Iiaps  a  very  large  one,  in  the  direction 

J6r.  Salt 


of  enabling  Scotch  Members  to  get  more 
time  for  their  measures  to  be  discussed ; 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
acceptance  of  the  proposal  before  the 
House  would  not  do  otherwise  than 
complicate  matters  more  than  they  were 
at  present.  Everyone  was  aware  that 
Governments  of  the  present  day  were 
accustomed  to  make  greater  inroads  upon 
the  time  allotted  to  private  Members 
than  was  formerly  the  case,  and  it  might 
be  said  that  the  opportunities  of  private 
Members  for  legislation  had  almost 
passed  away.  Now  he  thought  that 
Members  of  the  House  might  unite  to 
put  more  pressure  on  the  Government 
to  restore  to  private  Members  the  right 
which  they  so  much  valued,  and  which 
they  had  very  often  so  well  used. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  thought  it  was  curious  that  the 
only  Members  who  had  opposed  the  pro- 
posal from  that  side  of  tne  House  were 
Members  of  the  so-called  Liberal  Unionist 
Party.  There  seemed  to  exist  in  their 
minds  a  lurking  suspicion  that  it  would 
strengthen  the  cause  of  Home  Kule  in 
Ireland.  He  concurred  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  in  thinking  that 
the  proposal  involved  a  Committee  com- 
posed of  Scottish  Members.  It  was 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  that  many  of  the  Scottish 
Members  were  not  acquainted  with 
Scottish  local  matters.  A  more  as- 
tonishing statement  was  never  made 
in  that  House.  He  was  certain  that  the 
Scottish  Members  were  necessarily  ac- 
quainted with  Scottish  local  affairs.  He 
supported  the  proposal  on  the  ground 
that  it  met  with  the  approval  of  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  Members  from  Scotland, 
and  would  be  favourably  received  by 
the  enormous  majority  of  the  Scotch 
people.  By  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  it  was  not  intended  to  take  away 
from  the  Imperial  powers  of  Parliament. 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  thought  they 
might  all  be  satisfied  that  they  had  a 
very  fair  specimen  of  what  the  working 
of  a  Scottish  Grand  Committee  would  be 
in  the  different  views  expressed  by  Scotch 
Members  who  had  spoken  in  the  discus- 
sion. One  supported  the  proposal  on 
the  ground  that  the  experiment  would 
succeed,  another  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  afailure.  The  hoi),  and  learned 
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Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr. 
Anderson)  told  them  that  the  speeches 
which  had  been  made  from  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  practically 
divided  themselves  between  two  divi- 
sions of  the  Liberal  Party.  That  went 
to  indicate  something  more  than  that 
the  work  in  a  Scottish  Qrand  Committee 
upstairs  might  proceed  very  much  upon 
Party:  because  it  brought  into  relief 
this  strong  fact,  that  no  one  in  that 
House — in  his  heart— could  deny  that 
this  move  at  present  before  the  House 
was  a  move  which  had  politics  and  not 
business  at  the  bottom  of  it.  It  was  the 
Home  Bule  movement,  disguise  it  as 
they  might.  If  this  was  a  notion  which 
had  ever  entered  the  mind  of  man  as  a 
matter  of  mere  business— apart  alto- 
gether from  Party  politics — it  was  very 
strange  that  it  was  never  made  till  the 
year  1888.  That  led  him  to  say  this, 
that  while  they  were  told  that  Scottish 
Business  was  much  neglected  by  the 
present  Government  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  Scottish  Liberal 
Members  pressed  that  upon  their  own 
Cabinet,  which  was  in  existence  from 
1880  to  1885? 

Sib  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  :  I  made 
the  same  Motion  myself  when  the  Liberal 
Cabinet  was  in  power. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
ho  thought  he  should  draw  some  state- 
ment of  that  kind,  but  that  was  what 
led  him  to  the  point.  If  the  hon. 
Member  pressed  his  Motion  so  very 
much  upon  the  Liberal  Cabinet,  which 
contained  more  Scotsmen  than  any  other 
Cabinet  that  was  known  to  history,  and 
was  unable  to  make  on  them  any  im- 

Eression,  it  was  out  of  the  question  to 
lame  the  present  Government.  It  was 
entirely  a  new  idea,  and  there  was  no 
man  in  that  House  who  did  not  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  proposal  to 
establish  Grand  Committees,  based  not 
on  the  Business  to  be  done,  but  on  the 
country  to  which  the  Business  generally 
related,  never  would  have  entered  the 
mind  of  any  Cabinet  or  any  sensible 
portion  of  the  House,  had  it  not  been 
that  they  had  certain  political  measures 
brought  forward  in  that  House  a  year 
or  two  ago.  They  had  had  Grand  Com- 
mittees sitting  in  that  House  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  particular  classes 
of  Business ;  but  that  was  a  very  different 
thing  from  splitting  up  the  House  into 
different  Grand  Committees  to  consider 
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similar  Business  solely  with  reference  to 
the  particular  nationality    whioh  was 
proposed  to  be  represented  on  that  Com- 
mittee. The  proposal  was  that  the  whole 
of  the  Scottish  Members  were  to  sit  alone 
on  their  own  Business,  and  were  to  take 
their  share  in  sitting  in  the  Committees 
of  everybody  else's  Business.  That  rather 
illustrated  what  had  often  been  said  of 
their  country — **  We  take  all  we  can  get 
and  a  little  more  if  we  can."    The  pro- 
posal seemed  to  him  on  the  first  blush 
of  it  to  be  a  most  illogical  and  absurd 
arrangement.  But  that  was  only  the  first 
move  of  the  game.      The  next  move 
would  be  in  regard  to  another  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  then  another 
move  with  regard  to  another  part  of  the 
Kingdom.     There  was  no  reason  to  stop 
at  nationalities  at   all.     Why  should 
the  South  of  England,  as  they  had  been 
told,  override  the  opinion  of  the  North 
of  England  if  they  were  going  to  sub- 
divide upon  such  principles  as  that? 
Nothing  was  more  plain  than  that  they 
were  not  subdividing  for  Business,  but 
for  political  reasons.    It  was  said  that 
Bills  were  to  be  sent  to  this  Committee 
without  passing  any   second  reading; 
that  the  second  reading  was  to  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Scottish  Members  up- 
stairs.    Could  any  proposal  be    more 
grotesque  and  absurd,  coming  from  any 
man  who  was  the  least  acquainted  with 
business?    If  the  second  reading  was 
not  to  depend  on  a  decision  of  the  House, 
then  nobody  would  consent  to  a  first 
reading  without  taking  a  Division.  The 
reason  why  a  Division  on  the  first  read- 
ing was  almost  never  taken  was  because 
the  opportunity   was  still    before  the 
House  of  having  a  full  discussion  on 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  on  the  second 
reading.    Nothing  was  more  plain  on 
the  face  of  the  debate  than  that  hon. 
Members  had  no  clear  idea  of  the  result 
of  this  proposal.     They  all  spoke  of  it 
as  an  experiment,  and  as  a  thing  whioh 
could  be  set    aside  if   unsatisfactory. 
That  was  a  mode  of  conducting  Business 
which  no  sensible  man  would  adopt  in 
his  own  affairs.    The  fact  that  this  had 
been  proposed  as  a  pure  experiment 
showed  how  absurd  and  ridiculous  the 
proposal  was  upon  the  face  of  it.     A 
good  deal  of  comment  had  been  made 
on  the  way  Scottish  Business  had  been 
passed  through  the  House  during  recent 
years,   and    particularly    last    Session. 
What  bearing  had  that  upon  the  Oom- 
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mittee  stage  of  all  Bills  being  disposed 
of  by  a  Grand  Committee  upstairs  ?  He 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  whether  he  had 
received  any  complaints  about  Bills 
passed  last  Session  ?  If  not,  it  rather 
tended  to  show  that  the  way  those  Bills 
were  passed  through  Committee  was 
perfectly  satisfactory.  How  was  the 
Grand  Committee  to  fail  ?  Was  it  by 
the  work  of  the  Scottish  Members  being 
set  aside  ?  If  that  were  to  be  done,  that 
would  be  very  near  a  Parliamentary 
revolution.  Or  was  it  to  fail  from  the 
work  of  the  Scottish  Members  being  eo 
badly  done  that  the  House  would  not 
accept  it  ?  He  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
submitted,  upon  the  whole  matter,  that 
it  would  not  be  wise  in  the  meantime 
to  go  out  of  the  course  followed  in  the 
past  in  the  appointment  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees. It  was  an  intelligible,  sensible, 
and  reasonable  mode  of  devolution  ;  but 
to  you  to  propose  to  facilitate  the  Busi- 
ness for  one  locality,  the  discussion  on 
which  showed  that  political  reasons  were 
at  the  bottom  of  it,  would  be  to  take  a 
step  which  would  have  a  most  unfor- 
tunate result  on  the  Business  of  the 
House. 

Sir  GEOEQE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton)  said,  he  found  there 
had  been  little  said  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  that  he  required  to  answer. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  this  was  a  Party  question,  and  that 
the  Members  of  the  Liberal  Government 
who  now  supported  it,  opposed  it  when 
in  Office.  He  would  not  enter  into  con- 
tention on  that  point.  \^Laughter.^  No  ; 
and  the  reason  why  was  because  that 
olass  of  thought  had  beei;!  excluded 
from  the  debate.  For  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  try  and  make 
out  a  case  of  inconsistency  against  the 
Liberal  Front  Bench  was  as  ungenerous 
as  though  he  himself  had  twitted  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  with  his  original 
objection  to  the  Closure,  a  reminder  which 
he  should  have  been  ashamed  to  use.  It 
was  because  this  was  a  new  experiment 
that  they  asked  it  as  a  tentative  measure 
until  they  saw  the  result.  The  whole 
argument  for  the  Grand  Committees 
was  the  block  of  Business  in  the  House. 
It  was  because  there  was  a  block  in 
Scottish  Business  that  they  asked  that 
the  same  remedy  should  be  applied  as 
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in  the  case  of  English  Business.  There 
could  hardly  be  any  doubt  that  there 
was  at  the  present  time  considerable 
dissatisfaction  and  discontent  in  Soot- 
land  as  to  the  treatment  measured  out 
to  legislation  affecting  that  country. 
When  they  were  taunted  from  opposite 
Benches  with  being  desirous  of  trying 
experiments,  they  could  not  forget  that 
on  those  Benches  the  proposal  had  that 
night  been  accepted  of  trying  the 
experiment  of  adding  agricultural  ques- 
tions to  those  which  the  General  Com- 
mittee upon  Trade  would  have  to  con- 
sider. Something  must  be  done  to 
stay  the  growing  dissatisfaction  in  Scot- 
land. The  satisfaction  at  the  appointment 
of  a  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  been 
followed  by  disappointment  that  the 
person  holding  that  office  was  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  that  he  was  not  in 
the  Cabinet.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  spoke  with 
great  force  upon  the  extremely  serious 
and  significant  fact  that  the  Scottish 
Executive  was  not  dependent  upon  the 
majority,  but  the  minority  of  the  Scot- 
tish Hepresentatives.  That  was  a  most 
serious  matter ;  but  what  he  (Sir  George 
Trevelyan)  was  anxious  about  was,  that 
if  they  could  not  get  on  in  the  way  of 
administration,  at  any  rate  let  them 
get  on  in  the  way  of  legislation.  This 
was  a  very  moderate  proposal  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  a  great  amount  of 
dissatisfaction.  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
would  confine  their  remarks,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  had  not  done,  and  as  the  Lord 
Advocate  had  not  done,  to  the  proposal 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  accused  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  with 
having  some  sinister  motive  for  altering 
his  Kesolution.  The  change  was  made 
with  no  sinister  purpose,  but  simply 
and  solely  with  the  object  of  placing 
the  Eesolution  before  the  House  in  the 
simplest  form.  It  was  to  give  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  getting  the  opinion  of 
their  Scottish  Colleagues  on  Scottish 
affairs,  in  a  concentrated  shape,  and 
expressed  in  a  matured  form.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that 
it  was  the  immemorial  oustom  of  the 
House  to  frame  its  Committees  so  as 
to  represent  the  political  feeling  of 
the  House.  He  (Sir  George  Trevelyan) 
must  say  he  did  not  think  that  wa<9  the 
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intention  in  the  case  of  these  Grand 
Committees.  In  their  case  the  object 
was  to  keep  politics  as  far  as  possible 
out  of  them ;  and  he  hoped  the  Scottish 
Ghrand  Committee  would  be  so  consti- 
tuted as  to  represent  Scottish  opinion 
on  Scottish  questions,  irrespective  of 
politics.  The  Chief  Secretary  was  afraid 
of  a  conflict  between  the  majority  of  the 
Ilouse  and  the  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members  on  the  Grand  Committee. 
Ho  would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  there  was  such  a  conflict  constantly 
going  on  in  the  House  now  between  the 
majority  of  Scottish  Members  and  the 
majority  of  the  House;  but  that  contest 
was  carried  on  in  a  covert  and  somewhat 
unobserved  manner,  whereas  what  they 
wanted  to  do  was  to  drag  the  whole 
thing  into  the  light  of  day.  What  hap- 
pened now?  A  Scottish  debate  took 
place.  The  Scottish  arguments  were 
generally  not  of  a  sort  to  fascinate  Eng- 
lish Members.  English  Members  left 
the  House  in  great  numbers,  and  if  they 
did  so  for  good,  the  Scottish  Members 
would  be  very  well  satisfied.  But  they 
came  back  again  to  vote.  Illustrations 
of  that  had  occurred  recently.  On  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  36  Scotch  Members  voted  for 
it  and  1 1  against  it ;  but  that  Motion 
was  rejected  by  a  majority  of  the  House. 
The  next  day,  on  the  Crofters'  Amend- 
ment Bill,  36  Members  voted  one  way 
and  nine  the  other,  and  yet  the  Scotch 
majority  was  outvoted  by  a  majority  of 
the  House.  On  the  same  day  it  dis- 
cussed the  method  of  electing  the  Scotch 
Parochial  Boards,  which  scarcely  any 
English  Member  could  understand,  and 
OD,  that  matter,  too,  a  large  majority  of 
Scotch  Members  were  outvoted  by  a 
majority  of  the  House.  These  were  ex- 
amples of  what  was  continually  going 
on,  and  English  Members  were  not 
ashamed  of  what  they  did,  because 
in  those  big  Divisions  they  could  not 
pick  out  and  identify  their  Scottish 
Colleagues  and  see  which  way  they 
went.  But  it  woiild  be  a  different 
business  when  the  Scottish  Members 
were  gathered  together  into  a  Commit- 
tee room  upstairs,  and  went  into  the 
details  of  measures,  and  those  Bills 
came  down  as  the  voice  of  Scotland,  so 
far  as  it  could  be  expressed  by  the 
Scottish  Eepresentatives.  In  that  case 
he  believed  English  Members  who  now 


voted  so  freely  against  them  would 
think  twice  or  thrice  before  going 
against  the  undoubted  feeling  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  gave 
them  a  long  list  of  Scottish  measures 
passed  last  Session;  but  they  were  a 
poor  set  of  measures  indeed,  and  the 
reason  was  that  the  House  had  not  time 
to  consider  any  important  ones,  and 
was  too  conscientious  to  pass  important 
measures  without  considering  them. 
One  was  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  Bill. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  if  that 
Bill  had  gone  to  a  Grand  Committee  it 
would  have  come  out  a  very  different 
one  ;  but  this  list  was  chiefly  conspicuous 
for  the  absence  of  one  Bill— the  Scotch 
Universities  Bill — which  would  have 
been  worth  all  the  rest  put  together.  It 
was  not  passed,  because  the  House  could 
not  find  time  to  discuss  it ;  yet  he  be- 
lieved it  would  have  passed  without  a 
Division  on  the  second  reading,  and 
then  would  have  gone  up  to  a  Commit- 
tee, and  the  Committee  would  have  given 
the  time  to  it  which  the  House  could  not 
give,  and  so  a  Bill  would  have  been 
passed  which,  as  he  had  said,  was  worth 
all  the  rest  put  together.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  he  had  had  one  great 
advantage — ^the  advantage  of  a  unique 
administrative  experience.  They  had 
both  of  them — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  himself — been  Scottish  and  Irish 
Secretaries.  Now,  he  should  have 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  hesitated  before  rejecting  this  pro- 
posal ;  because  it  was  brought  forward 
some  years  ago  in  the  case  of  Ireland, 
and  was  rejected.  He  did  not  see  that 
now  it  was  renewed ;  but  if  that  pro- 
posal had  not  been  rejected,  then  he 
must  say  that  the  one  great  cause  of 
most  of  the  serious  grievances  Ireland  had 
against  this  country  would  have  been,  if 
not  removed,  at  least  greatly  mitigated 
— that  grievance  being  that  Irish  Bills 
concerning  Ireland  only,  on  which  the 
majority  of  Irish  Members  were  almost 
unanimous,  were  not  accepted  by  the 
House.  If  a  Bill  for  extending  the 
municipal  franchise  in  Ireland  had  been 
referred  to  an  Irish  Grand  Committee,  and 
had  then  been  presented  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  felt  satisfied  that  the  House 
would  not  have  consented  to  throw  away 
the  work  of  perhaps  a  third  of  the  Ses- 
sion, but  would  have  passed  a  Bill  to 
remedy  one  of  the  greatest  grievances  of 
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Ireland.  As  to  the  contention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  that  these  Bills  con- 
tained principles  which  applied  likewise 
to  England,  and  that  it  was  unfair  to 
accept  the  Scotch  idea  with  regard  to 
these  principles,  he  maintained  that  if 
it  was  unfair  for  Scotch  Members  to  ob- 
tain an  ideal  of  their  own  which  might 
not  be  palatable  to  England,  it  must  be 
infinitely  harder  for  Scotland  to  have 
the  English  ideal  imposed  by  English 
votes  upon  Scotland — the  weaker  coun- 
try, the  country  which  could  only  in- 
fluence England  by  example,  but  could 
impose  nothing  on  her  by  votes.  He 
felt  that  he  had  detained  them  too  long 
on  a  discussion  of  this  kind,  and  he 
would  simply  now  restate  the  three 
arguments  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Partick  Division  of 
Lanarkshire  CMr.  Craig  Sellar).  In  the 
first  place,  Scottish  views  on  Scottish 
affairs  were  overridden  by  English  opi- 
nion. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Wigton  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  said 
they  ought  to  pay  deference  to  the  views 
of  the  entire  nation.  Now,  why  should 
Scotland  defer  to  the  view  of  the  entire 
nation  in  the  matter  of  the  regulation  of 
her  liquor  traffic,  or  on  the  question 
whether  she  should  pay  pensions  to  her 
police?  The  hon.  Member  went  fur- 
ther, and  said  they  were  dealing  with 
world-wide  questions.  Was  it  credible 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  think  that 
the  civilized  world  cared  three-halfpence 
or  three  bawbees  about  the  question  of 
hypothec  ?  If  they  had  this  Committee, 
they  would  then  obtain  in  a  finished 
shape  the  public  opinion  of  Scotland. 
Secondly,  there  was  the  question  of  the 
amount  of  Business.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E. 
Bobertson)  had  done  well  to  show  up 
what  was  called  by  farce  a  Scottish  Par- 
liament. This  Scottish  Parliament  had 
sat  here  for  a  couple  of  Wednesdays 
only — that  was  to  say,  they,  a  ninth  part 
of  the  Eepresentativos  of  the  Kingdom, 
had  about  a  90th  part  of  the  time,  and 
yet  people  spoke  of  a  Scottish  Parlia- 
ment. Then,  last  and  greatest  of  all, 
there  was  the  growing  feeling  of  dis- 
satisfaction in  Scotland.  To  meet  that 
feeling,  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  brought 
forward  a  very  moderate  proposal.  He 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan)  would  regret  if 
it  was  rejected,  and  he  thought  Scotland 
would  regret  it  still  more,  and  would  in 
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some  respects  almost  resent  some  of  the 
arguments,  and  especially  some  brought 
forward  from  Benches  behind  him,  in 
favour  of  its  rejection.  The  way  in 
which  it  was  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment plan  to  recognize  the  nationality 
of  Scotland  was  by  putting  some  four  or 
five  Scottsih  Members  on  the  two  Grand 
Committees  on  Law  and  Justice,  which, 
perhaps,  would  not  have  a  Scottish  Bill 
before  them  once  in  three  years.  He  and 
his  Friends  proposed  a  very  different 
plan.  They  believed  it  to  be  an  inno- 
cent and  salutary  remedy,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  they  believed  it  would  re- 
dress a  great  practical  grievance,  and 
meet  and  soothe  the  genuine  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Sootland. 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
he  could  understand  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  objecting  to  Mem- 
bers being  taunted  with  changes  of 
opinion;  but  on  this  particular  subjeot 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  free  from 
any  such  imputations,  because  he  did 
not  take  part  in  the  debate  when  this 
topic  last  oocupied  the  attention  of  the 
House.  In  1882,  when  this  question 
was  before  the  House  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr,  W.  E.  Gladstone)  opposed  it.  He 
(Mr.  Baikes)  did  not  wish  to  attach  too 
much  importance  to  that,  because, 
although  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
supported  it  to-night,  the  reasons  he 
gave  for  doing  so  were  reasons  which  he 
passed  by,  and  did  not  attempt  to  con- 
travene in  1882.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  then 
reserved  to  himself  the  liberty  of  judg- 
ment which  he  had  been  free  to  exercise, 
and  had  exercised  that  right  by  adopting 
a  different  line.  But  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  took  a  very  strong  part  in 
opposing  a  kindred  proposition  on  that 
occasion ,  and  Sir  Ed  wardColebrooke,  then 
a  Liberal  Member  of  the  House,  objected 
to  the  provincialism  of  the  Amendment. 
That  was  not  a  Party  opinion,  but  was 
one  which  found  an  echo  in  many  parts 
of  Scotland.  He  (Mr.  Eaikes)  did  not 
believe  that  the  Scottish  people  were 
really  enamoured  of  a  scheme  which  was 
so  much  to  lower  their  position  in  the 
Imperial  Legislature.  It  was  important 
to  observe  the  difference  between  the 
forms  of  the  Motion  as  it  was  put  upon 


457        i)u9%nm  of  the  SoMB       {Maroh  6,  1888|         {RhUb  of  Procedure).       458 


the  Paper,  and  it  was  now  submitted  to 
the  House.  The  Amendment  first  pro- 
posed was  that  another  Grand  Committee 
should  be  formed  on  the  same  micro- 
cosmic  principles  as  the  other  two,  but  it 
had  been  thrown  over  by  its  parent  for 
one  perfectly  difiPerent.  This  Grand 
Committee  was  not  to  be  formed  with 
the  same  limitations  as  to  scope  as  the 
other  Committees,  for  while  only  Bills 
relating  to  law  and  justice  or  to  trade, 
manufacture,  or  agriculture,  were  to  be 
sent  to  Gh:and  Committees,  and  all  other 
Bills  were  still  reserved  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  this  Amendment  would  gpive  to  a 
Scottish  Grand  Committee  the  entire 
control  of  all  the  Committees  on  all 
Bills,  however  important,  however  revo- 
lutionary might  be  their  character,  and 
would  exclude  from  their  consideration 
all  other  Members  of  the  House.  It  was, 
therefore,  proposed  to  give  to  that  Grand 
Committee  attributes  and  jurisdiction 
entirely  different  from,  and  immensely 
exceeding,  those  given  to  other  Grand 
Committees.  But  the  Amendment  carried 
with  it  other  consequences,  for  this 
Grand  Committee  would  presumably 
contain  all  the  most  prominent  and 
leading  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons who  represented  Scottish  constitu- 
encies, and,  therefore,  the  other  Grand 
Committees  would  be  deprived  of  their 
services.  Could  a  more  abnormal  and 
more  anomalous  position  be  imagined  ? 
The  only  thing  resembling  it  that  he 
could  imagine  was  that  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
did  so  much  to  save  the  Irish  Members 
from  two  years  ago,  when  it  was  pro- 
posed to  give  the  Irish  Members  exclu- 
sive jurisdiction  over  Irish  affairs,  and 
to  exclude  them  from  huving  any  part 
in  Imperial  affairs.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who  for- 
merly represented  Hereford,  but  now 
sat  for  some  Scotch  borough  (Mr.  B.  T. 
Eeid)  was  altogether  different  in  its 
scope,  and  had  me  merit  of  being  more 
logical.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  proposed  to  refer  the  second  reading 
of  Bills  to  the  Scotch  Grand  Committee, 
thus  removing  that  stage  from  the  juris- 
diction of  the  House  itself.  \_Cries  of 
"No,  no!"] 

Mb.  E.  T.  eeid  :  I  did  nothing  of 
the  kind. 

Mb.  EAIKES  :  True,  the  proposition 
was  qualified  by  the  words,  "  unless  the 


House  should  otherwise  order,"  but  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  to  delegate  to  a 
Committee  upstairs  powers  in  connec- 
tion with  the  stage  of  second  reading 
Which  at  present  were  exercised  by  the 
whole  House.  That,  he  believed,  would 
oust  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  as  far 
as  second  readings  were  concerned.  The 
House  was  asked  to  transfer  to  a  Com- 
mittee a  jurisdiction  which  had  hitherto 
been  exercised  informally  and  with  ad- 
vantage by  the  majority  of  the  Scottish 
Members.  Some  hon.  Members  seemed 
to  think  that  Scotland  had  fared  worse 
at  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Commons 
than  Ireland  because  there  were  fewer 
debates  upon  Scotch  matters.  The  differ- 
ence was  that  where  the  Irishmen  g^t 
the  debate,  the  Scotsmen  got  the  mea- 
sures. But  under  the  system  which 
prevailed  in  the  course  of  last  Session  no 
less  than  1 1  Bills  of  varying  importance 
were  passed  for  the  benefit  of  Scotland. 
His  hon.  Friend  opposite  called  that  a 
poor  list,  but  one  of  these  measures  was 
the  Technical  Education  Bill;  and,  in 
respect  of  that  important  subject,  Scot- 
land had  actually  received  a  boon  which 
England  could  not  get.  In  fact,  the 
English  Education  Bill  was  sacrificed  in 
a  great  measure  to  the  Scotch  Bill. 
ICriee  o/  **No!"]  At  all  events  the 
Scotch  Bill  was  persevered  with  and  the 
English  Bill  was  not.  The  present 
arrangement  with  regard  to  Scotch  Bills 
was  this.  Members  representing  Scotch 
constituencies  found  opportunities  for 
discussing  certain  Bills  among  them- 
selves, they  then  brought  these  Bills 
before  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  in 
the  end  they  passed  through  the  House 
after  some  merely  formal  debate.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  fact  there  was 
was  no  prolonged  discussion  in  the  House 
in  any  way  diminished  the  value  of  a 
measure  when  passed.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  Scotland  was  entitled  to 
this  proposed  Grand  Committee  on  local 
grounds.  But  if  the  proposal  were  ac- 
ceded to  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  how 
could  they  resist  the  demands  of  other 
parts  of  the  country  for  similar  Com- 
mittees ?  How  refuse  Wales  or  Ireland, 
or  even  London,  Lancashire,  or  York- 
shire? It  was  rather  remarkable  that 
on  this  occasion  Scotland  should  be  the 
horse  to  run  for  the  Separatist  stable, 
while  Ireland  was  kept  in  the  baok- 
ground.  The  scheme  if  logically 
carried  out  would  lead  to  the  absolute 

IFowrth  Night'] 


459         Justness  of  the  Rouse         {COMMONS}  {Sules  of  Procedure).  460 


(lisintogration  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. It  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be 
compatible  with  the  Parliamentary  in- 
stitutions under  which  we  lived.  Hon. 
Members  ought  not  willingly  to  reduce 
the  House  to  the  position  of  a  Chamber 
for  the  acceptance  of  mere  broad  prin- 
ciples divorced  from  all  details.  To 
adopt  proposals  of  this  kind  would  re- 
duce the  House  to  a  mere  place  of 
academic  disputation  in  regard  to  broad 
principles;  and  the  result  would  be 
half  a  dozen  local  Parliaments,  which 
would,  perhaps,  enact  in  every  part  of 
the  country  measures  absolutely  different 
from  each  other,  and  make  this  country 
not  a  United  Kingdom,  but  rather  a 
group  of  disunited  States. 

Mr.  BRYCE   (Aberdeen,    S.)    said, 
those  who  opposed  the  Motion  before  the 
House  evaded  the  point  at  issue.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman   the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Baikes)  for  instance,  had 
argued  against  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid)  which  was  not  now  before 
the  House,  and  ignoring  altogether  the 
fact  that  Scotland  had  separate  laws,  a 
separate  Church,  and  separate  customs 
and  habits,  he  had  endeavoured  to  show 
a  similarity  between  Scotland  and  York- 
shire.    Scotland  suffered  from  a  distinct 
evil  under  the  present  system,  and  that 
evil  was  that  Scotch  Business  was  not 
properly  attended  to  in    that    House. 
They  could  not  get  time  to  discuss  Scotch 
Business,   and    when   Scotch   measures 
were  produced  by  the  Government,  the 
Scotch  Members  were  told  to  pass  them 
at  the  point  of  the  bayonet — they  were 
told  that  unless  they  passed  them  im- 
mediately and  without  proper  time  for 
discussion,  they  would  not  be  passed  at 
all.     Roferonce  had  been  made  to  the 
passing  of  the  Scotch  Technical  Schools 
Bill ;  but  at  the  time  when  that  Bill  was 
brought  forward  the  Scotch   Members 
pointed   out  that  it  was  !quite  inade- 
quate,   a    mere    outline    sketch    of    a 
scheme.    They  were,  however,  told  that 
if  they  did  not  dispose  of  it  on  that 
Wednesday  for  which    five  Bills  had 
been  put  down,  it  would   be  dropped. 
This  was  characteristic  of  the  manner 
in  which  Scotch  Business  was  conducted 
in  that  House.      Indeed,    it  must  be 
taken  as  admitted  by  the  language  of 
the  Government  that  Scotland  in  this 
matter  had  great  cause   of  complaint. 
Jf  a    Scotch    Grand   Committee  were 


appointed  it  could  deal  properly   with 
Scotch  Business.     As  the   Government 
did  not   accept  this   suggestion,    what 
suggestion  had  they  to  make  to  meet 
the  present    admittedly    unsatisfactory 
state  of  things  ?    Under  the  new  Rules 
of  Procedure  Scotch  Business  would  fare 
even  worse  than  hitherto.     In  the  first 
place  the  available  time  was  shortened 
and    the    opportunities  of    discussing 
Scotch  Bills   as  heretofore  between  12 
o'clock  and  3  o'clock   in   the  morning 
would  no  longer  exist.     This  system  of 
devolution  would  be  no  relief  to  Grand 
Committees  so  far  as  Scotch  Business  was 
concerned  unless  a  Scotch  Committee  was 
appointed.     The  principle  of  the  system 
of  devolution  was  that  Bills  should  be 
referred    to    Committees    composed   of 
Members  with  special  knowledge  of  the 
subjects  with   which  the  Bills  respec- 
tively dealt.     But  what  would  be  the 
advantage  of  referring  Bills  dealing  with 
Law  and  Courts  of  Justice  in  Scotland 
to  the  Law  and  Justice  Grand  Com- 
mittee, which  would  only  contain  a  few 
Scotch  Members,  and  the  majority   of 
which    would    know   little  or  nothing 
of  the  subject?    The  same  argument 
applied  to   Bills   dealing   with   Scotch 
agriculture  and  commerce.     Of  a  Grand 
Committee  consisting  of  75  Members, 
only  about  eight  would  be  Scotch  Mem- 
bers.    The   right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)   let  the    cat   out  of  the   bag 
when  he  said  the  reason  that  the  Go- 
vernment   objected   to  the  plan  of    a 
Scotch  Grand  Committee  was  that  it 
would   interfere   with    the    balance  of 
Parties  in  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALPOUR  said,  that  he 
stated  nothing  of  the  kind.  He  said 
that  to  appoint  a  Scotch  Committee 
would  be  a  new  departure  ;  that  hitherto 
Committees  of  this  House  had  been  ar- 
ranged with  the  balance  of  Parties  cor- 
respondiDg  with  the  balance  of  Parties  in 
the  House,  and  that  it  would  be  a  very 
serious  thing  to  depart  from  that  ar- 
rangement. 

Mk.  BRYCE  said,  the  practice  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
only  applied  to  Select  Committees,  and 
not  to  Grand  Committees.  Thejright  hon. 
Gentleman  had  pointed  out  that  a  Bill 
might  pass  through  the  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  in  a  shape  unacceptable  to 
the  Government,  and  had  argued  that 
the  Government,  which  were  suppcHrted 
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by  a  majority  conBistiii^  mainly  of 
English  Members,  ought  not  to  allow  a 
Bill  to  pass  unless  it  conformed  to  their 
views.  The  Scotch  Members  claimed  to 
have  the  legislation  for  Scotland  passed 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  wanted, 
whether  the  Ministry,  supported  by  an 
English  majority,  wished  it  or  not.  No 
doubt  the  Government  would  be  justified 
in  the  case  of  a  Scotch  Bill  which  raised 
wide  political  issues  in  withholding  it 
from  the  Grand  Committee,  and  in 
having  its  Committee  stage  disposed  of 
in  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  and 
this  was  provided  for  by  the  words  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dum- 
fries's Motion,  '^  unless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order." 

Mr.  HAIKES  said,  he  would  point 
out  that  there  were  no  such  words  in  the 
Motion  then  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BH  YCE  said,  that  made  no  differ- 
ence, because  the  House,  of  course, 
possessed  the  inherent  power  of  keeping 
any  Bill  for  discussion  in  tho  House 
itself.  On  Bills  raising  wide  political 
issues,  no  doubt  the  Government  of  the 
day  might  be  justified  in  exercising  a 
veto ;  but  on  ordinary  Bills  it  was  not 
the  liking  or  dislike  of  the  Government 
that  should  prevail.  The  claim  he  put 
forward  related  to  Bills  raising  no  vital 
political  issue,  but  relating  to  matters 
so  peculiarly  and  distinctively  Scotch  that 
the  wishes  of  the  Scotch  people  ought 
to  be  suffered  to  prevail.  Hitherto  the 
question  of  reconciling  the  conflicting 
claims  of  the  Scottish  majority  and  the 
general  majority  in  the  delicate  matter 
of  Scotch  legislation  had  only  been 
temporarily  solved  by  the  Government 
being  willing  to  give  way  to  the  strong 
expression  of  Scotch  opinion.  That  was 
what  Scotch  Members  desired  to  see 
recognized  as  the  rule.  The  Grand  Com- 
mittees which  sat  a  few  years  ago  did  not 
discuss  tho  Bills  submitted  to  them  in  a 
partizan  spirit.  All  the  Scotch  Members 
asked  for  was  that  Scotch  Bills  should 
be  considered  by  a  Grand  Committee  in 
similar  spirit.  They  believed  it  would 
be  a  great  service  to  the  country  to 
allow  Scotch  Members  to  advance  their 
own  measures  in  their  own  way.  They 
might  try  the  experiment  of  sending 
Scottish  Bills  of  a  non-Party  character 
to  a  Grand  Committee,  and  the  House 
might  reserve  for  its  own  consideration 
such  Scottish  Bills  as  they  thought  were 
not  fit  for  the  Grand  Committee.    If  the 


House  refused,  he  was  bound  to  say  ho 
had  considerable  apprehensions  of  the 
result.  This  was  a  very  temperate  and 
moderate  proposal.  It  was  one  which 
could  not  do  much  harm,  and  which 
could  be  revoked  at  any  moment.  The 
Government  ought  to  know  that  there 
was  a  feeling  growing  up  in  Scotland 
that  the  majority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  claiming  too  much  authority 
over  distinctively  Scotch  measures.  There 
was  a  growing  feeling  that  some  special 
provision  must  be  made  for  Scotland. 
Scotch  Members  asked  the  Government 
to  satisfy  that  demand  while  it  was  still 
in  a  tender  stage.  Let  not  the  Govern- 
ment aggravate  Scotch  feeling  as  they 
had  aggravated  Irish  feeling.  Let  them 
take  warning  from  the  example  of  Ire- 
land. Let  the  Government  give  a  rea- 
sonable attention  to  the  demands  which 
the  Scotch  people  made,  believing  that, 
with  the  practical  good  sense  which 
characterized  the  nation,  they  would  not 
ask  more  if  they  could  get  some  prac- 
tical measure  like  this  to  satisfy  their 
reasonable  desires. 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  committers 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  thought  a  few  words  might  be 
of  use  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
exactly  to  what  they  were  asked  to  vote 
upon.  He  had  heard  the  last  speech  or 
two  with  considerable  surprise,  and  he 
would  like  to  compare  the  arguments  of 
the  Speakers  with  the  exact  proposal 
before  the  House.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  proposed  to  add  to  the  Beso- 
lution  on  the  Paper  the  words — 

*'  That  there  be  added  another  standing  Com- 
mittee for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
to  Scotch  Business  only.*' 

He  submitted  that  the  addition  of  the 
words  would  leave  the  matter  exactly 
where  it  stood  before — that  was  to  say, 
tbat  the  additional  Standing  Committee 
would  be  similarly  constituted  and  sub- 
ject to  the  same  Rules  as  the  others. 
That  was  the  sense  in  which  it  was  sup- 
ported by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
who  said  distinctly  that  he  could  not 
support  the  proposal  unless  he  under- 
stood that  it  was  a  proposal  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  same  nature  as  the  other 
Standing  Committees  now  proposed  to 
be  revived.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  would  not  accept  a  Committee  ex- 
clusively formed  of  Scotch  Members,  or 
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a  Committee  containiDg  a  preponde- 
rating number  of  Scotch  Members. 
Again,  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  was  conceived  in  the 
same  sense,  and  it  was  to  such  a  Com- 
mittee only  as  the  Member  for  Bedford 
indicated,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  his  adhesion.  The  argument, 
therefore,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  fell  entirely  to  the  ground,  and 
the  cases  which  he  had  adduced  would 
not  be  touched  at  all  by  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  which 
applied  only  to  Bills  which  had  sur- 
vived the  general  sense  of  the  House, 
and  gone  for  consideration  before  that 
Grand  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  apparently  did  not  under- 
stand the  words  of  the  Standing  Order 
with  regard  to  the  constitution  of  Grand 
Committees.  The  Standing  Committees 
were  to  be  nominated,  and  the  numbers 
were  to  be  appointed  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection  which  should  have  regard 
to  the  class  of  Bills  committed  to  such 
Committees  and  to  the  composition  of 
the  House ;  so  that  the  Scotch  Members 
on  the  proposed  Committee  would  only 
get  their  quota  of  the  whole.  Again, 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce)  was  in  error  in 
speaking  only  of  the  proportion  of  S^ 
Scotch  Members ;  because  it  was  in  the 
power  of  the  Committee  of  Selection  to 
add  another  1 5  Members  to  serve  on  the 
Grand  Committees  for  the  consideration 
of  any  Bill.  If  a  Scotch  Bill,  therefore, 
were  referred,  there  would  no  doubt  be 
added  15  Scotch  Members,  so  that  there 
would  be  23  Members  representing 
Scotland  on  the  Committee  whenever  a 
Scotch  Bill  was  referred.  The  whole 
question  was  whether  they  should  for 
the  purpose  of  the  devolution  of  Busi- 
ness set  up  Grand  Committees  to  which 
Bills  read  a  second  time  should  be  re- 
ferred for  further  discussion.  The  system 
of  devolution  which  they  had  adopted 
proceeded  on  the  principle  of  referring 
Bills  to  Grand  Committees  according  to 
the  class  to  which  such  Bills  belonged. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  introduce  a  new 
class  and  refer  Bills  on  the  principle  of 
their  local  application.  It  was  a  plea 
for  the  further  and  fuller  consideration 
of  Bills  which  had  been  discussed  in  the 
House  and  which  discussion  had  been  con- 
sidered adequate.  If  the  meaning  of  the 
Amendment  was  that  when  other  means 
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of  considering  Bills  were  exhausted,  he 
saw  no  difficulty  in  'accepting  the  pro- 
posal. But  he  could  only  accept  it  if  other 
means  of  consideration  were  exhausted, 
because  he  thought  the  principle  mis- 
chievous and  inferior  as  compared  with 
the  existing  Hule.  He  preferred  that 
Bills  should  be  considered  with  regard 
to  the  subjects  with  which  they  dealt. 
He  would  rather,  for  instance,  have  a 
Scotch  Liquor  Bill  considered  with  an 
English  Liquor  Bill,  and  the  same  with 
regard  to  a  Bill  on  Scotch  Education. 
{^Criet  of  **0h,  Oh!"]  The  murmurs 
which  he  heard,  he  ventured  to  say, 
were  murmurs  of  provincialism ;  and  he 
thought  Scotch  legislation  might  be  im- 
proved by  having  its  Bills  referred  to 
Ghrand  Committees  in  the  way  he  had 
indicated.  It  was  said  that  Scotch 
Business  had  a  right  to  receive  sufficient 
attention  at  the  hands  of  the  House ; 
but  it  was  yet  to  be  proved  that  Scotch 
Bills  considered  with  English  Bills  by 
Grand  Committees  would  not  receive 
due  attention.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
they  should  not  have  three  or  four 
Standing  Committees.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  had  assented  to 
the  principle  that  in  the  case  of  say  a 
Scotch  Education  Bill,  15  Scotch  Mem- 
bers would  be  added  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee who  considered  the  Bill.  If  the 
House  was  driven  by  necessity  to  these 
local  provisions,  let  them  be  accepted, but 
only  then.  At  present,  they  were  not  so 
driven,  because  they  had  not  tried  the 
experiment  of  Grand  Committees  on  a 
sufficiently  large  scale.  Let  the  plan 
have  a  fair  trial,  and  if  it  failed,  it  would 
be  time  enough  to  fall  back  on  the  pre- 
sent proposal,  which  he  regarded  as  an 
inferior  process. 

Da.  CLABK  (Caithness)  said,  he 
would  not  occupy  more  than  a  minute 
or  two.  He  was  going  to  support  the 
Government,  because  he  preferred  that 
the  House  should  mutilate  and  muddle 
Scottish  Business.  He  preferred  that 
Scottish  opinion  should  be  over-ridden 
by  ill-informed  English  opinions.  He 
preferred  that  the  constitution  of  the 
Scottish  Church  should  be  decided  by 
English  Episcopalians  and  Irish  Eoman 
Catholics,  because  he  thought  the  solu- 
tion proposed  was  no  solution  of  the 
question  at  all.  The  Union  of  Scotland 
with  England  was  like  the  union  of  a 
race  horse  with  a  cart  horse.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr, 
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Finlay)  looked  upon  Scotland  as  a 
parish,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes) 
looked  upon  it  as  a  municipality  or  a 
county.  In  Scotland  they  were  over- 
taxed, and  treated  with  niggardliness 
and  meanness.  There  was  stroDg  dis- 
satisfaction, and  he  wished  that  dissatis- 
faction to  go  on  increasing.  The  only 
way  when  the  incompetency  of  the  House 
to  deal  with  Scotch  questions  became 
manifest  was  to  have  Scottish  Business 
transacted  in  Scotland  by  a  Scottish 
Parliament  and  a  Scottish  Executive. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  137;  Noes 
214;  Majority  77. 


AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T,  D. 

Anderson,  0.  11. 

Asquith,  II.  U. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bright.  W.  L. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Brown,  A.  L. 

Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 

Bryce,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Burt,  T. 

Caldwell,  J. 

Cameron,  C. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell,  U. 

Campbell  -Bannerman , 
right  hon.  U. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Cavan,  Earl  of 

Channing,  F.  A. 

Colman,  J.  J. 

Commins,  A. 

Conway,  M. 

Cossham,  U. 

Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens- Hardy,  H.  H. 

Craig,  J. 

Cremor,  W.  R. 

Crilly,  D. 

Deasy,  J. 

Dillon,  J. 

Pillwyn,  L.  L. 

Duff,  R.  W. 

EUis,  J. 

Ellis,  T.  £. 

Esslemont,  P. 

Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 

Fenwick,  C. 

Ferguson,  R.  C.Munro- 

Finucane,  J. 

Firth,  J.  F.  B. 

Flower,  0. 

Foley,  P.  J. 

Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 


Fowler,  rt.  hn.  H.  H. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gullv,  W.  0. 
Halaane,  R.  B. 
Harring^n,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Joioey,  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lawson,  U.  L.  W. 
Lefevre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  8. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
M* Arthur,  W.  A. 
M*Donald,  P. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M»Laren,  W.  8.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Menzies,  R.  8. 
Morgan,  rt.hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  rt.'^hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A. 

J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'KeUv,  J. 
Pamell,  0.  8. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Pinkei-ton,  J. 
Playfair,    right    hon. 

8ir  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 


Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  8. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 

RoUit,  Sir  A.  E. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Smith,  8. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  H. 


Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Waddy,  8.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warmington,  0.  M. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Will,  J.  8. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  8. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Woodhead,  J. 

TBLLBB8, 

Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Crawford,  D. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T . 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  0. 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C 
Bentinck,  W.  (>.  0. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
CampbeU,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Charrington,  8. 
ChurchUl,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  M.  8* 


Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Corbett,  A.  0. 
Oorry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cross,  H.  8. 
Grossman,  Qt&n.  Sir  W. 
Currie,  SirD. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalr^mple,  Sir  0. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
De  Cobain,  E.  8.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dizon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  8. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  8. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Ewmg,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

si  J. 

Fielden,  T. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitegerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Fultoni  J.  F. 
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It  being  Midnighti  the  Debate  on 
the  Main  Question,  as  amended,  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 


Gaihome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,      JMajor 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Flalsey,  T.  F. 
Rambro,  Ck)l.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastlo,  F. 
Hartington,  Marquess 

of 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heathcote,  Gapt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Hcaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill]  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Ho  worth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  0. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  E. 
Janris,  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 

Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
liawrence,  W.  F. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lewisham,  right  hon 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long.  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W, 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Ijymington,  Viscount 
]Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Iil*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 


Jilakins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Adml.  R.  C. 
IMore,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
^luntz,  P.  A. 
Noble,  W. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikos,  right  hon.  II. 
'    C. 

Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Salt,  T. 

Snunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  U. 
Sidobotham,  J.  W. 
Sidobottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
-Trotter,  H.J. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N . 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


MOTIONS. 


DISTBESS  FOB   BBITT   (dUBLIN)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Murphy,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  levying  of  Distress  for  Rent, 
and  for  the  execution  of  small  debts,in  the  cityof 
Dublin,  ordered  to  bo  brougbt  in  by  IMr.  Murphy, 
Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Dwyer  Gray,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sul- 
livan, Captain  M'Calmont,  and  Mr.  T.  Har- 
rington. 

JiiW prtientedf  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  159.] 

STEAM   B0ILEB8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Prorand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to,  and  provide  for  the  com- 
pulsory examination  of.  Steam  Boilers,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Provand,  Mr.  Octavius 
V.  Morgan,  and  Mr.  William  Abraham. 
^i\l presented f  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  160.] 

EEFOBMATOBT    SCHOOLS    ACT    (1866) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dugdale,  Bill  to  amend 
•*  The  Reformatory  Schools  Act,  1866,*'  ordered 
to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dugdale,  Mr.  Whit- 
more, Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Curzon,  Mr.  Dixon, 
and  Mr.  Mark  Stewart. 
WaWpretentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  161 .] 

House  adjourned  at  Ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  1th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  — Select  Committees  —  Rating 
and  Valuation  (Scotland),  nominated.  De- 
bates and  Proceedings  in  Parliament,  ap' 
pointed  and  nominated. 

Public  Bills— -iSwawrf  Reading ^^imng  Leases 
(Cornwall  and  Devon)  •  [114]  ;  Solicitors 
(Ireland)  •  [140], 

ORDER   OF  THE  DA  F. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (RULES  OP 
PROCEDURE).  —  XIII.  —  STANDING 
COMMITTEES.— RESOLUTION. 

[aDJOUBNED    debate.]      [fifth     NIGHT.] 

Order  read,  for  resumiDg  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question,  as  amended, 

''  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  Honse  of  the 
1st  December,  1882,  relating  to  tho  Constitu- 
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tion  and  Proceedings  of  Standing  Committees  part  of  the  House  to  give  to  Ireland ^ 

for  the  Consideration  of  Bills  relating  to  Law,  Scotland,    and    Wales    the    legislation 

aM  .SCde?SS.  "i  Kfl^r^t'S;  tf'^y  "q--^.  ^-^  tte  deUy  which  had 
revived,  and  that  Trade  shall  include  Agricul-  "©©n  caused  owing  to  an  absolute  want 
ture  and  Fishing.— (ifr.  W.  H.  Smith.)  of  time  for  considering  carefully  the  de- 
Main  Question,   as  amended,   again  ^f'^  oi  the  measures  adopted  to  meet 
proposed.  ^^^  wants  of  those  cotmtnes,  and  the 
_f  ,      '             ,  absence  of  local  knowledge  in  the  House 
Debate  resumed.  generally,  to  enable  them  to  be  dealt 
Mr.   IIA.THBONE   (Carnarvonshire,  with.      Owing  to  that  delay,  remedies 
Arfon),  in  rising  to  move  at  the  end  of  which,  by  their  subsequent  adoption  by 
the  Rule  to  add  the  following  words  : —  the  House  were  proved  to  be  right,  had 
**That  there  be  another  Grand  Committee,  ?ome  too  late  to  prevent  disorder,  suffer- 
similarly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same  ing,  and  even  crime.     It  was  admitted 
rules,  the  Members  for  Wales  and  Monmouth-  that  the  House  could  not  attend  ade- 
shire  being  Members  of  such  Committee,  for  quately  to  the  Business  before  it  with- 

whin\Ti''*hv'';?ra^^^^     ^^W:^^fJ^llZ^^'  out  some  form  of  division  of  labour,  and 

wiuch  may,  or  order  ox  tne  House  in  oacn  case,  1,1     1      ,-,...         oti^ 

be  committed  to  it,"  surely  the  best  division  of  labour  was  to 

said,  he  did  not  propose  to  detain  the  J?'''^  *^,«  adjustment  of  the  details  in 

House  long,    as  the   principle  of  the  Committee  to  those  who  were  really  inte- 

Besolution  had  undergone  a  very  full  rested  in  the  question  and  understood  it 

discussion  yesterday  on  the  Scotch  ileso-  *»««*•      ^"^  ,^^''°l'i*'°?r  ''*'"^*  A        ?2 

lution.      He  would  only  mention  that  '?^  P'^"'  ^''f,  *^^  ^°"««-  ,?  '°^^^ 

xxT  ^             '     ^            j'/T.^  ^^j.  «««u-^«  Simply  save  to  the  House  the  time  now 

Wales  was  in  a  very  different  position  fj  .     discussing  the  details  of  a 

from  Scotland  m  regard  to  legislation  ;  g.y       ^  .          ,^     ^ 

because  Scotland  managed  to  get    14  ,     Wnort  gtao-e  to  discuss  those  esaen- 

public  Bills  passed  through  the  House  *;^®     i^-  ilg  fn    hich  it  wm  neoessar 

fast  year  whereas  Wales  was  not  even  thaS  o&n^s  of 'the  HoSsTshoS 

allowed  to  pass  one ;  not  even  a  mea-  ^    expressed.    It  was  evident  that  both 

sure  for  technical  education,! which  ocot-  — ^            .   _      .      _ 


,      ,       A.    r.  L      1,-  v  *u     T>  •  ^- -.«!•*  ill  Wales  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  in 

land  got,   but  which  the  Principality  t^.|^^^  .i.^^  i._^  _     '    „_   .f  j^.^  ^ 

required  far   more  than  Scotland.     It  1      ,  ^  f  J\ •  m     &'<^^.^P  ,?^  J^^  * 

^  «j  :«  10*70  i>    iu«i,^«   iLr««,  great  deal  of  bitterness  of  feeling  from 

was  proposed  m  1878  by  the  hon.  Mem-  '^i.  .  .^      j  x     v^  ai.     ^  i    i. 

X.     r     Ku    n-4.     ^t  n««i,  /\m-    "d««  ^m  what  was  considered  to  be  the  neglect 

iroZ^TyL^tS^JTtl  ^rtf  th^^V"*"'  h^'^r^'  ""^'^ 

Hou^in  adraftEeportprepared  by  the  ^^^  t^d^pridf ^ome^pLS 

hon.  Member —  r  •  x         •  1 1     •  i  x* 

means  of  carrying  out  special  legislation 

•«  That  whenever  any  public  BiU  relating  f^^  the  different  parts  of  the  country, 

exclusive  y  to  the  affairs  of  either  England  Ire-  In  the  proposal  he  made  there  was  no 

land,  or  Scotland  has  been  read  a  second  time  ;-"  »'"^  i'^'^i'""**  "^  ija»x*«   v*xo*«    tt»o  xxv 

it  shall  be  referred,  unless  otherwise  directed  intention  to  conhne  the  Members  Of  the 

by  the  House,  to  a  Committee  consisting  of  the  Committee  to  Wales.      On  the  contrary, 

Members  representing  counties  and  places  in  at  least  one-half  would   be  taken  from 

England  if  the  Bill  relates  to  England,  or  of  ^he  House  generallv.     He  believed  that 

the  Members  represenlmg  Ireland  or  Scotland  ^„„    „  ^„»i^«  ^*    ««««;^««oivl^    i^^^^*- 

respectively  if  the  Bill  relates  to  Ireland  or  ^^^   *  ^^tter  of   considerable    import- 

Scotlund.     Such  Bill  shall  not  be  afterwards  a^ce  and  value,  because  not  only  would 

considered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  the  Grand  Committee  have   upon  it  a 

unless  specially  ordered,  but  shall  be  considered  number  of  experienced  Members,  but  it 

on  Report  in  the  whole  House."  ^^^i^  gyring  the  Committee^ more    in 

Those  who  had  carefully  watched  what  touch  with  the  House,  and  render  it 

had  gone  on  in  England  since  that  Beso-  much  more  influential  in  carrying  out 

lution  was  proposed  would  see  that  if  the  Besolutions  of  the  Committee.  Both 

the  suggestion  it   contained,  modified  on  the  ground  of  justice  and   on  the 

perhaps  in  its   exact  form,  had  been  ground  of  expediency,   he  hoped  the 

adopted,  most  of  the  present  difficulties  House  would  accept  the  Besolution,  and 

with  Ireland   and   other   parts  of  the  he  would  only  add   that,   though   he 

Kingdom  would  have  been  got  over,  admitted  that  Scotland  had  a  sort  of 

He  believed  that  a  great  many  of  those  customary  right  to  claim  an  appointment 

difficulties    had   arisen   of  late  years,  of  such  a  Standing  Committee,  yet  it 

not  so  much  from  indisposition  on  the  was  far  more  necessary  for  Wales^  be- 
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have  been  one  since  the  time  of  Lord 
Chancellor  Jeffries,  who  was  not,  it  must 
be  confessed,  a  very  brilliant  specimen 
of  his  nationality.  He  hoped  the  Scotch 
Members  would  excuse  him  if  he  said 
that  Welsh  Nationality  was  much  more 
marked  and  likely  to  be  more  enduring 
than  Scotch  Nationality.  They  had  a 
laDguage  and  literature  of  their  own  ; 
Scotchmen  had  only  an  accent,  or,  at 
most,  a  dialect.  Not  only  so;  but  to 
judge  from  what  was  stated  yesterday, 
the  Scotchmen  were  not  at  all  practically 
unanimous  on  the  subject.  As  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  said,  the  differ- 
ence between  Scotland  and  Wales  was 
that  Scotland  had  her  own  system  of 
law,  whereas  Wales,  in  that  respect,  was 
amalgamated  with  England,  of  which  it 
was  politically  a  part.  That  was  an 
argument  more  worthy  of  a  lawyer  than 
of  a  statesman.  They  did  not  want  a 
separate  system  of  legislation  suitable  to 
the  peculiar  circumstance  of  Wales. 
Thanks  to  an  hon.  Member  behind  him, 
Wales,  some  four  or  five  years  ago,  ob- 
tained a  separate  Bill  for  closing  public- 
houses  on  Sunday,  and  that  Act  was 
working  so  well  that  there  were  half-a- 
dozen  English  counties  which  desired 
that  the  same  provisions  should  be  ap- 
plied to  them.  What  did  the  proposition 
contain  and  the  Besolution  amount  to, 
and  what  harm  could  it  possibly  do? 
There  were  five  Welsh  Bills  on  the  Order 
Book  standing  for  second  reading,  in- 
cluding two  Intermediate  Education  Bills 
and  one  Land  Bill.  What  harm  could 
arise  from  referring  them  to  a  Oommittee 
on  which  the  Welsh  Members  should  be 
represented?  It  would  have  been  a 
different  thing  if  the  House  were  asked 
to  refer  these  Bills  to  Welsh  Members 
only.  There  were  34  Members  for 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire,  and  those 
34  constituted  exactly  l-20th  of  the 
whole  House  of  Commons.  They  would, 
therefore,  only  be  entitled  to  four  Mem- 
bers, together  with  15  "  experts,"  in  all 
19,  or  about  one-fourth.  That  number 
was  not  enough  to  swamp  or  oyerridOi 
though  it  might  legitimately  influence 
and  instruct,  on  purely  Welsh  questions, 
English  and  Scotch  Members,  who  were 
lamentably  ignorant  of  Welsh  language, 
literature,  habits,  and  feelings.  This  was 
a  very  important  question,  indeed,  for 
every  day  the  general  feeling  was  growing 
in  the  Principality  that  the  English 
Members  knew  very  little  of  Wales. 


cause  that  Principality  had  not  so  large 
ll  representation  in  the  House,  and  had 
not,  as  Scotland  had,  a  Parliamentary  Se- 
cretary of  State  to  represent  their  griev- 
ances and  enforce  attention  to  their 
wants.  With  these  brief  observations, 
he  would  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  OSBOENEMOEGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire,  E.)  said,  he  rose  to  second  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He 
had  listened  with  very  close  attention 
to  nearly  all  the  speeches  which  were 
delivered  last  night  on  the  Besolution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  and  he  felt  bound 
to  say  that  nearly  every  one  of  the 
arguments  in  that  speech  could  be 
repeated  with  greater  force  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend.  As 
things  now  stood  Scotchmen  it  was  ad- 
mitted did  sometimes  get  what  they 
wanted ;  Welshmen  never  did.  It  was 
stated  by  the  Postmaster  General,  last 
night,  that  last  Session  1 1  Scotch  Bills 
were  passed  into  law ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  understated  the  case, 
because  the  actual  number  was  14.  How 
many  Welsh  Bills  were  passed,  and  how 
many  Welsh  Bills  were  even  discussed  ? 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  complained  yesterday 
that  Scotch  Business  only  appropiated 
to  itself  l-90th  part  of  the  time  of  the 
House;  but  Welsh  Business  did  not 
occupy  1 -900th,  or  1-9, 000th  part  of  the 
time  of  the  House,  and  he  thought  the 
explanation  was  that  which  had  just 
been  given  by  his  hon.  Friend — namely, 
that  the  Scotch  people  were  represented 
in  the  Executive.  They  had  a  Scotch 
Secretary  of  State,  who  was  usually, 
although  not  at  present,  a  Member  of 
the  Cabinet ;  they  had  a  very  able  Lord 
Advocate  and  a  Solicitor  General,  on 
whom  they  could  put  pressure;  and, 
further,  two  of  the  very  ablest  and  most 
active  Members  of  the  Governmeot  were 
also  Scotchmen  born.  In  the  last  Go- 
vernment no  less  than  six  Members  of 
the  Liberal  Cabinet  were  either  Scotch, 
or  Members  for  Scotch  constituencies. 
But  whoever  heard  of  a  Welsh  Cabinet 
Minister?  He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
had  looked  carefully  through  bygone  lists, 
and,  with  the  single  exception  of  Sir 
George  Lewis  (who,  thougn  he  sat  for 
a  Welsh  constituency,  was  only  a  Here- 
fordshire man),  there  did  not  appear  to 
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He  had  often  heard  it  stated  that  owing 
to  their  infatuated  ignorance  of  Welsh 
the  Eoglish  Members  knew  far  more  of 
the  affairs  of  foreign  countries  than  they 
knew  of  the  affairs  of  this  part  of  their 
own  country.  That  was  their  misfortune, 
and  not  their  fault.     He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  if  some  30  or  40  English 
Members  were  taken  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  mixed  up  together, 
and   well    shaken,    so  to  speak,  with 
19  Members  from  Wales,  it  would  ope- 
rate as  a  salutary  educational  process 
in    enabling    them    to   rub    off   some 
of  their  ignorance.     He   had    spoken 
of  non-political  questions;   he  hardly 
liked  to  refer  to  the  burning  question 
of   Disestablishment.      He    knew    the 
right  hon.    Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  was  quite  ready  to  get  up  and 
say  that  he  was  letting  the  cat  out  of 
the  bag ;  but  he  failed  to  see  even  on 
that  question  why  it  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed upstairs  if  their  opponents  ap- 
preciated it  (as  they  doubtless  would) 
with  fair  and  open  minds.    After  a  time 
hon.  Members  might  be  brought  to  see, 
even  on  that  subject,  the  error  of  their 
ways,    and  much  useless  friction   and 
time  might    be  saved    the    House  of 
Commons.      He  thought    the   experi- 
ment was  well  worth  trying.     This  was 
not  a  Home  Eule  question.     On  the 
contrary,  it  was  a  motion  which  was  cal- 
culated to  take  off  the  whole  edge  of 
Home  Eule,  and,  upon  that  ground,  he 
ventured  to  claim  the   vote  of  every 
Unionbt  Liberal  and  Conservative  who 
sat  in  that  House.    The  hon.  gentle- 
man   the    Member    for    Dundee   (Mr. 
E.  Bobertson)    said,    yesterday,     that 
he  did  not  want  to  see  a  one-horse  Par- 
liament sitting  in  Edinburgh.    He  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  did  not  want  to  see 
a  one-horse  Parliament  sitting  at  Car- 
narvon.    He  did  not  think  that  any 
sensible  Welshman,  however  strong  a 
Home  Euler  he  might  be  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  wished  to  see  Home  Eule 
established  in  Wales  in  the  same  sense. 
The  House  would,  however,  if  they  re- 
fused this  Amendment,  drive  the  Welsh 
people,  as  they  had  driven  the  Irish 
people  before,  in  the  direction  of  Home 
Eule.     It  was  because  he  did  not  want 
Home  Eule,  and  did  not  think  that  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  Wales,  that  he 
urged  the  House  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment.    What  Wales  wanted  was  fair 
play  and  justice,  and  they  did  not  get  it. 


Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
*'  That  there  be  another  Grand  Committee,  8imi« 
larly  constituted,  and  subject  to  the  same  rules, 
the  Members  for  Wales  and  Monmouthshire  be* 
ing  Members  of  such  Committee,  for  the  con* 
sideration  of  all  Bills  relating  to  Wales  which 
™&yt  by  order  of  the  House,  in  each  oase,  be 
committed  to  it." — {Mr,  Bathbone,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  S.  smith  (FHntshire)  said,  he 
thought  he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed 
to  look  at  this  matter  from  a  general 
point  of  view,  seeing  that  he  was  not 
a  Welshman,  although  he  represented 
a  Welsh  constituency.  His  knowledge 
of  Wales  was  comparatively  recent ;  but 
he  would  give  the  House  the  strong 
impression  made  upon  him  as  to  the 
necessity  of  getting  a  more  true  expres- 
sion of  Welsh  feeling  in  that  House. 
Since  he  had  been  a  Welsh  Eepre- 
sentative,  he  had  become  aware  of  the 
existence  of  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
favour  of  special  Welsh  legislation 
among  the  indigenous  population  of  the 
Principality,  and  he  had  come  to  sym- 
pathize more  than  he  ever  did  before 
with  the  reasonable  and  earnest  demands 
made  by  the  people  of  Wales,  who  had 
hardly  any  voice  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment until  within  the  last  few  years.  He 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
fViend  who  had  just  sat  down  that 
Welsh  Nationality  was  a  very  distinct 
and  well  marked  fact,  much  more 
marked  than  Scotch  Nationality,  and  he 
said  so,  though  he  (Mr.  Smith)  was  a 
Scotchman  himself.  They  were  of  a 
different  race,  with  a  different  language, 
and  possessing  an  ancient  literature  of 
their  own,  and  local  traditions,  alto- 
gether different  from  those  of  the  Eng- 
lish people.  They  had  also  excellent 
qualities  which  differed  in  some  respects 
from  those  of  the  English  people.  They 
were  not  without  their  faults,  but  all 
that  they  required  was  to  have  afforded 
them  by  the  legislation  of  that  House 
a  more  distinct  expression  of  the  reason- 
able demands  of  Welsh  Nationality.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  unless  some  expres- 
sion was  given  to  it,  Parliament  would 
find  itself  confronted  with  a  growing 
demand  for  Home  Eule  for  Wales.  He 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan),  who  thought 
it  was  not  desirable  to  feed  that  demand. 


^PifiK  H\iU?^ 
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and  that  it  would  be  much  better  to  oon- 
oede  what  Wales  demanded  without 
driving  her  into  agitation  for  Home  Eule, 
or  encouraging  a  tendency  towards  sepa- 
ratism. The  true  way  of  complying  with 
their  demands  was  to  give  them  a  rea- 
sonable channel  through  which  their 
opinions  could  be  expressed  in  that 
House.  He  thought  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Arfon  Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr. 
Bathbone)  contained  a  moderate  and 
reasonable  demand.  If  adopted  it  would 
make  English  and  Scotch  Members 
familiar  with  the  points  of  view  from 
which  the  Welsh  Members  regard  Welsh 
questions ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Welsh  Members  would  be  able  to  count 
on  the  sympathy,  support,  and  intelli- 
gence of  a  considerable  section  of  the 
House.  Ho  spoke  as  one  desirous  of 
soothing  down  national  asperities,  and 
producing,  as  far  as  possible,  a  kindly 
feeling  among  all  classes  of  the  Welsh 
inhabitants.  By  refusing  this  moderate 
demand  they  would  only  drive  the  Welsh 
people  towards  separatism.  There  ex- 
isted great  sufiPering  in  Wales  at  the 
present  moment.  The  land  system  of 
Wales  was  quite  different  from  the  land 
system  in  England.  There  existed  in 
that  country  a  great  number  of  small 
occupiers,  more  like  the  small  farmers 
in  Ireland  than  the  large  farmers  of  Eng- 
land. They  had  been  driven  to  the  wall 
by  high  rents  and  hard  times;  and, 
certainly,  the  land  system  of  Wales  was 
such  that  it  demanded  a  very  different 
treatment  from  that  of  England  and  Scot- 
laad.  A  Committee  of  this  kind  would 
be  able  to  place  these  questions  before 
the  House  and  the  country ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  in  the  interests  of  peace  and 
concord  that  he  supported  the  very 
moderate  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Arfon  Division  of 
Carnarvonshire. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  (Bedford)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Members  for  Wales  would 
excuse  him  for  interposing  for  a  moment 
in  the  debate ;  but  he  wanted  to  point 
out  what  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
would  be  if  it  were  carried.  He  thought 
it  had  been  a  little  misapprehended  and 
misunderstood  by  hon.  Members.  It 
was  proposed  to  appoint  another  Grand 
Committee,  similany  constituted  to  those 
already  sanctioned.  In  order  to  aroid 
any  mistake,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  Committee  of  Selection  acting  under 
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that  Order  would,  in  the  first  place, 
make  the  new  Grand  Committee  a  strict 
miniature  of  the  House,  representing  a 
due  proportion  of  all  Parties ;  and  after 
that  the  Committee  of  Selection  would 
be  entitled  to  add  15  specialists,  who,  in 
the  case  of  Welsh  Bills,  undoubtedly 
ought  to  be  Members  from  Wales. 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  that  ?  The 
effect  would  be  that  the  Members  for 
Wales  would  be  at  least  five  times  as 
strong  collectively  on  the  Qommittee  as 
they  could  be  at  any  time  in  the  House. 
It  would  give  them  an  immense  acces- 
sion of  strength  in  debate  before  a  Com- 
mittee compared  to  what  they  would 
have  in  the  House.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  ^o  away  with  the  idea 
that  the  one  thing  desirable  was  to  force 
the  Bill  through  this  Committee.  The 
object  of  appointing  Grand  Committees 
was  to  relieve  the  House  of  too  much 
Business,  and  was  so  to  thresh  out  Bills 
that,  when  they  came  back  to  the  House, 
there  would  be  a  reasonable  prospect  of 
their  being  accepted.  He  submitted  to 
the  House  that,  if  this  very  moderate 
proposal  were  carried,  and  if  they  only 
had  a  Grand  Committee  with  15  spe- 
cialists upon  it,  they  would  be  able  to 
shape  any  Bill  in  the  direction  of  their 
own  wishes,  interests,  and  views.  It 
would  not,  however,  be  desirable,  in  a 
Committee  of  that  sort,  that  they  should 
frame  their  Bills  solely  in  reference  to 
Welsh  ideas  and  Welsh  interests;  but 
that  they  should  so  frame  them  as  to  get 
them  accepted  by  the  whole  House.  If 
that  very  moderate  idea  prevailed  among 
Welsh  Members,  and  he  thought  it  did, 
he  was  lost  in  astonishment  to  imagine 
how  the  Government  could  bring  them- 
selves to  oppose  it.  Such  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee would  act  only  in  the  same  way 
as  an  existing  Standing  Committee 
would  act  if  Welsh  Members  were  put 
upon  it.  What  was  the  danger  that  the 
Government  apprehended  ?  He  did  see 
a  very  great  danger  looming  before 
them.  They  had  heard  last  night,  and 
they  had  heard  that  day,  that  although 
the  Scotch  and  Welsh  Members  were 
not  desirous  of  Home  Bule  for  Scotland 
and  Wales,  yet  they  were  being  pushed 
very  fast  in  that  direction,  and  it  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  sur- 
rounded by  eager  spirits  only  too  anxious 
to  urge  them  and  press  them  on  in  that 
direction.  If  the  Government  persisted 
in  their  point-blank  refusal  to  consider 
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this  question — ^if  professing,  as  they  did, 
a  great  desire  to  listen  to  Scotland  and 
Wales,  they  still  refused  the  only  prac- 
ticable proposal  ever  made  for  giving  a 
real  hearing  to  the  Members  for  Wales, 
then  he  could  only  say  that  they  were 
seized  with  that  dementia  which  they 
were  told  possessed  those  who  were 
doomed  to  destruction. 

Colonel  OORNWALLIS  WEST 
(Denbigh,  W.)  said,  that  notwithstand- 
ing the  admirable  speech  which  they  had 
just  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  he  could  per- 
ceive that  any  good  result  to  Wales 
from  adopting  this  proposal  was  very 
problematical.  At  the  present  moment 
a  Committee  sat  every  fortnight  or  three 
weeks,  consisting  of  the  Members  from 
Wales,  to  discuss  all  Bills  that  were 
brought  before  the  House,and  he  thought 
the  Welsh  Members  ought  to  be  satisfied 
if  a  proportion  according  to  their  num- 
bers were  added  to  the  Grand  Com- 
mittees proposed  by  the  Qovernment. 
After  the  exhaustive  debate  last  night 
on  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Arfon  Division  of  Carnarvonshire 
(Mr.  Bathbone)  would  have  done  wisely 
to  have  withdrawn  his  Amendment.  If 
the  proposal  to  have  a  separate  and  ter- 
ritorial Committee  for  Scotland  was  con- 
sidered unnecessary,  surely  it  was  much 
more  so  in  regard  to  Wales.  They  knew 
that  the  judicial  system  in  Scotland  was 
completely  different ;  whereas  the  system 
of  law  for  England  and  Wales  was  pre- 
cisely the  same.  There  was  no  differ- 
ence either  in  regard  to  land  tenure  or 
anything  else  between  Wales  and  Eng- 
land. Notwithstanding  what  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  him,  who  were  not  con- 
nected with  Wales  or  possessed  property 
there,  but  had  only  been  invited  to  con- 
test Welsh  constituencies,  might  say, 
he  had  lived  in  Wales  the  greater  part 
of  his  life,  and  he  maintained  that  there 
was  practically  no  difference  whatever 
as  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  the  Princi- 
pality and  in  England.  He  had  been 
much  surprised  at  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan)  last  night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down  that 
local  majorities  should  have  complete 
control  over  local  legislation.  Such  a 
principle  would  be  fatal  to  our  present 


Parliamentary  system,  and  he  could 
not  conceive  how,  [if  it  [was  to  be 
carried  out,  the  present  united  Par- 
liamentary system  could  last,  as  they 
had  hoped  it  would  do,  for  a  great  many 
generations  to  come.  What  were  the 
subjects  to  be  committed  to  this 
Committee  of  Welsh  Members  ?  They 
were  subjects  of  very  great  importance 
— namely,  education,  the  land,  and  also 
the  Church.  He  acknowledged  that  the 
question  of  education  as  applied  to 
Wales  might,  to  a  certain  extent,  be 
different  from  that  applied  to  the  rest  of 
the  Kingdom  ;  but  in  regard  to  the  land 
and  the  Church,  there  were  great  prin- 
ciples at  stake,  and  those  great  principles 
must  be  brought  under  the  united  con- 
sideration of  the  Parliament  of  this 
country.  So  far  as  the  land  was  con- 
cerned, many  wild  propositions  for  dis- 
possessing the  owners  of  land  in  favour 
of  those  who  had  none  were  made.  In 
regard  to  the  Church  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment,  to  which  he 
had  always  acceded ;  but  there  was 
another  and  more  alarming  proposal  for 
the  entire  disendowment  of  the  Church. 
Surely,  questions  such  as  those  should 
not  only  be  originated  in  the  House,  but 
be  thoroughly  threshed  out  there  and 
nowhere  else.  It  would  be  greatly  to  be 
deprecated  if  any  legislative  discussion 
should  take  place  between  Wales  and 
England.  It  was  because  he  believed 
that  Wales  was  too  provincial  as  it  was, 
that  he  should  prefer  that  instead  of 
English  Members  going  upon  Welsh 
Committees,  that  Welsh  Members  should 
in  proportion  to  their  numbers  join  the 
Grand  Committees  of  that  House.  For 
these  reasons  he  was  sorry  that  he  was 
unable  to  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  but  he  did  not  believe  that 
its  adoption  would  conduce  to  good 
legislation  for  Wales. 

Sir  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  (Swansea, 
District)  said,  he  entirely  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread). 
He  believed  the  question,  although  in 
one  sense  a  large  one,  was  not  a  large 
one  as  affected  the  House.  Let  them 
see  what  it  meant.  The  proportion  of 
Welsh  Members  for  Wales  and  Mon- 
mouthshire was  about  25,  and  upon  a 
Grand  Committee  that  would  give  some 
four  Members,  or  upon  a  Committee 
of  60  three  Members.  In  the  event  of  a 
Welsh  Bill  being  committed  to  such  a 
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Oommittee,  no  doubt  the  Committee  of 
SeleotioQ  would  exercise  their  power  by 
appointing  15  Welsh  Members.  There- 
fore, under  ordinary  conditions,  1 9  Welsh 
Members  would  be  appointed  on  a 
Grand  Committee  which  had  to  consider 
a  Welsh  Bill.  He  thought  he  was 
oorrect  in  that  view.  All  they  asked 
was  that  instead  of  19,  34  should  in 
point  of  fact  be  appointed — tbat  was  to 
say,  that  should  a  Grand  Committee  be 
specially  appointed  to  consider  any  Welsh 
Bill,  there  would  then  be  a  difference 
of  15  in  favour  of  the  Welsh  Members. 
Now,  was  it  not  worth  while  to  make 
that  small  concession  in  order  to  meet 
the  views,  the  wishes,  and  the  feelings 
of  the  Welsh  people  ?  He  thought  the 
House  and  the  Government  would  exer- 
cise a  wise  discretion  indeed  if  they 
yielded  to  the  desire  of  the  Welsh  nation 
in  this  matter.  The  Welsh  people 
strongly  desired  to  legislate  for  their 
own  Welsh  questions.  They  wished  to 
have  those  questions  fully  considered 
and  understood  by  the  House,  so  that,  if 
possible,  they  should  be  carried  in  the 
sense  they  desired  to  have  them  carried. 
The  number  of  questions  which  were 
submitted  to  such  a  Committee  would 
be  very  limited  indeed.  He  understood 
that  no  question  of  religion  could  be 
submitted  to  a  Grand  Committee.  He 
knew,  of  course,  that  upon  that  subject 
there  was  a  wide  difference  between  the 
desires  and  aspirations  of  the  Welsh 
people  and  the  desires  of  the  majority 
of  Members  of  that  House,  but  there 
would  be  no  danger,  seeing  that  religious 
questions  could  not  be  referred  to  such 
Committees. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  Why  not  ? 

Sib  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he 
might  be  wrong,  but  he  was  of  opinion 
that  no  religion  question  could  be  so 
submitted.  First  of  all,  there  might  be 
submitted  questions  relating  to  law,  to 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  to  legal  procedure. 
So  far  as  he  knew,  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Welsh  people  to 
change  in  any  way  the  law  or  the  Courts 
of  Justice,  and  the  mode  of  legal  pro- 
cedure now  adopted  in  reference  to  Eng- 
land and  Wales.  He  was  old  enough 
to  remember  when  they  had  Welsh 
Judges,  and  he  remembered  the  joy 
which  was  occasioned  when  that  system 
was  changed  and  they  received  the  benefit 
of  the  legal  knowledge  and  acumen  of 
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the  best  Judges  of  the  country.  He 
was  sure  that  no  patriotic  Welshman 
desired  to  go  back  to  the  day  when  the 
Courts  of  Justice  would  be  different  in 
Wales  from  what  they  were  in  this 
country.  Then  as  to  their  shipping  and 
manufactures,  he  could  speak  with  some 
authority  on  questions  of  that  kind,  and 
he  certainly  never  heard  a  desire  ex- 
pressed on  the  part  of  the  Welsh  people 
not  to  throw  in  their  lot  with  England 
upon  such  matters.  They  knew  it  was 
to  their  best  interests  to  do  so.  They 
might,  however,  wish  to  deal  in  their 
own  way  with  measures  affecting  the 
agriculture  and  the  education  of  their 
country.  He  had  no  desire  to  see  a 
separate  Parliament  for  Wales,  although 
it  was  impossible  to  ignore  tiie  claims 
of  Welsh  Nationality.  No  harm  could 
bo  done  by  conceding  this  proposal.  It 
could  do  nothing  but  good ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  a  spirit  of  great  irritation  was 
arising  in  Wales,  and  he  was  anxious 
for  the  common  interests  of  the  country 
to  see  that  spirit  of  irritation  fairly  met 
somehow  or  other.  Now  was  the  time 
to  meet  it,  and  he  thought  it  would  do 
much  to  idlay  that  feeling  of  irritation 
which  undoubtedly  did  exist  if  the  GK)- 
vernment  would  make  the  concession 
now  asked  for 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said, 
that  it  was  with  no  little  surprise  that  he 
found  on  coming  down  to  the  House 
that  morning  hon.  Members  engaged  in 
the  discussion  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Carnarvonshire. 
He  thought  that  in  the  exhaustive  dis- 
cussion which  took  place  yesterday  with 
regard  to  the  case  of  Scotland,  and  the 
very  plain  expression  of  opinion  on  the 
part  of  the  House  which  followed  that 
discussion,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
scarcely  have  thought  it  worth  while  to 
inflict  another  debate  upon  the  House 
on  a  cognate  subject  in  regard  to 
which  every  point  was  much  weaker 
than  the  case  put  forward  on  be- 
half of  Scotland.  The  first  thing  that 
surprised  him  was  that  the  discussion 
had  not  been  brought  forward  nor 
largely  supported  by  what  he  might 
call  * 'indigenous  Welsh  Members."  It 
was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Carnarvonshire,  who  would  forgive 
him  (Mr.  Raikes)  for  describing  him  in 
that  connection  as  ''  a  happy  accident/' 
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as  be  had  no  olaim  to  call  himself  a 
Welshman  either  by  birth  or  residence. 
It  was  supported  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith),  who  was  even 
less  a  Welshman  than  he  (Mr.  Baikes) 
was,  and  had  only,  by  his  own  confession, 
become  acquainted  with  Wales  during 
the  last  two  years.  It  was  also  sup- 
ported by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan),  who,  no  doubt,  was 
a  Welshman  by  birth,  and  his  neigh- 
bours were  very  proud  of  him,  owing  to 
the  eminence  he  had  obtained,  although 
that  had  been  outside  the  Principality. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  laid  great  stress  on  the  importance  of 
legislation  for  the  Welsh-speaking  people 
of  Wales ;  but,  as  far  as  could  be  made 
out,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  not  himself  acquainted  with  the 
Welsh  language.  The  question,  if  it 
were  to  be  considered  a  Welsh  one  at 
all,  should  be  left  to  those  two  or  three 
Members  who  were  able  to  express  the 
feelings  of  the  Welsh  people  in  their  own 
vernacular ;  and,  in  the  probable  event  of 
the  proposal  being  carried,  he  should 
move  that  no  Welsh  Hepresentative 
should  act  upon  the  Committee  unless 
he  was  capable  of  speaking  the  Welsh 
language.  In  that  case,  instead  of  1 5,  the 
number  would  be  limited  to  three  or  four. 
They  were  told  that  14  Scotch  Bills  were 
passed  last  Session ;  and  it  had  been 
asked  how  many  Welsh  measures  had 
been  passed?  He  did  not  know  pre- 
cisely, what  number  of  English  Acts  were 
added  to  the  Statute  Book  last  year,  but 
just  as  many  were  added  for  Wales  as 
for  England,  because  every  English  Act 
applied  alike  to  England*and  Wales.  It 
was  a  fallacy  to  suppose  that  no  measures 
were  Welsh  measures  unless  their  opera- 
tion was  confined  to  Wales.  That  was  the 
mistake  which  underlay  the  arguments 
about  Scotland  yesterday,  and  which 
underlay  most  of  the  arguments  ad- 
dressed to  the  House  to-day.  The  truth 
was  that  there  were  large  districts  of 
Wales  that  were  essentially  English  in 
the  character  of  their  population.  When 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
East  Denbighshire  asked  whether  a 
Welshman  had  ever  been  a  Cabinet  Mi- 
nister, he  almost  immediately  instanced 
the  case  of  Sir  George  Lewis ;  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  him- 
self had  sat  in  a  Government  which  was 
formed  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who, 
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though  a  Scotch  Hepresentative,  was  a 
denizen  of  Wales,  and  who  had  a  right 
to  know  something  of  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  the  Welsh  people.  If  there 
was  any  man  who  had  the  power  and 
capacity  to  impress  upon  the  House  the 
opinions  of  the  people  of  Wales,  it  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
They  had  been  told  that  Wales  had  a 
literature.  Had  not  Scotland  a  litera- 
ture ?  There  were  few  countries  in  the 
world  which  could  point  with  juster  pride 
to  a  literature  of  its  own  than  Scotland. 
As  to  Wales,  could  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  cite  a  single  book 
written  in  the  Welsh  tongue  which  had 
obtained  any  reputation  outside  the 
Principality?  He  had  spent  many 
years  among  the  Welsh,  and  appre- 
ciated their  good  qualities ;  he  would 
not  deny  their  literary  faculty,  but  he 
believed  that  there  were  few  Welsh  lite- 
rary remains,  except  some  bardic  frag- 
ments, which  were  not  sufficient  to 
constitute  the  title  of  a  people  to  a 
national  literature.  He  believed  there 
was  one  bard  in  the  House,  and  he  had 
heard  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan) had  recently  taken  a  bardic  degree; 
but  up  to  the  other  day  he  was  not  able 
to  address  a  Welsh  audience  in  the  bardic 
tongue.  He  believed  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  recently  been 
made  an  ovate — that  was  to  say,  a  sort 
of  acolyte  in  the  bardic  hierarchy. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  No; 
I  modestly  declined. 

Mr.  RAIKES  said,  another  argument 
had  been  used  which  proceeded  on  the 
assumption  that  the  Welsh  Sunday 
Closing  Act  had  become  so  conspicuous 
a  success,  that  it  was  becoming  an  object 
of  envy  in  many  English  counties.  As 
he  lived  in  Wales,  he  could  say  that  the 
information  which,  as  a  magistrate,  he 
had  been  able  to  obtain  was  that  the  Act 
had  been  anything  but  a  success.  But 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  bad 
example  of  now  legislating  with  regard 
to  that  question  on  territorial  lines  had 
already  become  contagious,  and  that  if 
matters  relating  to  Scotland  and  to 
Wales  were  to  be  treated  separately, 
the  same  separate  treatment  was  even 
now  demanded  by  Cornwall,  Cumber- 
land, Yorkshire,  Warwickshire,  and 
other  places.  Thus  it  had  been  demon- 
strated   that    you     would    practically 
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abolish  the  principle  of  the  aame  law 
and   jurisprudence  for  the   people    of 
England,  and  separate  your  Legislature 
into  a  system  of  sporadic  Parliaments, 
which  would  deal  8ei)arately  with  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Kingdom,  and  give 
no  consideration  to  the  welfare  of  the 
country  as  a  whole.  It  was  said  that  there 
were  four  Bills  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Welsh  Committee— namely, 
two   Intermediate  Education    Bills,    a 
Land  Bill,  and  a  Bill  securing  access  to 
mountains.     With  regard  to  the   last 
Bill,  it  would  hardly  be   necessary  to 
establish    the  machinery    of   a    Grand 
Committee  for  a  measure  of  one  or  two 
clauses,  which  might  be  of  an  amusing 
character,  and  which  the  House  would 
not  be  sorry  to  consider  from  that  point 
of  view.     With  respect  to  the  Education 
Bills,  they  would  be  far  better  sent  up- 
stairs   to    a    Select  Committee,    which 
would  bo  largely  composed  of  Welsh- 
men, than  to  a  Grand  Committee  which 
might  be  sitting  without  any  Business 
during  half  the  Session,  and  would  be 
composed  of  a  largo  number  of  Members 
not  connected  with  Wales.     He  wanted 
to  know  why  Monmouthshire  had  been 
dragged  into  this  Amendment  ?     It  had 
been  a  part  of  England  since  the  time 
of  the  Tudors.     The  reason  why  Mon- 
mouthshire  was   dragged  in   was,    he 
supposed,  because  Wales  had  only  30 
Members,  and  the  additional  four  Mem- 
bers from  Monmouthshire  might  enable 
the  Principality  to  command  a  majority 
of  1  in  a  Grand  Committee  of  67.     As  to 
the  Land  Bill,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
every  Member  of  the  House  to  fami- 
liarize himself  with  its  details.    Did  any- 
one suppose   that  a  Welsh  Land  Bill 
would  be  sent  to  a  Welsh  Committee  ? 
It  had  been  stated  that  Wales  had  a 
different   land    tenure    from    England. 
Not  at  all.     The  land  tenure  of  Wales 
was  precisely  the  same  as  that  of  Eng- 
land, and  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  said  that  the  Welsh  landlords 
were    aliens     in     race,    religion,    and 
language,  he  begged  to  inform  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  the  Welsh  Members 
who  were  alien  in  race,  and  that  the 
Welsh    landlords    were    in    the   great 
majority  of    cases    identical   with   the 
Welsh  people  in  race,  and,  as  landlords, 
were  among  the  best  in  Her  Majesty^s 
Dominions.     It  was  said  once  by  a  great 
man  that  he  could  not  draw  an  indict- 
ment against  a  nation.    He  (Mr.  Eaikes) 

Jfr.  Jiaikes 


thought  that  hon.    Members   opposite 
should  be  a   little   more   careful  with 
respect  to  the  statements   they  made, 
and  ought  not,  upon  what  they  read  in 
some  third  rate   local   paper,  or  from 
what  they  heard  from  local  agitators,  to 
brand    with    a    stigma    wholly    unde- 
served a  whole  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  the  only  result  of  which  must 
be  to  embitter  the  relations  between 
that  class  and  those  who  had  made  the 
statements.     The  question  of  Disestab- 
lishment was  only  glanced  at  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ;  but 
they  had  no  doubt  got  the  cat  out  of 
the  bag ;  there  was  no  doubt  what  was 
meant  and  desired  by  those  who  pushed 
this  question  upon  the  House.     He  was 
not  speaking  of  hon.  Members,  but  of 
those  who    were    behind  them ;    those 
agitators  in  the  Principality  who  desired 
to  see  a  separate  tribunal  for  the  con- 
sideration of  Welsh  Bills  had,  no  doubt, 
the  question  of  the  Disestablishment  of 
the  Church  in  view.     Now,  it  would  be 
said,  and  said  fairly,  that  this  Amend- 
ment, if  adopted,  would  not  involve  the 
question  of  the  Church,    because    the 
House  would  not  send   a   question  of 
that    sort    to    be    dealt    with    by    a 
Welsh   Grand  Committee;  but   if   the 
question  of  land,  and  if  the  question  of 
the  Church,  being  important  questions, 
were  to  be  withheld  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  if  Bills  deal- 
ing with  intermediate  education  were 
Bills  which  would  be  very  much  better 
dealt  with  by  an  ordinary  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  if  the  Access  to  Mountains 
Bill  was  withheld  from  the  consideration 
of  the  Grand  Committee,  what  was  left 
for  the  Welsh  Committee  ?    There  was 
no  case — there  was  not  a  single  measure 
at  the  present  moment  before  Parlia- 
ment— which  could  be  dealt  with  by  this 
Welsh  Grand  Committee.     The   hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
said  that  the  proposal  was  so  moderate 
that  he  was  lost  in  astonishment  that 
the  Government  could  oppose  it.     Lost 
in    astonishment    at    the    Government 
resisting  a  proposition  which,  if  adopted, 
would  upset  the  whole  constitution  of 
Parliament !     This  was  a  proposition  to 
substitute  for  the  judgment  of  Parlia- 
ment the  judgment  of  a  little  band  of 
persons  more  or  less  under  the  control 
of  local  influences.     Why,  if  any  Go- 
vernment were  to  entertain  a  proposition 
of  this  sort  as  a  moderate  proposal,  he 
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did  not  know  what  the  meaning  of  the 
word  moderate  was.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Whitbread)  went  on  to  say 
he  thought  that  if  the  Government  re- 
sisted this  proposal  it  would  only  be 
because  they  were  suffering  from  that 
dementia  which  led  to  ruin  and  disaster. 
The  Government  believed  that  if  they 
were  to  accede  to  this  proposal  they 
would  be  open  to  such  a  charge.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Sir  Hussey 
Vivian)  said  one  or  two  rather  amusing 
things  in  regard  to  the  sentimental 
aspect  of  the  question,  and  he  lamented, 
among  other  things,  the  extinction  of 
the  old  Welsh  Judges.  He  told  the 
House  that  there  were  formerly  three 
Judges  for  Wales,  and  he  believed  they 
were  very  good  Judges.  He  (Mr. 
Raikes)  had  no  doubt  they  were  very 
good  Judges,  but  the  story  which  was 
current  of  them  in  the  Principality  was 
one  which  he  might  venture  to  narrate 
to  the  House.  There  were  throe  of  these 
learned  gentlemen,  and  at  one  time  one 
of  the  three  was  blind,  one  of  the  re- 
maining two  was  asked  how  he  got  on 
with  his  colleagues,  and  he  replied — 
'*  I  have  to  do  all  the  work,  because  my 
Brother  So-and-So  cannot  see  at  all, 
and  my  Brother  So-and-So  always  sees 
double."  That  was  the  condition  of  the 
judicial  arrangements  in  Wales  to  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  looked  back  with  fond 
regret. 

Sib  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  said,  he 
spoke  in  exactly  the  contrary  sense  ;  he 
had  not  risen  before  to  stop  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  because  he  saw  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  nice  little  story 
to  tell  them. 

Mr.  raikes  said,  he  was  very  sorry 
if  he  had  misinterpreted  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet. He  certainly  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet's  argument  tended  in  another 
direction  ;  but  he  was  now  glad  to  find 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  did  deprecate  the 
separate  system  for  Wales.  Now,  if 
this  scheme  were  accepted,  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  withdraw  any  question 
regarding  law  as  it  affected  Wales  from 
the  Committee  which  the  House  had 
instituted  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
law  generally,  and  would  confine  it  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers. He  was  glad  to  find  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  not  in  favour  of  separate 
institutions  for  Wales,  at  least  at  pre- 
sent, because  there  was  always  the  ter- 
rible hinting,  the  sinister  foreboding  on 


the  part  of  the  Welsh  Members — "  If 
you  do  not  give  us  this,  something  much 
more  terrible  is  likely  to  happen.  You 
will  have  an  agitation  for  Home  Rule  if 
you  do  not  give  us  a  Grand  Committee 
for  Wales."  He  (Mr.  Raikes)  expressed 
his  own  opinion,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
it  was  also  the  opinion  of  his  Col- 
leagues, and  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
sat  upon  the  Ministerial  Benches  gene- 
rally, that  if  they  were  to  accede  to  this 
proposition  they  would  be  beginning  an 
agitation  for  Home  Rule.  The  moment 
they  recognized  the  principle  which 
both  the  Amendments  of  last  night  and 
of  to-day  had  sought  to  insinuate — 
namely,  that  this  country  was  to  be 
governed  upon  territorial  lines,  they 
sanctioned,  it  might  be  in  a  small  de- 
gree, but  they  did  sanction,  the  prin- 
ciple of  Home  Rule.  They  had  had  this 
proposal  in  former  times  before  them  in 
regard  to  Ireland;  but  Members  from 
Ireland  were  far  too  shrewd  to  make  it 
on  the  present  occasion.  Would  not  tho 
country  say  that  if  Parliament  once  ac- 
cepted the  principle  that  the  Imperial 
House  of  Common^  was  not  a  proper 
tribunal  to  deal  with  all  the  questions 
that  came  before  it,  but  that  questions 
of  local  interest  should  be  remitted  to 
tribunals  of  persons  connected  with 
localities — would  they  not  say  that  the 
first  premise  of  Home  Rule  had  been 
sanctioned  by  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and  would  not  the  Separatist  Party, when 
they  had  got  an  inch,  be  quite  ready  to 
take  an  ell  ?  He  did  not  believe  that 
the  House  of  Commons,  elected  as  it 
was  upon  this  distinct  issue,  that  the 
authority  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
was  to  be  supreme,  was  prepared  to 
entertain  this  insidious  proposal.  The 
interests  of  Wales  were  bound  up  with 
the  interests  of  England,  and  the  laws 
of  the  two  countries  were  identical.  If 
they  were  going  to  give  up  to  another 
body  the  power  of  dealing  with  Welsh 
questions,  they  would  enable  the  agi- 
tators in  Wales  to  propound,  or,  at  all 
events,  to  push  to  a  certain  degree,  vari- 
ous^nostrums  respecting  great  principles 
which  were  not  confined  to  Wales.  Let 
them  not  forget  the  old  adage,  Tua  res 
agitury  paries  cum  proximus  ardet.  When 
their  neighbour's  house  was  on  fire, 
they  would  find  it  time  to  regret  the 
folly  which  induced  them  to  encourage 
him  to  keep  a  stock  of  fireworks  and  to 
send  their  fire  engine  away.     If  they 
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were  going  to  let  their  Welsh  neigh- 
hour's  house  get  on  fire,  the  flames 
would  very  speedily  spread  and  catch 
the  adjoining  domain.  In  this  matter, 
while  he  was  always  glad  to  recognize 
a  national  sentiment  in  Wales,  he- 
cause  he  believed  that  everything  which 
was  patriotic,  which  was  traditional, 
and  which  tended  to  make  the  people 
proud  of  their  origin  and  history,  served 
to  lift  and  ennoble  a  race,  he  could  not 
allow  that  because  people  had  com- 
paratively narrow  traditions  they  should 
therefore  be  disinherited  out  of  the  great 
Empire  of  which  they  now  formed  a 
part.  He  would  not  consent,  and  he 
was  sure  the  House  would  not  consent, 
to  any  scheme  by  which  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  British  Parliament  was  to  be 
diminished  or  the  frontiers  of  England 
to  be  curtailed.  Long  ago  it  was  said, 
Nolumus  leges  Anglim  mutart.  The  Go- 
vernment's answer  to  that  proposition 
was  Nolumus  fines  Anglice  mutari. 

Mr.  J.  EGBERTS  (Flint,  &o.)  said, 
he  desired  very  strongly  to  support  the 
Amendment.  He  did  not  tliink  that  it 
was  at  all  necessary  to  reply  to  the  re- 
mark of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Eaikos)  that 
no  essentially  Welsh  Member  had  sup- 
ported the  proposition  before  the  House. 
There  was  undoubtedly  a  growing  sense 
of  discontent  in  Wales  at  the  manner  in 
which  the  people  considered  the  Welsh 
Business  was  neglected  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  was  sure  that  it  would 
be  a  great  satisfaction  to  the  people  to 
know  that  a  Standing  Committee  to 
consider  Welsh  questions  had  been  ap- 
pointed. The  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  could  do  no  harm,  because 
the  House  would  retain  its  jurisdiction 
over  whatever  measures  were  examined 
and  presented  to  it  by  the  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  had  alluded  to  the  Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Act,  and  had  said  it 
was  a  failure.  He  (Mr.  J.  Roberts)  did 
not  know  that  that  had  anything  to  do 
with  this  question ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  the  majority  of 
the  Welsh  people,  including  a  majority 
of  the  Welsh  magistrates,  considered 
the  Act  to  be,  on  the  whole,  a  great 
success.  Certainly,  if  there  was  any 
defect  in  it,  it  was  the  abuse  which  was 
made  of  the  bond  fide  traveller  clause, 
and  that  could  not  be  remedied  in  the 
present  condition  of  things.     He  had 


received  requests  from  all  parts  of  the 
Principality  to  bring  in  an  amending 
Act,  but  he  felt  it  would  be  perfectly 
useless  for  him  to  do  so  in  view  of  the 
difficulty  experienced  in  passing  the 
original  Act.  He  trusted  that  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  House  would  be 
accepted,  and  that  the  House  would 
give  the  people  of  Wales  an  earnest 
that  it  would  attend  to  the  Business  of 
Walfis 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
said,  he  did  not  intend  to  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  into  his  very  in- 
accurate and  ignorant  gossip  with  regard 
to  Welsh  literature  and  judicature.  He 
asserted,  however,  that  no  more  frivolous 
reply  to  a  moderate  request  was  ever 
given  by  a  responsible  Minister  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  occupied  nearly  an  hour  in 
narrating  stories  and  in  making  more 
or  less  frivolous  remarks  about  Welsh 
literature  and  judicature,  scarcely  touch- 
ing the  grievance  his  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis's) 
Colleagues  had  laid  before  the  House, 
The  point  which  the  supporters  of  the 
Motion  insisted  upon  was  that  upon 
three  or  four  great  questions,  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  very  adroitly  evaded,  there  was 
a  distinct  and  growing  public  opinion  in 
Wales— the  question  of  education,  that 
of  temperance,  and  that  of  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  For  many 
years  the  Welsh  people  had  expected 
thet  the  House  of  Commons  would  take 
up  the  question  of  education.  Both  last 
year  and  this  year  the  Welsh  Members 
had  asked  that  the  question  of  temper- 
ance and  of  the  relations  between  land- 
land  and  tenant  should  be  dealt  with, 
but  the  reply  they  had  received  was  that 
the  House  could  not  find  time  to  deal 
with  Welsh  questions.  This  Session, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  brought  forward  a  series  of 
Eesolutions  to  amend  this  state  of 
things,  but  private  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  admitted  that  the 
revolution  which  had  been  caused  by 
the  new  Eules  would  result  in  further 
limiting  the  opportunities  of  private 
Members.  The  12  o'clock  Eule  was  an 
absolute  death-blow  to  any  hope  of 
legislation  on  the  part  of  private 
Members,  unless  there  wae  a  g^at 
devolution   of   Business    through    the 


489        Buiineis  of  the  Howe      {  Mabch  7,1888}        ( Rules  of  Procedure).  490 


means  of  Grand  Committees.  What 
was  the  principle  laid  down  last  night 
by  the  passing  of  the  two  Besolutions 
with  respect  to  Qrand  Committees  ?  It 
was  that  Members  best  fitted  to  deal 
with  particular  subjects  should,  in  Com- 
mittee, deal  with  those  subjects.  The 
claim  of  the  Scotch  and  Welsh  Members 
that  Grand  Committees  should  be  con- 
stituted on  which  the  preponderating 
element  should  be  Scotch  on  the  one 
and  Welsh  on  the  other,  was  quite  on 
all- fours  with  the  principle  adopted  last 
night.  It  was  shown  conclusively  by 
Scotch  Members  last  night  that  they 
could  deal  more  efficiently  and  more 
thoroughly  with  Scotch  Business  than  the 
rest  of  the  House,  and  it  was  amusing 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  say  that  he  had  exhausted 
all  the  resources  of  his  rhetoric  and 
oratory  and  logic  in  trying  to  excuse  to 
his  constituents  the  inability  of  the 
House  to  deal  with  Scotch  questions. 
But  Scotland  was  comparatively  well  ofiP, 
for  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had  pointed  out 
that  on  two  or  three  fundamental  ques- 
tions which  vitcdly  concerned  the  Welsh 
people  the  House  had  refused  to  give 
even  a  few  hours'  discussion.  Take,  for 
instance,  intermediate  education.  Seven 
or  eight  years  ago  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  question. 
The  Eeport  of  that  Committee  had  been 
published  for  seven  years.  What  did 
the  Eeport  say?  That  the  present 
provision  for  intermediate  education 
was  thoroughly  unsuitable  and  inade- 
quate, and  that  it  was  only  by  a  Bill 
dealing  with  the  special  circumstances 
and  exceptional  position  of  Wales  that 
this  defect  could  be  remedied.  Welsh 
Members  had  introduced  Bills  on  the 
subject,  and  had  repeatedly  asked  the 
House  to  give  them  a  day  for  discussion, 
but  what  comfort  did  they  get  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  over  and  above  his  frivolous 
gossip  ?  That  the  question  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  But  a 
Select  Committee  was  denied  them  last 
Session,  and  he  feared  that  if  they  asked 
this  Session  for  a  Select  Committee  the 
result  would  be  the  same.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
complained  that  only  Englishmen  had 
spoken  and  supported  the  Resolution. 


It  seemed  rather  remarkable  that  every 
Englishman  who  had  come  to  Wales 
and  had  come  in  touch  with  the  people 
of  Wales,  men  who  had  asked  for  the 
votes  of  Welshmen,  should  feel  the 
urgency  of  this  question,  and  should  be 
the  first  to  appeal  to  the  House,  and 
especially  to  the  Government,  to  give 
more  attention  and  respect  to  Welsh 
questions.  The  only  serious  argument 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
duced against  this  Amendment  was  that 
the  land  system  in  Wales  was  similar 
to  that  in  England  and  that,  therefore, 
the  Welsh  ought  not  to  have  any  special 
legislative  treatment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  inaccurate  in  his 
gossip  respecting  Welsh  Judicature  that 
he  said  that  three  Judges  sat  in  three 
Circuits.  As  a  matter  of  fact  there  were 
formerly  in  Wales  four  distinct  Courts, 
two  Judges  sat  in  each  Court,  and  the  law 
was  administered  in  an  expeditious  and 
cheap  manner,  but  this  was  struck  at 
by  the  reactionary  Administration  of 
Lord  Sidmouth.  It  was  generally 
admitted  that  if  a  few  reforms  had 
been  adopted  in  Welsh  Judicature 
law  would  have  been  carried  out  in 
a  still  cheaper,  more  efficient,  and  still 
more  expeditious  manner  than  it  was 
in  England.  Assuming  that  the  Welsh 
land  system  was  now  the  same  as  the 
Engli8h,that  was  no  answer  at  all  to  the 
complaint  of  thousands  of  Welsh  peasan- 
try. Their  complaint  was  that  they  suf- 
fered, and  that  the  landlords  refused  to 
meet  their  pressing  circumstances  at  the 
present  time.  It  was  a  mere  mockery  to 
the  peasantry  of  Wales  to  set  up  a 
legal  quibble  as  to  the  similarity  of  the 
two  land  systems.  He  begged  the  House 
to  consider  the  very  fair  proposal  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  made  a  short  time  before  he 
re-entered  the  Cabinet — namely,  that — 

*'Wo  must  do  everything  consistent  with 
justice  and  honour  to  give  the  Irish  Members 
of  Parliament  a  special  voice  in  the  settlement 
of  purely  Irish  questions,  as  for  years  past  we 
have  given  to  Scotch  Members  in  the  settle- 
ment of  purely  Scotch  questions.*' 

If  there  was  any  foundation  for  the 
complaint  of  the  Scotch  Members  there 
was  still  more  foundation  for  the  com- 
plaint of  the  Irish  Members,  and  there 
was  still  more  for  the  complaint  of  the 
Welsh  Members.  He  was  sure  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  West  Bristol  were  appealed  to  pri- 
vately he  would  allow  this  principle  to 
operate  in  the  ease  of  Wales,  as  he  wished 
it  to  operate  in  the  case  of  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis)  and  his 
Colleagues  appealed  to  all  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and 
especially  to  hon.  Members  who  paid 
respect  to  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
to  carry  out  with  regard  to  Welsh 
Business  the  principle  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  enunciated  in  the  sentence — 

"  I  am  distinctly  of  opinion  that  questions 
which  are  exclusively  Welsh  ought  to  he  settled 
hj'  the  opinion  and  roice  of  the  Memhors  for 
Wales,  and  that  is  a  principle  which  I  hope  will 
bo  steadily  observed  and  pursued  by  the  British 
Legislature." 

The  immediate  way  of  applying  this 
principle  practically  was  by  such  a 
devolution  of  Business  as  was  sketched 
out  in  the  Amendment.  The  adoption  of 
the  Amendment  would  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  Welsh  ques- 
tions, and  would  bring  the  House  gene- 
rally in  touch  with  the  demands  and 
claims  of  Wales.  It  would  do  some- 
thing else  to  lighten  the  burden,  and 
the  ever- increasing  burden,  of  legisla- 
tion upon  the  House. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
said,  that  if  the  Division  of  last  night 
meant  anything,  it  meant  that  the  House, 
by  a  very  large  majority,  declined  to 
sanction  what  he  might  call  local  devolu- 
tion. To  day  they  were  asked  to  reverse 
that  decision  for  reasons  that  had  been 
given  in  the  debate.  What  were  those 
reasons?  Why,  that  the  House  had 
declined  to  give  a  fair  and  proper  hearing 
to  Welsh  questions.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  East  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  said, 
**  We  never  get  what  we  want ;  "  but 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
presence  upon  the  seat  opposite  was  a 
protest  against  the  very  words  he  had 
himself  used.  For  many  years  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  devoted 
himself  to  the  advocacy  of  a  question 
which  ho  thought  his  compatriots  desired 
to  seo  settled,  and  there  he  sat  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  as  a  reward  for 
his  exertions,  and  successful  exertions,  in 
that  matter.  The  Burials  Bill  was  not 
exactly  special  legislation  for  Wales,  but 
it  was  legislation  which  the  Welsh 
people  especially  desired,  and  it  was  in 
connection  with  the  passing  of  that  Bill 


that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  gained  his  reputation.      He 
called  to  the  recollection  of  the  right 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman    and    of 
Welsh  Members  generally  that  while 
they  were  about  to  discuss  the  question 
of  Local  Government  for  England  that 
in  Wales,  so  far  at  least  as  main  roads 
were  concerned,  had  been  under   the 
control     of    County    Boards    for    the 
last  40  years.     In  that  instance  Wales 
was  distinctly  in    advance   of  public 
opinion,  and  had  had  for  40  years  ad- 
vantages which  were  only  now  going  to 
be  given  to  England.     Hon.  Members 
had  dwelt  upon  the  small  amount  of 
legislation  for  Wales  during  the   last 
Session.    But  it  must  be  remembered 
that  last  Session  was  a  very  peculiar 
Session ;  they  had  to   deal  with  ques- 
tions of  vital  importance  to  the  Empire  ; 
they  had  to   deal  with  Parliamentary 
Procedure,  and  Irish  questions  of  vital 
importance  had  to  be  at  once  settled. 
Neither  Welsh  questions  nor  English 
questions  could  receive  the  fair  amount 
of  consideration  which  Members  from 
Wales  and  Members  from  England  ex- 
pected   they    should    in    an    ordinary 
Session.     At  the  same  time,  among  the 
legislation  of  last  Session  he  called  to 
mind    one     piece    of     legislation — the 
Mines  Bogulation  Act — which  certainly 
was  an  Act  which  was  likely,  in   the 
future,   to  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
advantage  to  that  large  and  important 
section  of  the  Welsh  people  who  earn 
their  livelihood  by  mining  in  coal  and 
iron.      Then    there     was    the     Welsh 
Sunday  Closing  Act.     Ho  did  not  know 
what  magistrates   on  the   border  land 
between  England  and  Wales,  who  had 
the  licensing  of  English  public-houses, 
might  think  of  the  advantages  of  the  Act, 
but  the  fact. that  English  public- houses 
close  to  Wales  were  the  resort  of  a  great 
number  of  Welshmen  on  Sundays  for 
the  purpose  of  drinking  tended  to  show 
the  great   desirability  of  dealing  with 
England  and  Wales  as  one,  and  not  as 
two,  countries.     A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  intermediate  education    in 
Wales.     If  he  recollected   aright,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundolla)  brought  in  a  Bill  some  years 
ago  dealing  with  Welsh  intermediate  edu- 
cation.    If  the  Bill  had  been  thoroughly 
discussed     by     the    House,     he     (Sir 
Joseph  Bailey)  thought  it  would  havQ 
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beon  discovored  fchat  there  was  a  vast 
amount  of  Welsh  opinion  opposed  to  the 
Bill.  At  the  same  time,  when  hon. 
Members  spoke  of  Welsh  intermediate 
education  he  should  like  the  House  to 
know  that  Wales  was,  at  least,  as  well 
furnished  with  intermediate  schools  as 
England,  and  that  seemed  to  him  to 
show  that  there  was  no  immediate 
necessity  for  special  educational  legis- 
lation for  Wales.  He  believed  that  the 
greatest  interest  of  Wales  was  that  she 
should  be  brought  more  and  more  in 
contact  with  England.  He  certainly 
could  not  see  that  there  was  any  reason 
why  the  House  should  be  induced  to 
depart  from  the  righteous  and  sensible 
vote  arrived  at  last  night. 

Mr.  STUART  RENDEL  ^Mont- 
gomery shire)  said,  that  after  the  con* 
elusion  arrived  at  last  night,  he  and  his 
hon.  Colleagues  were  aware  that  the 
conclusion,  in  respect  of  the  present 
Amendment  was  foregone.  They 
watched  the  debate  last  night  with  great 
interest,  feeling  that  their  own  fate  waste 
be  determined  by  the  issue  of  that  dis- 
cussion. Nevertheless,  they  had  thought 
it  needful  to  present  their  case  to  the 
House  as  briefly  as  they  might  to-day, 
and,  for  his  part,  he  should  not  have 
ventured  to  trouble  the  House  at  all  had 
it  not  been  for  the  remark  that  fell  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Here- 
ford (Sir  Joseph  Bailey).  The  hon. 
Baronet  singled  out  as  an  example  of 
the  sufficiency  of  the  attention  to  the 
wants  of  Wales,  and  as  an  evidence  of 
those  wants  not  being  of  a  peculiar  or 
pressing  character,  the  case  of  inter- 
mediate education.  The  very  ignorance 
of  a  Member  living  so  close  to  the 
borders  of  Wales  of  the  most  practical 
question  in  Wales  at  the  present  moment 
seemed  to  be  the  best  evidence  in  favour 
of  the  proposal  now  under  discussion. 
The  fact  was  that,  eo  far  from  Wales  in 
respect  to  intermediate  education  being 
in  a  satisfactory  condition,  the  grievance 
was  universally  admitted  by  those  who 
had  any  kind  of  acquaintance  with  the 
matter.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  alto- 
gether forgotten  the  labours  of  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  presided  over 
by  Lord  Aberdare.  As  a  result  of  the 
inquiry  by  that  Committee  some  attempt 
had  been  made,  and  made  with  great 
and  marked  success,  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  Wales  with  respect  to  higher 
education.    Yet,  so  far  as  intermediate 


education  was  concerned,  Wales  was  in 
a  condition  of  absolute  destitution.  The 
serious  need  of  Wales  was  that  the  gap 
between  the  system  of  elementary  edu- 
cation and  that  of  higher  education 
should  be  filled  up,  and  that  the  whole 
scheme  of  education  should  be  one  which 
would  place  Wales  in  a  position  to  com- 
pete with  England  and  Scotland.  The 
lesson  the  House  might  draw  from  this 
singular  exhibition  of  want  of  apprecia- 
tion of  the  plainest  truths  in  respect  to 
Wales  by  an  hon.  Member  like  the  hon. 
Baronet  was,  that  the  best  results  might 
be  expected  from  bringing  Welsh  and 
English  Members  more  closely  together. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  had  rather  twitted 
Wales  upon  the  fact  of  being  represented 
by  speakers  who  were  of  English  birth. 
He  (Mr.  Stuart  Rendel)  could  not  think 
that  the  argument  was  one  which  told 
at  all  in  favour  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's contention — the  fact  seemed  to 
point  in  quite  an  opposite  direction. 
Who  were  the  friends  among  the  Welsh 
Members  of  such  a  measure  as  this  ? 
They  were  the  Englishmen  who  had  been 
returned  for  Welsh  constituencies.  Why 
were  they  such  ardent  supporters  of  this 
proposition  ?  They  had  no  predisposition 
for  Wales ;  but  they  were  simply  honest 
friends  to  the  cause  of  Wales,  and  they 
were  now  presenting  their  views  to  the 
House,  because  they  thought  that,  as 
they  themselves  had  been  converted  to 
the  cause  of  Wales  in  this  and  in  other 
matters,  so  they  would  be  able  to  con- 
vert men  of  their  own  race  to  their  own 
views.  That  he  believed  to  be  a  very 
fair  deduction  from  the  argument  ad- 
duced with  a  very  diflfereut  intention  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  contented  with  twitting  English- 
men for  speaking  on  behalf  of  Wales — 
he  referred  to  a  portion  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
(Mr.  S.  Smith),  but  he  did  not  quote  it 
correctly.  He  spoke  as  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  said  that  the  landlords  of  Wales 
were  aliens  to  the  people.  He  (Mr.  Stuart 
Rendel)  did  not  believe  that  that  was 
the  charge  brought  against  the  land- 
lords of  Wales  under  any  circumstances. 
The  landlords  of  Wales  were  unhappily 
very  generally  distinct  from  the  people 
of  Wales  in  their  religion,  in  their 
language,  and  in  their  politics,  and  it 
was  this  line  of  cleavage  to  which  his 
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hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Rathbone)  referred. 
The  hon.  Member  and  his  Colleagues 
wanted  to  close  up  the  separation  by 
such  a  healing  measure  as  was  now 
proposed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  seemed  to 
think  that  the  case  of  Wales  was 
distinctly  weaker  than  that  of  Scot- 
land. The  weakness  of  the  cause  of 
Wales  they  admitted.  Scotland  had 
more  than  twice  as  many  Members,  and 
Scotland  had  a  strong  link  with  every 
Ministry  which  could  be  formed.  He 
believed  there  was  never  a  Ministry 
formed  with  less  than  six  or  seven 
Scotchmen  in  its  ranks.  Wales  had  no 
such  advantages,  no  such  link  with  any 
Administration.  Tho  difEerence  in  num- 
bers told  against  Wales,  because  Welsh 
opinion  was  more  completely  swamped 
and  submerged  by  the  opinions  of 
English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  Members  in  the 
House,  than  Scotch  opinion  by  English, 
Irish,  and  Welsh  opinion.  He  doubted 
whether  the  Metropolitan  Members  in 
combination  would  venture  to  place 
themselves  as  a  body  in  distinct  oppo- 
sition to  tho  Members  from  Scotland, 
but  there  was  no  question  that  with  the 
greatest  ease  in  the  world  any  section 
worth  naming  in  the  House  might,  if 
they  chose  either  from  carelessness  or 
ignorance  or  want  of  sympathy,  drown 
the  whole  voice  of  Wales.  Under  these 
circumstances,  and  weak  as  they  were 
in  numbers,  all  they  asked  was  that 
they  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
legitimately  combining — combining  with 
English  Members  in  forms  which  should 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  House — to 
give  some  kind  of  official  character  to 
their  position.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Denbighshire  (Colonel 
Cornwallis  West)  pointed  to  tho  fact  that 
they  had  had  a  sort  of  informal  Committee 
upstairs  which  had  often  had  tho  advan- 
tage of  his  presence.  He  (Mr.  Stuart 
Rendel)  submitted  that  the  existence  of 
that  informal  Committee  was  to  no  incon- 
siderable extent  an  argument  in  favour 
of  giving  to  some  Welsh  Committee  a 
more  distinct,  legitimate,  and  recognized 
status.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  wise 
on  the  part  of  the  House,  on  the  one 
hand,  to  recognize  the  reasonableness  of 
these  informal  Committees,  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  refuse  the  suggestion  that 
tho  Welsh  Members  should  associate 
themselves  in  a  reasonable  manner  with 
English  and  Scotch  Members  for  the 


purpose  of  discussing  with  them  ques- 
tions   which    were    essentially   Welsh. 
Obstacles  had  been  set  up  to  their  sug- 
gestion  for  the  purpose  of   knocking 
them    down.     This   Grand    Committee 
would  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  but 
to  deal  with  questions  in  a  certain  defi- 
nite stage.     The  House  would  control 
both  the  entrance  of  a  topic  in  the  Com- 
mittee   and    its    exit.     Nothing  could 
come  before  the  Committee  except  with 
the  sanction  of  the  House,  and  nothing" 
could  leave  the  Committee  but  upon  the 
condition  that  it  was  again   subject  to 
the  sanction  of  the  House.     He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  scope  of  their  pro- 
posal would  not  be  unfairly  enlarged, 
or    that    they    would    be    denied    it 
upon   grounds    which   were  altogether 
irrelevant.     Then  there  was  the  sugges- 
tion that,  after  all,  what  they  were  asking 
for  was  in  the  direction  of  Home  Bulo. 
He  frankly  confessed  that  he  had  g^eat 
difficulty  in  making  up  his  mind  to  agree 
to  this  proposal  at  all.      He  had  felt 
there  was   some  danger  that  the  pro- 
posal would  to    some    extent    deprive 
Wales  of  what  he  believed  to  be    her 
legitimate  position.     He  thought  that 
Wales,  under  any  arrangements  of  this 
sort,  ought  to  have  a  dominant  voice 
on  matters  which  were  essentially  Welsh, 
and  he  considered  that,  so  far  from  this 
proposal  being  one  favourable  to  the 
idea  of  Home  Rule,  it  was  distinctly  the 
other  way.     It  might  be  said  that  this 
was  the   thin   edge  of  the  wedge  for 
introducing  the  question  of  Disestablish- 
ment in  Wales.     He  had  a  very  ardent 
sentiment  with  reference  to  that  ques- 
tion, and  he  certainly  would  have  been 
a  very  much   more  earnest  and  active 
friend  of  this  proposal,  and  would  have 
attached  a  far  greater  amount  of  import- 
ance to  it  than  he  had  done,  if  he  had 
thought  it  would  have  any  favourable 
bearing  upon  the  bringing  to  a  speedy 
consideration  and  conclusion  the  ques- 
tion of  Disestablishment  in  Wales.   But 
he    could    see    no    kind    of    relevance 
between  the  question  of  this  Standing 
Committee  for  Wales  and  the  question 
of  Disestablishment  in  Wales.     He  did 
not  believe  that  anyone  in  the  House 
desired    to  see  any  tendency  towards 
grouping,  which  was  probably  the  most 
dangerous    enemy    to    the    successful 
working  of  Parliamentary  institutions 
which   could   possibly  arise.      He   im- 
plored   the    House    to    consider    the 
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demands  and  claims  of  the  Welsh 
Memhers  from  that  point  of  view, 
and  to  see  in  it  moderation,  good 
faith;  and  an  earnest  desire  not  to  carry 
their  own  views  in  spite  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  to  carry  their  views  by 
the  reasonable  and  proper  method  of 
converting  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  to  the  justice  and  fairness  of 
their  opinions. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDflE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion to  this  debate,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  those  who  had  spoken  in  support 
of  the  Amendment  had  not  made  out 
their  case.  There  was  a  singular  differ- 
ence between  the  Amendment  brought 
before  them  to-day,  and  that  which 
they  debated  last  night.  Those  who 
desired  a  Scotch  Grand  Committee  pro- 
posed that  those  measures  which  related 
to  Scotland  only  should  be  referred  to 
that  Committee,  but  the  present  proposal 
was  that  all  the  Bills  which  related  to 
Wales  at  all  should  be  referred  to  a 
Grand  Committee  if  the  House  so 
ordered  it.  He  (Mr.  Sydney  Gedge) 
was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  difference 
in  the  two  Motions,  because  it  was  just 
possible  that  Bills  might  be  passed  with 
regard  to  Scotland  which  did  not  affect 
England,  Ireland.,  or  Wales,  on  account  of 
the  great  peculiarity  of  Scotch  law  upon 
many  points,  especially  upon  the  tenure 
of  land.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  select  Bills  which  related  to 
Wales  only,  except  such  Bills  as  the 
Early  Closing  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  connection  between  the  two 
countries  or  the  two  districts  with  two 
names  was  so  exceedingly  close  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  pass  any  Bill 
relating  to  Wales  which  did  not  also 
affect  England,  and  the  only  result  of 
this  Amendment  would  be  that  they 
might  have  a  discussion  upon  every 
general  Bill  brought  before  Parliament 
as  to  whether,  on  account  of  its  affecting 
Wales  as  well  as  England, -it  ought  not 
to  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Committee 
in  which  Welsh  Members  were  intended 
to  have  a  preponderating  influence. 
Those  who  brought  forward  this  Amend- 
ment ought  to  have  shown  that  there 
was  something  so  peculiar  to  the  12 
counties  of  Wales — that  there  was  some- 
thing so  different,  so  peculiar,  contrast- 
ing so  greatly  with  the  interests  of 
the  neighbouring  counties  of  Cheshire. 
Shropshire,  apd  Herefordshire,  and  in- 


deed with  all  the  rest  of  England,  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  special  regard 
to  the  wishes  of  the  people  who  hap- 
pened to  dwell  in  the  Welsh  counties. 
Besides,  there  was  nothing  in  common 
between  the  agricultural  and  mountain- 
ous districts  of  Wales  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  commercial  and  mining  districts 
on  the  other.  The  interests  of  Glamor- 
ganshire were  much  more  similar  to  those 
of  Yorkshire  and  Lancashire  and  the 
mining  districts  of  Staffordshire  than 
they  were  to  those  of  Merionethshire. 
Any  Bills  affecting  the  interests  of  the 
English  counties  he  had  enumerated 
ought  to  be  referred  with  equal  justice 
to  a  Grand  Committee  in  which  English 
Members  had  a  preponderating  voice, 
yet  England  seemed  perfectly  contented 
with  its  present  position.  Over  and 
over  again  had  the  votes  of  English 
Members  been  overborne  by  the  votes 
of  Scotch  and  Irish  and  Welsh  Members, 
but  Englishmen  had  never  dreamt  of  a 
territorial  distinction  such  as  that  now 
suggested.  The  Eastern  counties  were 
purely  agricultural ;  they  had  no  mines, 
no  manufactures,  and  little  shipping, 
they  felt  the  agricultural  depression 
keenly,  and  thought  themselves  sacri- 
ficed to  the  manufacturing  towns ;  but 
no  one  proposed  that  any  Bills  relating 
to  them  should  be  referred  to  a  Grand 
Committee  composed  of  their  Members. 
Why  should  this  be  done  in  the  case  of 
Wales,  whose  only  peculiarities  were 
that  it  had  a  language  which  few  of  its 
inhabitants  spoke  or  understood,  and  it 
also  had  a  name  of  its  own,  and  gave  that 
name  to  the  eldest  son  of  the  Monarch  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
had  said  that  matters  which  were  ex- 
clusively Welsh  ought  to  be  decided  in 
accordance  with  the  opinions  of  the 
Welsh  Members.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  pretty  much  the 
same  with  regard  to  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, but  somehow  or  other,  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  the  whole  country  did  not  see 
the  matter  in  the  same  light  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  had  also  told 
them  that  it  passed  the  wit  of  man  to  define 
what  were  Irish  matters.  If  the  people 
were  not  disposed  to  accede  to  the  prin- 
ciple in  the  case  of  Ireland,  which  was 
an  Island  separated  from  us  by  the  sea, 
they  were  hardly  likely  to  accede  to  it 
in  the  case  of  Wales,  which  was  only 
separated  from  us  by  artificial  boundaries 
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which  could  be  only  discovered  in  the 
map.  ThcD,  again,  no  attempt  had  really 
been  made  to  show  that  Wales  had 
suCPered  from  the  present  state  of  things, 
or  that  Welsh  Members  had  not  received 
a  proper  hearing  in  the  House.  So  long 
as  the  counties  and  boroughs  of  Wales 
were  represented  by  such  able  and  .per- 
tinacious Members  as  those  who  bad  ad- 
dressed the  House  to-day,  Wales  need 
not  fear  she  would  be  left  in  the  shade, 
or  that  her  voice  would  not  be  heard. 
She  had  an  equal  chance  with  all  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  she 
could  make  her  wishes  known.  Three 
subjects — namely,  intermediate  educa- 
tion, temperance,  and  the  relation  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  had  been 
particularly  mentioned  as  deserving  of 
attention,  but  it  had  not  been  shown 
that  these  questions  afifected  the  Princi- 
pality any  more  than  they  affected  Eng- 
land. Intermediate  education  was,  no 
doubt,  a  pressing  question  at  the  present 
time,  but  if  nothing  was  done  for  Wales 
in  regard  to  it  nothing  was  done  for 
England.  Temperance,  too,  was  an  im- 
portant matter,  but  in  respect  to  it  more 
had  been  done  of  late  for  Wales  than 
had  been  done  for  England.  As  to  the 
relation  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
he  believed  the  law  was  pretty  much  the 
same  in  Wales  as  throughout  England. 
Welsh  farmers  were  not  suffering  more 
from  the  agricultural  depression  than 
English  farmers,  and  therefore  the 
grievance  was  no  more  pressing  in 
Wales  than  it  was  in  England.  The 
Government  were  about  to  introduce  a 
Local  Govornment  Bill  enabling  the 
different  counties,  through  their  Repre- 
sentatives, to  deal  with  county  affairs. 
It  had  not  been  shown  that  Wales  would 
not  benefit  equally  under  that  Bill  with 
England,  and  he  certainly  thought  it 
would  be  time  enough  to  make  a  Motion 
of  this  kind  when  it  was  shown  that  re- 
lief was  given  to  English  counties  which 
was  not  given  to  Wales.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
had  charged  the  Conservative  Party 
with  madness  in  the  use  they  made  of 
their  majority  to  throw  out  this  Bill,  and 
liad  taken  comfort  in  the  thought  of 
their  impending  destruction  because  of 
the  Latin  proverb — Quo»  Bern  vult 
perdere,  prius  dementaL  Such  pro- 
phecies were  the  usual  consolations  of 
a  dejected  Party.  He  (Mr.  Gedge) 
would  retort  another  Latin  proverb  upon 

J^.  /Sydney  Gedge 


the  hon.  Member —  Viclrix  causa  Diis 
placuity  sed  victa  Catani.  But  Cato 
did  not  console  himself  with  such  pro- 
phecies. The  Conservatives  had  a 
majority  ;  they  looked  upon  it  as  a  proof 
that  the  Gods  regarded  them  with 
favour,  and  they  intend  to  use  it  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  given  to 
them — to  resist  all  insidious  attempts, 
like  this  Bill,  to  break  up  the  United 
Kingdom  into  fragments. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Arfon  Division 
of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Rathbone),  who 
had  nfoved  the  Amendment  under  con- 
sideration, would  not  hesitate  to  go  to  a 
Division.  If  he  did  go  to  a  Division 
he  would  receive  the  unanimous  support 
of  the  Irish  Members  who  sat  below  the 
Gangway.  This  was  a  question  upon 
which  the  Irish  Members  had  the 
greatest  possible  sympathy  with  the 
Welsh  Representatives.  The  Welsh 
Members  had  displayed  the  greatest 
sympathy  with  the  movement  in  which 
the  Irish  were  engaged,  and  it  was  only 
right  that  the  Irish  Members  should 
note  this  opportunity  of  showing  that 
they  were  prepared  to  aid  Wales  as 
much  as  they  were  able  in  her  endeavour 
to  get  her  Business  properly  considered. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Sydney  Gedge)  put  a 
very  wrong  issue  before  the  House,  be- 
cause he  said  the  last  General  Election 
was  decided  upon  an  issue  like  that 
raised  in  the  Amendment  before  the 
House.  The  last  General  Election  was 
fought  upon  the  question  of  establishing 
a  Parliament  in  Dublin.  This  was  a 
question  of  establishing  a  small  Commit- 
tee for  the  purpose  of  enabling  Welsh 
Members  to  have  control  of  the  affairs 
of  their  own  country.  Hon.  Members 
like  the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
think  that  the  last  General  Election  had 
given  them  a  mandate  to  put  down 
every  movement  which  was  hurtful  to 
the  instincts  of  the  Tory  Party. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  felt  he  could  add 
very  little  to  the  very  able  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes),  who,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  replied  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
opposite;  but  there  was  something  which 
ought  to  be  put  before  the  House  in  a 
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moro  distinct  manner  than  it  had  been 
as  yet.  Hon.  Gentlemen  proposed  that 
there  should  be  another  Grand  Commit- 
tee similarly  constituted  to  those  which 
were  appointed  under  the  Standing 
Order  of  December,  1882,  and  subject 
to  the  same  Kules — the  Members  for 
Wales  and  Monmouthshite  being  Mem- 
bers of  that  Committee.  In  the  Amend- 
ment there  was  a  contradiction  in  terms. 
Hon.  Members  said  that  this  Grand 
Committee  waste  be  similarly  constituted 
to  the  Committees  on  Law  and  Trade. 
The  Committees  on  Law  and  Trade  were 
constituted  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, who  were  instructed  to  have  regard 
to  the  classes  of  Bills  remitted  to  the 
Committees,  to  the  composition  of  the 
House,  and  to  the  qualifications  of  the 
Members  selected.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
would  understand  that  the  constitution 
of  the  Committee,  having  regard  to  the 
composition  of  the  House,  would  render 
it  impossible  that  all  the  Members  from 
one  locality  could  be  put  upon  this  Com- 
mittee, and  that,  therefore,  the  proposal 
was  a  contradiction  in  terms.  In  the 
next  place,  it  was  proposed  that  all  the 
Bills  relating  to  Wales  which  might  be 
so  ordered  by  the  House  should  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee.  But  every 
Statute  passed  for  the  United  Kingdom 
related  to  Wales.  Where  was  a  line  to 
be  drawn  ? 

Mr.  RATHBONE  :  I  have  no  objec- 
tion  to  add  the  word  "exclusively." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  they  were 
now  getting  at  the  root  of  the  question. 
It  was  a  question  of  referring  all  the 
Bills  which  related  exclusively  to  Wales 
to  this  Committee.  If  all  the  Welsh 
Members  were  put  upon  the  Committee, 
they  could  not,  according  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  sit  upon  either  of  the 
other  Standing  Committees.  The  hoD. 
Gentleman  asked  for  that  which,  if  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  entertain 
this  principle  of  disintegration  and  loca- 
lization, would  inflict  great  injury  upon 
Wales,  because  it  would  divorce  the 
Itepresentatives  of  Wales  from  the  in- 
fluence they  should  properly  exercise  on 
the  legislation  for  the  United  Kingdom 
as  a  whole,  with  which  he  believed  the 
interests  of  Wales  were  as  completely 
bound  up  as  any  other  part  of  these 
Islands.  The  Government  could  not 
divorce  the  interests  of  Wales  from  the 
interests  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland.      It  appeared  to  him  to  be 


strange  that  it  should  be  proposed  from 
the  Liberal  Benches  that  they  should 
localize  the  interests  of  the  different 
parts  of  the  country  ;  that  they  should 
endeavour  to  separate  one  from  the 
other,  treating  them  as  independent 
and  separate  units,  and  dealing  with 
them  as  if  they  could  have  existence 
independently  of  this  great  Empire. 
He  had  heard  with  great  surprise  that 
even  the  interests  of  Wales  would  be 
benefited  by  being  sent  to  a  Committee 
upstairs  instead  of  being  discussed  in 
the  House.  Some  hon.  Members  had 
said  it  would  be  wrong  to  deny  to 
Welsh  Members  the  power  of  stating 
their  case  in  the  House.  They  did  not 
deny  the  power  to  Members  from  Wales 
to  take  their  place  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament ;  but  if  they  .  asked  for  a 
Committee  upstairs  as  an  alternative  to 
stating  their  case  in  the  House,  he 
thought  —  with  great  respect  to  the 
judgment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  this  Amendment — they  must  wish 
to  diminish  the  power  of  Wales.  Look- 
ing at  it  from  any  point  of  view  from 
which  they  could  by  any  possibility 
regard  it,  the  Government  must  oppose 
this  proposal.  Its  adoption  would  be 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  Welsh 
themselves ;  it  would  reduce  the  position 
of  Wales  to  that  of  a  locality  repre- 
sented by  30  Members,  and  it  would 
bring  about  a  disposition  to  localize 
groat  questions  of  Imperial  importance. 
The  proposal  could  only  be  looked  upon 
with  favour  by  those  who  desired  to 
bring  about  the  disintegration  of  the 
Empire,  and  to  set  up  a  condition  of 
things  which  would  be  most  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  this  great  country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  1 J  3 ;  Noes 
135:  Majority  22. 

AYES. 

Abraham,    \V.  (Lime-    Campbell,  H. 

rick,  W.)  Carcw,  J.  L. 

Acland,  A.  H.  D.  Caueton,  R.  K. 

Anderson,  C.  11.  Chance,  P.  A. 

Asher,  A.  Channing^,  F.  A. 

Balfour,  Sir  G.  Clark,  Dr.  O.  B. 

Barbour,  W.  B.  Colman,  J.  J. 

Barran,  J.  Conway,  M. 

Biggar,  J.  G.  Corbet,  W.  J. 

Blane,  A.  Cossham,  H. 

Bradlaugh,  C.  Cox,  J.  R. 

Buchanan,  T.  R.  Craig,  J. 

Burt,  T.  Cremer,  W.  R. 

Buxton,  8.  0.  Dea»y,  J. 

Cameron,  C.  Dillon,  J. 

Campbell,  Sir  G.  Duff,  R.  W. 
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EUis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
FarquharsoD,  Dr.  R. 
Fen  wick,  C. 
Forgason.R.C.Muoro 
Flower,  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
GiU.  T.  P. 
Gully,  W.  0. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  0. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Ha\nio,  C.  Seale- 
H^Iy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 


O'Hanlon,  T. 
Pamoll,  C.  S. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price.  T.  P. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Rcndel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Roe,  T. 

Roscoo,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  0.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack,  J. 
Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 


Kay-Shuttle  worth,  rt.     Stansfcld,  rt.  hon.  J. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kennedy,  £.  J. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Lalor,  R. 
Leahy,  J. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lyell,  L. 

Mac  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
31'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Konna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Al*Lagan,  P. 
Alahony,  P. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  O.^V. 
Nolan,  J. 
OBrien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  \V. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 


Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan.  T.  D. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wallace,  R. 
Way  man,  T. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 

TELLERS. 

Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Rath  bono,  W. 


NOES. 


AcUnd,  C.  T.  D. 
Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 
Baden-Powell,   Sir  G. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baira,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry,  A.  II.  Smith- 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Bigwood,  J. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  J.  A.   1 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 


Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Darling,  C.  J. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
DeLisle,E.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  K. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyko,rt.hn.SirW.II. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Golds  worthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 


Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,!rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gourley,  E.'T. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Hoaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoaro,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 

Houldsworth,SirW.U, 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  II.  C. 
Isaacs,  L.  II. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jeffreys,  A,  i*'. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kenrick,  W, 
Kimber,  H. 
King  -  Harman,    right 

hon.  Colonel  £.  R. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.',W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Macartney, W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
^lackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Mallock,  R. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H, 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  £. 
More,  R.  J. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmioster)  said,  he  wiehed  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Gremer \  in  whose  name  the  next  Amend- 
ment appeared  on  the  Paper,  not  to 
press  the  Amendment,  as  its  discussion 
could  have  but  one  result.  The  House 
was  desirous  of  proceeding  with  the 
Orders  as  rapidly  as  possible.  The 
debate  on  the  Rules  interfered  with  the 
privileges  of  private  Members,  and  he 
was  anxious  to  put  a  stop  to  that  inter- 
ference as  soon  as  possible.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  proceed 
with  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice,  as  the  result  of  his  doing 
so  would  be  to  consume  unnecessarily 
more  of  the  time  which  should  be  at 
the  disposal  of  private  Members. 


Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowhray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Nohle,  W. 
O'NeiU,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  P.  T. 
Phinket,  rt.  hon.  T*.  K. 
Raikos,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 

Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  'V. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Round,  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbotson,   rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J, 
Solwyn,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M .  H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E,  J. 
Stephens,  H.  O. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T.J 
Webster,  R.  G.  >: 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLEBS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akors- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
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Mb.  OBEfiOTR  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  lie  bad  no  doubt  tbe  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman  tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  considered  tbe  statement  be 
bad  made  justified  by  the  facts  of  tbe 
case ;  but  it  was  not  witbin  bis  (Mr. 
Cremer's)  memory  tbat  tbis  question 
bad  ever  been  presented  to  tbe  House 
in  tbe  form  in  wbicb  be  proposed  to  in- 
troduce it,  and»  witb  all  deference  to 
tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman,  be  considered 
tbe  question  of  sucb  importance  tbat  be 
must  respectfully  decline  to  accede  to 
tbe  request  made.  He  would  not,  bow- 
ever,  occupy  tbe  time  of  tbe  House  for 
more  tban  10  or  12  minutes,  and  there 
was  no  reason,  so  far  as  be  and  those 
who  would  vote  witb  bim  were  con- 
cerned, why  tbe  debate  sbould  occupy 
more  tban  balf-an-bour  at  tbe  outside. 
Tbe  question  involved  in  tbe  Amend- 
ment of  wbicb  be  bad  given  Notice  was 
one  of  great  importance  to  tbe  masses  of 
tbe  people  wbo  were  heavily  taxed,  too 
heavily  taxed,  in  consequence  of  tbe 
mistakes  wbicb  be  believed  bad  been 
made  by  successive  Governments  in  deal- 
ing with  questions  of  a  foreign  or  Colonial 
character  without  referring  those  ques- 
tions to  tbe  people,  or  considering  their 
interests  in  regard  to  them.  The  ques- 
tions to  be  relegated  to  the  Grand 
Committees  wbicb  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  establish  were  of  the  most 
important  character.  Trade,  Manufac- 
tures, Agriculture,  and  Law  Procedure 
were,  in  themselves,  questions  of  great 
importance ;  but,  important  as  they 
might  be,  they  were  by  no  means  as  im- 
portant— the  whole  of  them,  in  fact,  be 
considered  of  less  importance — than  tbe 
one  which  was  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment be  has  submitting  to  the  conside- 
ration of  tbe  House.  As  be  bad  said, 
the  question,  so  far  as  be  was  aware, 
bad  never  been  presented  to  the  House 
in  tbe  form  in  wbicb  it  was  raised  in 
tbis  Amendment.  It  was  quite  true  tbat 
two  years  ago  the  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Henry 
Eicbard)  presented  a  Resolution  —  on 
which  a  vote  was  taken — somewhat  akin 
to  the  Amendment  be  (Mr.  Cremer)  was 
now  moving.  The  bon.  Member's  Beso- 
lution  was  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
unjust  and  inexpedient  to  embark  in 
war,  or  to  contract  engagements  involving 
great  responsibilities  to  tbe  nation,  or 
tbe  addition  of  territories  to  the  Empire, 
without  tbe  knowledge  and  consent  of 


Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Gremer)  voted  on 
that  occasion  in  favour  of  tbe  bon. 
Member's  Eesolution;  but  be  did  not 
now  propose  to  go  so  far  as  tbat  propo* 
sition.  He  did,  however,  think  tbat  the 
time  bad  come  when  tbe  people,  through 
their  Bepresentatives  in  tbe  House, 
sbould  be  more  fairly  consulted  on  ques- 
tions of  a  foreign  and  Colonial  character 
tban  they  hitherto  bad  been.  He  pro- 
posed that  in  this  respect  Parliament 
should  become  in  reality  what  it  was 
in  theory — ^namely,  the  supreme  tribunal 
which  should  have  the  supreme  power 
of  deciding  on  the  questions  to  which 
he  referred.  What  took  place  now  ? 
During  the  time  be  had  been  bonoured 
with  a  seat  in  tbis  Assembly  be  bad  kept 
bis  eyes  pretty  widely  open,  and  bad  seen, 
from  time  to  time.  Members  come  down 
to  tbe  House  having  read  reports  in  tbe 
Press  tbat  some  disturbance  bad  arisen 
between  the  Government  of  tbe  day  and 
someForeignPower  out  of  wbicb  mischief 
was  likely  to  arise.  Well,  such  Member 
came  down,  and  very  properly  addressed 
a  Question  to  tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Trea- 
sury or  tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs ;  tbe  Minister,  of  course, 
replied,  and  almost  invariably  urged  tbe 
inadvisability  of  tbe  Question  being 
pressed,  because  the  negotiations  wbicb 
were  taking  place  were  of  tbat  delicate 
character  that  it  was  not  advisable  tbey 
sbould  be  made  known  to  the  public,  and 
tbe  Questioner  was  urged  not  to  insist 
on  seeking  further  information  on  tbe 
point.  The  Questioner  was,  in  fact, 
asked  to  wait  for  tbe  publication  of 
despatcbes  and  tbe  issue  of  tbe  Blue 
Book.  Well,  tbe  Questioner  generally 
acceded  to  tbe  request  of  tbeGt)vemment, 
did  not  insist  on  the  inquiry,  waited 
for  tbe  despatches,  and  in  due  time  tbey 
were  placed  in  bis  bands — that  was  to 
say,  tbe  despatcbes  wbicb  were  intended 
for  the  public  eye.  He  (Mr.  Oremer) 
bad  beanl — but  he  did  not  know  wbat 
trutb  there  was  in  tbe  statement — that 
tbere  were  generallv  two  sets  of  de- 
spatcbes between  Ministers  and  our 
Bepresentatives  abroad,  one  of  wbicb 
was  intended  for  tbe  public  eye,  and  tbe 
other  of  which  was  strictly  private  and 
confidential.  Tbey  got  one  set  of  the 
despatcbes — tbat  wbicb  was  carefully 
prepared  for  tbe  House  and  tbe  public 
eye — presented  to  them,  and  on  that 
tbey  were  supposed  to  form  their  opi- 
nions and  arrive  at  certain  conclusions ; 
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but  by  that  time  the  mischief  had  been 
done — the  negotiations  had  been  con- 
cluded and  the  Treaty  had  been  made. 
He  believed  that  scores  of  Treaties,  in 
which  were  found  the  seeds  of  mischief 
and  future  strife  between  this  country 
and  other  countries,  had  been  negotiated 
and  concluded  in  the  manner  that  he  had 
indicated;  and  then  the  Member  who 
had  addressed  the  Question  to  the  Minis- 
ter came  down  armed  with  the  de- 
spatches and  asked  for  further  informa- 
tion, founding  a  complaint,  or  series  of 
complaints,  upon  the  despatches  he  had 
read  in  the  Blue  Book,  and  the  Minister 
rose  in  his  place  and  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  not  to  persist  in  making 
an  inquiry,  because  what  had  been 
done  could  not  be  undone,  and  that, 
if  an  evil  had  been  committed,  it  was 
too  late  to  remedy  that  evil.  And  in 
this  wSLy  the  nation  was  committed  irre- 
vocably to  the  acceptance  of  a  Treaty 
oonoerning  the  making  of  which  its  Re- 
presentatives had  never  been  consulted. 
Now,  he  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  Parliament,  or  at  least  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House,  should  be  taken  into 
the  confidence  of  the  Minister  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  and  should  be  consulted 
before  negotiations  were  concluded  with 
Foreign  Powers,  and  when  the  opinion 
of  Members  of  the  House  should  be 
taken  as  to  the  desirability  of  concluding 
Treaties  and  negotiations  of  the  kind  to 
which  he  had  referred.  This  principle 
was  not  by  any  means  a  new  one ;  at 
least  it  was  not  new  to  the  world, 
though  it  might  be  new  to  this  country 
and  to  the  House.  The  principle  was 
in  operation  in  the  United  States,  where 
they  had  a  Committee  on  Foreign  Eola- 
tions, and  neither  the  Senate,  nor  the 
House  of  Bepresentatives,  nor  the  Pre- 
sident, nor  his  Cabinet  had  power  to 
conclude  Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers 
until  the  questions  had  been  thoroughly 
threshed  out  by  the  Committee  on  Fo- 
reign Eelations.  The  interests  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  were  thus 
safeguarded  by  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  AflPairs,  who  sat  with  closed 
doors — and  he  commended  this  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  might  fear  to  support 
his  proposal  because  of  the  publicity 
which  would  be  given  to  the  discussion 
of  foreign  affairs  in  the  House  or  by  a 
Grand  Committee.  The  Committee  on 
Foreign  Eelations  in  the  United  States 
sat  with  closed  doors  just  as  the  British 
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Cabinet  did ;  and  if  his  jproposal  were 
accepted,  where  negotiations  of  a  deli- 
cate character  were  under  discussion, 
and  it  was  not  desirable  that  they  should 
be  made  known  to  the  public,  the  Com- 
mittee  might  sit  with  closed  doors,  and 
there  would  be  little  danger  then  of  any 
difficulty  arising  in  consequence  of  such 
discussions  taking  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee. Within  the  last  few  years  they 
had  had  numerous  instances  afforded 
them  of  the  danger  of  allowing  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  or  the  Cabinet  to 
determine  these  matters  for  them  without, 
first  of  all,  taking  into  its  confidence  the 
great  Council  of  the  Nation.  He  would 
only  briefly  refer  to  some,  of  the  unfor- 
tunate events  which  had  taken  place 
during  the  past  few  years.  There  was 
the  Af ghanWar,  about  which  the  House 
had  never  been  consulted  until  hosti- 
lities had  commenced.  Then  they  had 
the  Penjdeh  dispute.  He  remembered 
a  Vote  being  rushed  through  the  House 
in  two  or  three  hours — he  forgot  which 
—for  £9,000,000  or  £11,000,000,  be- 
cause  of  the  scare  which  seized  upon 
our  countrymen  in  consequence  of  that 
dispute.  There  was  also  the  Transvaal 
War,  the  Zulu  War,  the  War  in  Beuhu- 
analand,  the  Egyptian  War,  and  the 
War  in  the  Soudan,  which  made  ship- 
wreck of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
With  regard  to  the  Egyptian  War,  he 
felt  convinced  that  if  the  facts  had  been 
laid  before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
such  as  he  suggested — and  which  he 
was  certain  at  some  not  very  distant 
day  would  be  appointed — the  country 
would  have  been  spared  the  shame  and 
humiliation  and  everlasting  disgrace 
of  the  bombardment  of  Alexandria, 
and  the  Liberal  Government  of  the  day 
would  not  have  made  shipwreck  of  its 
reputation.  Then  they  had  the  war  in 
Upper  Burmah.  He  (Mr.  Cremer)  had 
listened  to  the  debate  last  year,  when 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill), 
in  opposing  a  protest  which  he  (Mr. 
Cremer)  had  raised  against  the  Bur- 
mese War,  boasted  of  the  part  he  had 
played  in  the  affair,  and  said  that  the 
war  would  probably  cost  something 
like  £300,000,  and  expressed  the  pride 
he*felt  at  having  added  another  gem  to 
the  Imperial  diadem.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Cremer),  on  referring  to  the  expenditure 
in  India,  found  that  there  was  a  deficit—- 
or  would  have  been  but  for  an  increase 
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of  the   Salt    Tax,   of   something    like 
£2,000,000— and  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  expenditure  which  caused  the 
deficit  was  owing  to  that  shameful  an- 
nexation of  Burmah.     He  did  not  think 
the  people  of  the  country  cared  for  the 
purchase  of  gems  to  adorn  the  Imperial 
diadem  at  such  a  cost  as  this.  Those  who 
were  anxious  to  have  such  gems  should 
obtain  possession  of  them  at  their  own 
expense,   and  not  come  down  on   the 
poor  taxpayers  of  this  country,  or  the 
ryots  of  India,  for  the  money  to  purchase 
such  adornments.   These  wars  had,  from 
first  to  last,  cost  this  country  something 
like  £100,000,000,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  the  greater  part  of  that  would  have 
been  saved  if  the  questions  in  dispute  had 
been  referred  to  a  Committee  on  Foreign 
Belations  of  the  kind  that  he  now  pro- 
posed.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  stated  just  now 
that  the  fate  this  Amendment  would 
meet  with  was  a  foregone  conclusion. 
Well,  it  was  not  in  the  expectation  that 
the  House  would   agree  to  it  that  he 
(Mr.  Cremer)  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
bring  it  forward.      He  had  brought  it 
before  the  House  because  it  was  a  demo- 
cratic measure,  and  because  it  was  in 
operation  and  had  worked  so  admirably 
in  the  United  States  of  America.     He 
was  satisfied  that  it  would  efifect  a  con- 
siderable saving  both  in  the  treasure  and 
blood  of  his  countrymen  if  the  questions 
out  of  which  these  miserable  disputes 
arose  were  submitted  to  a  Committee  on 
Foreign  Belations ;  and  these  were  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  bring 
forward  the  proposition.     He  believed 
that  those  who  had  to  pay  both  in  money 
and  blood  had  a  right  to  be  consulted 
with  regard  to  the  questions  out  of  which 
these  miserable  conflicts  arose.    The  idea 
of  a  Cabinet  sitting  with  closed  doors  and 
deciding  questions  involving  the  honour 
of  this   country,    and  committing    the 
nation  to  obligations  of  the  most  onerous 
description,  seemed  to  him  so  monstrous, 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  surprise  to  him 
that  the  people  of  the  country  had  so  long 
submitted  to  such  an  extraordinary  state 
of  things.     He  might  be  told — they  had 
been  told  before^that  the  House  had 
the  power  of  controlling  the  doings  of 
the  Government  or  theCabinet;  but  what 
took    place    was    this — if    a    Member 
questioned  too  closely  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,   or  if  there  was  a  restive 
f  oeling  displayed  by  the  Opposition,  and 


the  conduct  of  the  Government  was 
challenged,  the  Government  immediately 
declared  that  if  an  adverse  vote  were 
recorded  they  would  regard  it  as  a  Yote 
of  Want  of  Confidence,  and  by  this  means 
many  Members  were  induced,  from  Party 
motives,  to  vote  in  distinct  opposition  to 
their  wishes  and  desires.  When  the 
debate  took  place  in  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  annexation  of  Burmah, 
there  were  scores  of  Members  who 
went  into  the  Lobby  in  favour  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government,  but  who 
were  heard  to  assert — he  had  heard 
them  himself  —  that  had  they  been 
consulted  by  the  Government,  and  had 
thoir  opinions  been  asked  and  their 
votes  recorded  before  the  war  was 
commenced,  they  would  certainly  have 
gone  against  the  annexation  of  Burmah. 
But  the  mischief  was  done,  money  was 
in  great  part  spent,  the  blood  of  the 
country  was  spilt,  and  then  they  were 
asked  to  endorse  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  to  avoid,  in  the  future, 
things  of  that  kind  and  to  give  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
judging  of  Foreign  Treaties  before  they 
were  entered  into  by  this  country — 
Treaties  which  contained  the  seeds  of 
mischief  and  the  germs  of  strife — that 
he  moved  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
— **  That  there  be  another  Committee,' similarly 
const! tated,  and  subject  to  the  same  Rules,  for 
the  consideration  of  all  questions  of  a  Foreign 
or  Colonial  nature,  and  the  ratification  of 
Treaties  with  Foreign  Powers.'*— (If r.  Cremer.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  had  not  come  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  take  part  in 
this  discussion ;  but  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Cremor) 
had  the  right  sow  by  the  ear.  It  had 
always  seemed  to  him  an  extraordinary 
anomaly  that,  notwithstanding  that  they 
had  Eepresentatives  of  the  people,  there 
should  be  such  a  survival  of  ancient 
times  that  the  power  of  making  Treaties 
binding  this  country  for  all  time  by  the 
most  onerous  obligations  should  still  rest 
not  in  any  degree  with  those  Representa- 
tives of  the  people,  but  with  the  Crown, 
or,  in  other  words.  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. The  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  to 
establish  a  Grand  Committee  to  deal  ^Ulv 
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these  questions  was  a  more  Eadical  pro- 
posal than  any  of  the  proposals  submitted 
to  the  House  on  the  previous  evening 
and  this  morning ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
though  he  had  no  hope  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  accepted,  he  must  say 
he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  had  made  a 
movement  in  the  right  direction,  and 
that  in  all  other  free  countries  there  was 
reserved  to  the  people  some  control  over 
foreign  relations.  He  was  not  sure  that 
the  House  would  consider  the  American 
example  satisfactory,  seeing  that  the 
assent  of  two  thirds  of  the  Senate  was 
necessary  to  ratify  a  Treaty  —as  we  were 
forcibly  made  aware  at  this  moment  in 
the  case  of  a  Treaty  in  which  we  were 
interested,  and  which  was  awaiting 
ratification. 

Mb.  MUNEO-FEEQUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  said,  that  no  one  would  take  ob- 
jection to  the  first  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Amendment,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Ferguson)  that  serious  objection 
would  be  taken  to  that  part  which  dealt 
with  the  ratification  of  Treaties  by  Par- 
liament. As  to  the  example  of  America, 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
moved  the  Amendment  referred  to, 
recent  experience  in  the  Senate  there 
had  shown  the  Eule  in  force  to  be  of  a 
somewhat  unfortunate  character.  Ee- 
cently  a  very  important  Treaty  dealing 
with  extradition  had  been  laid  before 
the  Senate.  It  had  been  considered  in 
secret  Session — that  method  of  consulta- 
tion which  had  been  recommended  to  the 
House — and  the  Senator  for  Virginia 
(Mr.  Eiddleberger)  had  enlightened  us 
as  to  what  had  passed,  and  had  given  us 
the  information  that  ^'  the  British  lion's 
tail  had  been  twisted  by  24  votes  to  21." 
At  the  present  moment  the  question  of 
ratifying  the  Fishery  Treaty  was  in  sus- 
pense in  the  United  States,  which  would 
not  have  been  the  case  had  it  not  been 
for  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations, 
for  the  Executive  Government  would 
have  ratified  it  without  hesitation. 
Amid  the  storms  of  Party  politics  it 
would  be  absolutely  impossible  to  main- 
tain any  continuous  form  of  foreign 
relations,  if  the  action  of  the  Executive 
Government  was  to  rest  on  the  chances 
of  a  Party  vote  in  the  House.  If  diffi- 
culties had  arisen  in  America,  which  was 
a  country  with  very  few  foreign  rela- 
tions, how  much  worse  would  it  be  in 
this  country,  which  was  so  intimately 
associated  with  the  politics  of  Europe, 
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and  which  had  such  close  relations  with 
all  the  Governments  of  the  world  ?  This 
was  not  the  first  time  that  a  debate  had 
taken  place  on  a  question  of  this  kind, 
the  late  Mr.  Eylands  having  some  years 
ago  moved  a  Eesolution  affirming  that 
Treaties  with  foreign  countries  ought  to 
be  laid  on  the  Tables  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  before  being  ratified.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  ia 
opposing  that  Motion,  had  pointed  out 
the  impossibility  of  checking  the  details 
of  negotiations  by  the  direct  action  of 
the  House,  and  had  reminded  the  House 
that  it  might  be  necessary  to  conclude  a 
Treaty  during  the  Eecess  or  the  Easter  or 
Whitsuntide  holidays.  He  (Mr.  Fer- 
guson) had  great  sympathy  with  the 
desire  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oremer) 
that  our  foreign  relations  should  have 
as  full  consideration  as  possible  from  the 
Eepresentatlves  of  the  people,  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  absolutely 
impossible  to  accept  the  latter  part  of 
the  proposal,  and  if  the  hon.  Member 
put  it  to  the  House  he  (Mr.  Ferguson) 
should  vote  against  it. 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETAEY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  (Sir 
James  Ferqusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said,  that  this  question  had  been  often 
brought  before  the  House  and  decisively 
rejected,  and  although  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Oremer)  had  been 
conclusively  answered  by  the  hoD.  Mem« 
ber  for  Leith  (Mr.  Munro* Ferguson)  it 
would  be  proper  that  he  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson)  should  take  some  notice  of  what 
had  been  said,  because  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  feeling  expressed  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
Amendment  was  shared  by  many  per- 
sons throughout  the  country  who  were, 
perhaps,  not  sufficiently  instructed,  and 
it  was  only  right  some  answer  should  be 
given  to  such  contentions.  That  the  Ee- 
presentatlves of  a  free  country  should 
have  a  voice — a  commanding  voice — in 
all  that  concerned  national  affairs  must 
go  without  saying ;  but  it  was  competent 
for  the  Eepresentatlves  of  the  people  to 
delegate  their  authority,  and  it  might 
appear  to  Parliament,  in  its  wisdom, 
that  it  was  better  to  place  confidence  in 
the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  for  the  time 
being  with  respect  to  the  conduct  of 
I  delicate  affairs  than  to  insist  that  the 
\  whole  of  the  negotiations  should  be  con- 
ducted and  published  before  tho  world, 
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a  course  which  might  prejudice  the  great 
interests  at  stake.  Now,  it  must  be 
evident  that  in  a  country  with  concerns 
so  varied  and  extensive  as  ours,  there 
must  be  questions  constantly  arising  of 
a  delicate  nature  which  required  to  bo 
conducted  with  expedition  and  firmness. 
But  if  all  those  questions  had  to  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  House 
there  would  be  inevitable  delay,  and  it 
was  possible  that  words  might  be  said 
and  decisions  arrived  at  which  would 
prejudice  the  objects  the  House  had  at 
neart.  It  was  quite  true  that  Parliament 
was  the  supreme  tribunal,  and  ought  to 
control  the  affairs  of  this  country  in 
every  particular ;  but  that  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  conduct  those  affairs  in 
person.  This  House  was  no  doubt  the 
best  exponent  of  the  mind  of  the  nation, 
but  it  might  be  a  very  unfit  body  for 
judical  procedure  or  for  diplomatic 
action.  The  hon.  Member  proposed 
there  should  be  added — 

'<  Another  Coramitteo,  similarly  coDstituted, 
and  subject  to  the  samo  Rules,  for  the  con- 
sideration of  all  questions  of  a  Foreign  or 
Colonial  nature  and  the  ratification  of  Treaties 
with  Foreign  Powers." 

But  a  Committee  similarly  constituted 
would  consist  of  60  Members  taken  from 
all  parts  of  the  House  with  due  repre- 
sentation of  every  section,  and  he  could 
not  think  that  that  would  be  a  suitable 
tribunal  to  which  all  questions  of  a 
<<  Foreign  or  Colonial  nature  and  the 
ratification  of  Treaties  with  Foreign 
Powers  "  should  be  committed.  There 
might  have  been  occasions  in  which  this 
country  had  been  led  into  responsibilities 
which  would  have  been  better  avoided ; 
but  in  how  many  cases  had  the  country 
been  saved  from  complications  through 
the  ability  possessed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  to  conduct  the  nego- 
tiations in  secret  ?  There  was  no  one 
who  knew  anything  about  foreign  affairs 
but  must  know  of  negotiations  which 
would  have  infallibly  miscarried  if  they 
had  not  been  conducted  confidentially. 
He  did  not  consider  a  Committee  of  60 
Members  of  average  discretion  a  fit 
council  to  deal  with  these  questions.  As 
to  the  power  possessed  by  the  American 
Senate,  the  two  cases  of  America  and 
this  country  could  not  for  a  moment  be 
compared,  and  when  that  parallel  was 
attempted  to  be  drawn  on  former  occa- 
sions, it  had  absolutely  broken  down. 
The  practice  now  proposed  by  the  hon. 

VOL.  OCOXXm.    [thibd  sebies.] 


Member  (Mr.  Cremer)  might  work  well 
in  America ;  but  though  we  had  much 
to  admire  in  that  country,  we  could  not 
afford  to  imitate  all  her  institutions. 
He  believed,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
abstention  of  Parliament  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  good  results,  and  that  it 
would  require  a  good  deal  more  than 
had  been  advanced  by  the  hon.  Member 
to-day  to  induce  the  House  of  Commons 
to  depart  from  that  long  precedent  and 
well-established  rule. 

Question  put. 

The'  House  divided : — Ayes  44  ;  Noes 
219  :  Majority  175.— (Div.  List,  No.  31.) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Re»olvedt  That  the  Resolutions  of  the  House 
of  the  1st  December,  1882,  relating  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  Proceedings  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees for  the  Consideration  of  Bills  relating 
to  Law,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping,  and  Manu- 
factures, be  revived,  and  that  Trade  shall 
include  Agriculture  and  Fishing. 

Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomination  of 
Select  Committees. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  would  now 
move  the  next  new  Rule  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper. 
The  Resolution,  he  would  explain,  was 
designed  to  meet  the  difficulty  which 
had  been  experienced  by  hon.  Members 
who  desired  to  introduce  Bills  and  to 
propose  Motions  for  the  nomination  of 
Select  Committees.  Since  the  operation 
of  the  Rule  closing  opposed  Business  at 
12  o'clock,  the  courtesy  usually  extended 
to  hon.  Members  who  wished  to  bring 
up  Bills  had  frequently  been  withheld. 
Objections  had  been  made,  with  the 
result  that  hon.  Members  had  been 
unable  to  move.  It  was  not  intended  by 
his  Resolution  to  give  the  Government 
power  to  introduce  without  explanation 
any  Bill  of  great  public  importance. 
Obviously,  Mr.  Speaker  would  not  per- 
mit a  Bill  which  ought  to  be  accom- 
panied by  an  explanatory  statement  to 
bo  introduced  in  silence.  It  would,  he 
felt  sure,  be  acknowledged  that  private 
Members  ought  to  be  protected  against 
a  pernicious  exercise  of  the  power  to 
object  to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  after 
12  o'clock.  It  had  been  suggested  in 
some  quarters  that  there  should  be  an 
extension  of  the  new  12  o'clock  limit ; 
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but  he  believed  that  the  general  feeling 
of  the  House  was  opposed  to  any  such 
change.  He  thought  it,  therefore,  better 
to  adhere,  for  the  present  at  all  events, 
to  the  existing  Eule,  but,  if  dif&culties 
should  supervene,  and  if  it  should  be 
found  that  hon.  Members  were  denied 
the  fair  privileges  to  which  they  were 
entitled,  it  would  bo  for  the  House  to 
reconsider  the  proposals  which  had  been 
adopted.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
Resolution  which  he  now  moved  would 
meet  the  existing  difficulty. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and,  if  set 
down  by  the  Government,  on  Mondays  and 
Thursdays,  Motions  for  leave  to  hring  in  Bills, 
and  for  the  Nomination  of  Select  Committees, 
may  bo  sot  down  for  consideration  at  the  com- 
mencement of  Public  Business.  If  such  Motions 
bo  opposed,  Mr.  Speaker,  after  permitting,  if  ho 
thinks  fit,  a  brief  explanatory  statement  from 
the  Member  who  moves  and  from  the  Member 
who  opposes  any  such  Motion  rcspoctivoly, 
shall  put  the  Question  thereon  without  further 
Debate.*'- (5//-.  //'.  If.  Smith.) 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 

said,  he  begged  to  move  the  following 

Amendment: — To  leave   out   all    after 

''That,"  and  insert— 

•*  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  wliich 
have  passed  through  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  shall  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Resolution  of  2Uh  February,  1888 
(Sittings  of  the  House)." 

The  Amendment  had  the  same  object  as 
that  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  it  would  meet  the 
difficulty  in  a  more  regular  way,  as  it 
was  drafted  on  an  analogy  with  a  Rule 
which  already  exitted  in  regard  to  ter- 
minating opposed  Business  at  half-past 
12  o'clock.  Under  his  Amendment  there 
would  be  no  distinction  between  the  case 
of  a  Motion  made  on  a  Tuesday  or 
Friday  and  that  of  a  Motion  made  on 
any  other  day,  nor  would  there  be  any 
distinction  between  Bills  introduced  by 
the  Government  and  Bills  introduced  by 
private  Members.  There  was  another 
point  upon  which  he  thought  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  was  open  to 
objection.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  that  his  proposal  would  not 
apply  to  Government  measures  of  great 
importance.  Of  course,  it  was  obvious 
on  the  face  of  it,  that  measures  of  that 
kind  would  be  introduced  after  a  full 
debate — or,  at  any  rate,  after  there  had 
been     a    full     statement    as    to    their 

J/r.  jr.  ja:.  Smith 


objects  and  full  opportunity  given  to  all 
sections  of  the  House  to  express  their 
opinions  upon  them.  There  was  a  fur* 
ther  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  it  was  with 
regard  to  words  contained  in  the  last 
section  of  the  Motion  which  stated  that 
"  Mr.  Speaker,  after  a  brief  explanatory 
statement  from  the  Member  who  moved 
and  the  Member  who  opposed  might  put 
the  Question  without  further  Debate." 
He  thought  that  would  be  putting'upon 
the  Speaker  a  duty,  a  difficult  and  invidi- 
ous duty,  as  it  would  leave  it  to  him  to  de- 
termine what  was  the  **  brief  explanatory 
statement "  and  what  was  not.  It 
would  require  the  Speaker  to  determine 
whether  any  statement  whatever  should 
bo  allowed  or  not.  It  must  be  quite 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  House  that 
opposition  made  to  the  .introduction  of 
Bills  sprung  from  a  spirit  of  mischief 
at  a  late  hour  of  the  night.  There 
really  was  cot,  except  in  very  few  cases, 
anything  like  substantial  opposition  to  a 
Bill,  and  ho  thought  the  practice  of  op- 
posing Bills  at  this  stage  would  be  much 
less  likely  to  be  indulged  in  if  this  stage 
of  Bills  was  exempted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Rule  of  February  24.  There 
might  be  much  more  delay  occasioned 
by  an  hon.  Gentleman  insisting  upon 
taking  a  Division  on  such  a  question  at 
the  commencement  of  Business  when  the 
House  was  very  full  than  at  the  end  of 
the  Business  when  Members  were 
anxious  to  get  away.  It  was  -with  a 
view  of  substituting  another  method  of 
Procedure  that  he  (Mr.  Buchanan)  had 
put  down  his  Amendment.  He  had  also 
included  in  his  proposal  Bills  which  had 
passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole 
House.  He  had  taken  those  words  from 
the  Standing  Order  relating  to  what 
was  known  as  ''the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Rule."  His  desire  had  been  to  draft  the 
whole  of  this  proposed  Rule  on  the 
analogy  of  the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Rule,  but  he  had  been  informed  by  Mr. 
Speaker  that  he  would  not  be  entitled 
to  include  all  the  words  necessary  in  the 
Amendment.  He  would,  therefore,  move 
the  Amendment,  omitting  the  words 
''  and  Bills  which  have  passed  through 
Committee  of  the  whole  House."  Ho 
confessed  he  abandoned  those  words 
with  some  reluctance,  because  they  no 
doubt  were  privileges  at  present  enjoyed 
and  privileges  of  much  greater  import- 
ance to  private  Members  than  to  the 
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Government.  If  the  Government  got  a 
Bill  through  the  Committee  stage  it  was 
not  difficult  for  them  to  pass  it  through 
its  remaining  stages ;  but,  in  the  case  of 
a  private  Member  it  was  very  different, 
and  it  was  very  hard  that  if  a  private 
Member  progressed  so  far  with  a 
measure,  that  he  should  be  prevented 
from  carrying  it  by  the  action  of  a 
single  Member. 

Amendment  proposed , 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
**  That,"  and  insert  the  words  ** Motions  for 
leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  for  the  nomination  of 
Standing  and  Select  Committees,  shall  bo 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the  Kesolution 
of  24th  February  1888  (Sittings  of  the  House)." 
— {Mr,  Buchanan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Lord  RA.NDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.ysaid,  the  Government 
were  to  be  congratulated  upon  having 
foreseen  and  having  attempted  to  provide 
for  a  great  danger  to  the  operations  of 
the  new  Rule,  because,  undoubtedly,  some 
danger  had  been  evidenced  during  the 
past  few  nights.  There  had  been  an 
indiscriminate  prohibition  on  the  part  of 
private  Members  against  the  introduction 
of  Bills  after  12  o'clock.  If  events  of 
that  kind  took  place  frequently,  and 
those  sort  of  attempts  were  to  be  per- 
sisted in,  no  doubt  it  would  be  necessary 
for  them  to  reconsider  their  arrange- 
ments as  to  the  hours  of  adjournment, 
which  they  had,  after  much  considera- 
tion, arrived  at.  Therefore  it  was  that 
he  thought  the  Government  were  en- 
tirely in  the  right,  and  were  to  be  con- 
gratulated in  their  present  endeavour  to 
deal  with  that  which  was  an  obvious 
danger.  As  to  that  part  of  the  new 
Rule  which  dealt  with  the  introduction 
of  Bills,  he  was  entirely  with  the 
Government.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  introduction  of  Bills  was  a 
purely  formal  matter,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  House  would  ever  be 
disposed  in  future  to  refuse  its  assent, 
or  rather  to  debate  at  great  length 
Motions  for  leave  to  introduce  Bills. 
Nor  did  he  find  any  fault  with  the  power 
that  the  proposed  Rule  gave  the  Speaker 
to  exercise  his  judgment  as  to  the  length 
of  the  debate  upon  a  Motion  for  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill.  That  was  a  matter 
which  might  well  be  left  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Chair.    But  there  was  another 


question  as  to  which  he  should  be  glad 
to  hear  opinions  from  greater  authorities 
than  himself — namely,  the  nomination 
of  Select  Committees.  The  system  of  nomi- 
nation was  a  very  curious  one.  It  was 
done  by  the  Whips  on  both  sides.  The 
Whips  on  each  side  ascertained  from 
their  Chiefs  and  by  communication  with 
those  belonging  to  their  Party  who,  in 
their  opinion,  would  be  best  qualified  to 
serve,  and  the  Government  Whip  then 
nominated  the  majority,  and  the  Oppo- 
sition Whip  the  minority  of  the  Com- 
mittee. That  system  worked  fairly  well 
as  far  as  the  regular  Opposition  and  the 
Government  supporters  were  concerned, 
but  not  as  regarded  the  interests  of 
independent  Members  of  the  House. 
No  one  could  assert  that  the  composition 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Army  and 
Navy  Estimates  nominated  last  year 
was  satisfactory  to  the  great  body  of 
Members.  It  might  have  been  satis- 
factory to  the  Treasury  and  the 
front  Opposition  Benches,  but  it  was 
not  satisfactory  to  those  who  had  the 
interests  of  economy  at  heart.  What 
would  happen  under  this  Rule  if  the 
nomination  of  a  Select  Committee  gave 
rise  to  a  debate  ?  Obviously,  he  did  not 
think  that  debate  could  be  terminated. 
If  it  were,  then  the  power  of  the  Chair 
to  prohibit  debate  would  not  preclude 
some  section  of  the  House  from  putting 
the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division 
upon  every  single  name  in  the  Com- 
mittee. There  was  nothing  in  the  Rule 
to  provide  for  the  Chair  putting  an  end 
to  the  debate  whenever  it  saw  fit,  nor 
was  there  anything  to  provide  for  the 
Chair  expressing  the  opinion  that  the 
debate  was  of  so  important  a  character 
that  it  required  more  time  than  the 
House  was  then  prepared  to  give  it.  He 
trusted  that  her  Majesty's  Government 
would  give  their  careful  attention  to 
these  considerations. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 
presume  to  say  that  this  proposal  would 
meet  every  difficulty  which  could  be 
raised  ;  but  it  was  one  which  appeared  to 
him  calculated  to  meet  most  of  the 
difficulties  which  arose  from  their  having 
fixed  an  hour  at  which  Opposed  Business 
ceased.  So  far  as  the  nomination  of 
Select  Committees  by  Government  was 
concerned,  those  nominations  would  be 
put  down  for  Government  days,  and  if 
difficulties  arose  they  must  be  surmounted 
either  by  the  continuation  of  the  debate, 
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to  the  inconyenience  and  delay  of  other 
Business,  or  by  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  He  did  not  think  any  Bule 
could  be  made  which  would  meet  every 
difficulty  which  might  be  raised  as  to  the 
nomination  of  Select  Committees.  At 
the  present  time  the  Government  had 
the  power  of  putting  down  Motions  or 
Orders  of  the  Day  on  the  Paper  for  con- 
sideration in  such  order  as  they  might 
think  fit.  Therefore,  if  the  nomination 
of  a  Committee  was  likely  to  be  opposed 
at  half-past  3  o'clock,  it  would  bo  for  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  they 
would  proceed  with  the  nomination  that 
day  or  adjourn  it  to  another  time.  Then 
as  to  private  Members'  days — Tuesdays 
and  Fridays — it  would  appear  to  be 
undesirable  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  Notices  of  Motions  down  for  those 
days  should  be  prejudiced  by  lengthened 
debates  on  the  introduction  of  Bills  or 
on  the  nomination  of  Committees ;  but 
then  came  the  question.  Should  private 
Members  be  deprived  of  the  right  of 
bringing  in  Bills  and  nominating  Com- 
mittees, which  was  usually  granted 
willingly  by  the  House  ?  On  the  whole, 
he  thought  that  the  elastic  terms  of  his 
Motion  would  accomplish  the  object 
which  he  had  in  view,  and  would  do 
justice  alike  to  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  Motions  on  the  Paper,  to  the  charac- 
ter of  the  House,  and  to  the  interests  of 
the  country.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  West  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan)  suggested  another  method ; 
but  that  other  method  would  break 
through  the  12  o'clock  Eule.  He  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  hoped  that  the  House 
would,  by  a  species  of  moral  pressure 
upon  Members  themselves,  bring  them 
to  a  full  understanding  of  the  duty 
which  they  owed  to  each  other  and  to 
jParliament,  and  enable  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  exercise  those  privileges  which  it  was 
always  understood  that  Members  of  the 
House  possessed. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA.  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  very 
fairly  endeavoured  to  meet  the  difficulty 
that  had  already  occurred  in  working 
the  12  o'clock  Eule.  As  a  matter  of 
courtesy,  private  Members  were  usually 
allowed  to  bring  in  their  Bills.  They 
should  at  least  give  a  fair  trial  to  the 
12  o'clock  Bule,  and  not  readily  permit 
an  infraction  of  it.  The  Business  of  the 
House  would  adapt  itself  to  that  Rule. 

Mr.JT.m  Smith 


It  would  save  time  if  any  three  Members 
of  that  House  could  lay  a  Bill  on  the 
Table  and  have  it  read  a  first  time  as  a 
matter  of  course  without  debate.  In 
*  ^another  place' '  Bills  were  brought  in  and 
read  a  first  time  as  a  matter  of  course. 
As  to  the  nomination  of  Committees,  as 
he  (Mr.  Mundella)  understood  the  Bule 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  two 
speeches  could  be  made  on  the  proposal 
of  each  name.  The  names  had  to  be 
put  to  the  House  separately ;  and  thus 
the  nomination  of  the  Committee  became 
in  fact  a  series  of  Motions.  If  that  were 
to  happen  after  12  o'clock,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan)  suggested,  the 
House  might  be  kept  sitting  to  a  very 
late  hour.  The  Eule,  as  proposed  by 
the  Government,  he  thought  met  the 
immediate  requirements  of  the  case  ;  and 
he  trusted  that  they  would  give  the  new 
system  a  fair  trial,  at  least  for  one 
Session. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  he  agreed  that  the 
new  Eule  ought  to  have  a  fair  trial,  and 
that,  whatever  doubts  there  might  be 
about  its  working  satisfactorily,  the 
time  had  not  yet  arrived  even  for 
ventilating  those  doubts.  But  his  right 
hon.  Friend  and  other  Members  were 
wrong  in  speaking  of  the  12  o'clock 
Eule.  There  was  no  12  o'clock  Eule ; 
there  was  a  1  o'clock  Eule ;  the  ar- 
rangement come  to  was  that  the  House 
should  meet  at  3  o'clock  and  should 
adjourn  without  Question  at  1  o'clock. 
Opposed  Business  was  to  be  stopped 
at  12  o'clock,  and  the  understanding 
he  thought  was  that  the  hour  from 
12  to  1  should  be  available  for  un- 
contested and  routine  Business.  He 
was  met  with  scepticism  when  he  said 
that,  unless  certain  words  were  intro- 
duced into  the  Eule,  the  practical  result 
would  be  that  the  House  would  adjourn 
about  five  minutes  past  12  o'clock. 
That  had  actually  been  the  fact,  and 
the  proceedings  which  had  taken  plaoe 
after  12  o'clock  were  not  conducive  to 
the  despatch  of  Public  Business.  He 
wished  to  preserve  the  1  o'clock  limit 
for  their  Sittings,  and  did  not  want  to 
break  down  the  principle  of  adjourning 
the  House  at  a  reasonable  hour.  But 
hon.  Members  were  sent  there  to  do  the 
Business  of  the  country.  That  Business 
ought  to  be  done ;  and  if  the  course  ol 
procedure  which  had  been  followed  in 
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somo  iDstances  was  to  be  repeated  every 
niglit  at  12  o'clock,  the  Business  of  the 
country  would  not  be  done,  and  all 
legislation  by  private  Members  would 
be  at  an  end.  As  to  Bills  being  always 
brought  in  as  a  matter  of  course,  that 
had  not  been  the  practice  of  the  House. 
They  all  anticipated  an  interesting 
debate  on  the  bringing  in  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Bill.  There  was  a  debate 
on  the  introduction  several  Sessions  ago 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  of  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain);  and 
they  all  remembered  the  great  debate 
when  the  Home  Eule  Bill  was  brought 
in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone).  Then  with  regard  to  the 
nomination  of  Committees,  if  a  Com- 
mittee consisted  of  22  Members,  there 
might  be  22  Questions  put  from  the 
Chair  under  the  present  proposal  of 'the 
First  I-iord  of  the  Treasury.  Were  there 
to  bo  22  explanatory  statements  ?  Their 
Eulos  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be  so 
framed  as  to  work  automatically,  with- 
out imposing  undue  responsibility  on 
the  Chair.  He  was  quite  prepared  to 
support  the  Government,  and  he  thought 
that  in  their  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
question  they  had  hit  upon  a  better 
solution  than  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  West  Edin  burgh 
(Mr.  Buchanan).  He  wished  io  point  out 
to  the  House  that  it  must  be  a  question 
whether  they  would  not  abolish  all  half- 
past  12  Eulcs,  and  deal  with  Business 
as  it  stood  on  the  Paper,  without  giving 
any  man  the  right  of  stopping  it.  It 
was  not  fair  or  just  to  say  that  this 
power  was  being  exercised  by  one  sec- 
tion of  the  House  only ;  objections  had 
come  from  behind  the  Government,  as 
well  as  from  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
it  became  one  of  those  wars  of  reprisals 
which,  in  his  opinion,  lowered  the 
dignity  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  said,  that  as  the 
feeling  of  the  House  seemed  to  be 
against  his  proposal,  he  did  not  intend 
to  press  it  to  a  Division,  although  he 
considered  that  if  adopted  it  would  save 
the  time  of  the  House. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  in 
order  to  meet  some  of  the  objections 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 


Eandolph  Churchill),  he  would  move  to 
omit  the  words  **  shall  put  the  Question 
thereon  without  further  debate"  at  the 
end  of  the  Eule,  in  order  to  substitute 
the  words  **  may  without  further  debate 
put  the  Question  thereon,  or  the  Ques- 
tion that  the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 
He  was  by  no  means  certain  that  all 
difficulties  would  be  mot  by  this;  but  it 
was  an  attempt  to  deal  with  the  question 
in  a  manner  which  he  trusted  would 
assist  the  House  and  hon.  Members  wbo 
had  questions  to  bring  before  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "re8pectivel>,*' 
to  the  end  of  the  QucstioD,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  may  without  further  Debate  put  tho 
Question  thereon,  or  tho  Question  *  That  tho 
Debate  bo  now  adjourned.* " — {Mr.  W.  H, 
Smith,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE  said,  ho 
rose  to  express  his  concurrence  with  tho 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite.  He  had  been  struck  with  the 
course  which  the  Business  had  taken, 
especially  on  Monday  night  last,  when 
all  the  Motions  for  Bills  were  opposed 
and  leave  was  not  obtained  to  bring 
them  in.  He  thought  it  right  that  the 
Government  should  try  to  obviate  this, 
because,  if  it  went  on,  there  would  bo 
an  end  to  Private  Bill  legislation  alto* 
gether. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
that  with  regard  to  what  had  been  said 
as  to  reprisals,  the  Business  after  12 
o'clock  had  been  of  two  kinds — namely, 
Motions  for  Leave  and  for  Second  Eead- 
ings.  He  did  not  think  any  objection 
had  been  raised  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  the  former;  but  there  had  been 
objections  to  the  second  reading  of  some 
Bills,  because  several  of  them  were  of 
such  a  nature  that  hon.  Members  on 
those  Benches  did  not  wish  to  see  passed 
without  discussion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Retolved,  That  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridavs,  and, 
if  set  down  by  the  Government,  on  Monday! 
and  Thursday,  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in 
Bills,  and  for  tho  Nomination  of  Select  Com- 
mittees, may  be  set  down  for  consideration  at 
the  commencement  of  Public  Business.  If  such 
Motions  bo  opposed,  Mr.  Speaker,  after  per- 
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xnitting,  if  ho  thinks  fit,  a  hrief  explanatory 
statement  from  the  -Member  who  moves  and  from 
the  Member  who  opposes  any  such  Motion  re- 
spectively, may,  without  further  Debate,  put 
the  Question  thereon,  or  the  Question,  that  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Resolutions  (30th  April  1869),  read. 
Morning  Sittings  at  Two  o'Olook. 

That,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order, 
whenever  the  House  shall  meet  at  Two  o'clock, 
the  House  will  proceed  with  Private  Business. 
Petitions,  Motions  for  unopposed  Returns,  and 
leave  of  absence  to  Members,  giving  Notices  of 
Motions,  Questions  to  ^linisters,  and  such 
Orders  of  the  Day  as  shall  have  been  appointed 
for  the  ^lorning  Sitting. 

Suspension  of  Sitting  at  Seven 
o'clock. 

That  on  such  days,  if  the  business  bo  not 
sooner  disposed  of,  the  House  will  suspend  its 
sitting  at  Seven  o'clock  ;  and  at  Ten  minutes 
before  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourns  the  De- 
bate on  any  business  then  under  discussion,  or 
the  Chairman  shall  report  Progress,  as  the  gase 
may  be,  and  no  opposed  business  shall  then  be 
proceeded  with. 

Sitting  resumed  at  Nine  o'Clock. 

That  when  such  business  has  not  been  dis- 
posed of  at  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  House 
shall  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  (or  the  Chair- 
man, in*  case  the  House  shall  be  ini  Com- 
mittee) do  leave  the  Chair,  and  the  House  will 
resume  its  sitting  at  Nine  o'clock,  when  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  the  Morn- 
ing Sitting,  and  any  Motion  which  was  under 
discussion  at  Ten  minutes  to  Seven  o'clock, 
shall  be  set  down  in  tho  Order  Book  after  the 
other  Orders  of  tho  Day. 

wuen  cuairman  reports  progress  at 
Nine  o' Clock. 

That,  whenever  tho  House  shall  bo  in  Com- 
mittee at  Seven  o'clock,  tho  Chairman  do  report 
Progress  when  the  House  resumes  its  sitting. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  believed  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  not  desire  to 
take  away  tie  interval  between  the 
Morniog  and  Evening  Sitting,  which 
right  the  Government  desired  to  pre- 
serve. Ho  thought  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  see  that  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
duct the  Business  of  the  Houso  without 
Morniog  Sittings  more  or  less  frequently 
towards  the  end  of  the  Session,  and  even 
sometimes  earlier.  He  was  most  unde- 
sirous  of  taking  the  whole  Sitting,  and 
it  was  exceedingly  disagreeable  to  trench 
upon  the  rights  of  private  Members.  It 
was  for  these  reasons  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  the  Resolution  to 


which  he  asked  tho  House  to  agroo.    In 

order,  however,  to  make  it  clear  that  the 

House,  after  meeting  at  9  o'clock,  should 

not  continue  to  sit  till  any  hour,  he  was 

advised  that  it  would  be  desirable  to  add 

these  words  at  the  end  of  the  Resolution 

relating  to  the  Standing  Order  of  30th 

April,  1869— 

''That  tho  House  shall,  unless  previously 
adjourned,  sit  until  One  o'clock,  a.m.,  when  the 
Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House  without  Ques- 
tion put,  unless  a  Bill  or  Proceedings  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  Standing^  Order  *  Sittings 
of  tho  Houso '  be  then  under  'consideration. 
That  the  Business  under  discussion  and  any 
Orders  of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  One 
o'clock,  a.m.,  do  stand  for  the  next  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit." 

Mr.  speaker  said,  lie  would  first 
put  the  Question  that  the  Besolutions  of 
the  30th  April,  1869,  be  made  a  Stand- 
ing Order  of  the  House,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  could  then  add  his  Amendment 
as  a  substantive  Amendment  after  the 
word  *•  Sitting." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &o.)  said,  the  explanation  of  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  was  that  the  House  was  to 
be  put  to  extreme  inconvenience  in  order 
to  enable  the  Government  to  take  the 
time  of  private  Members  by  a  side  wind. 
In  his  (Sir  George  Campbell's)  opinion 
the  existing  Rulo  of  the  House  was  bet- 
ter than  tl^e  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pro- 
posal. It  would  be  oxtromely  difBcult 
to  get  a  Houso  at  9  o'clock.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  his  object  was  to 
protect  the  rights  of  privato  Members. 
But,  although  by  the  Standing  Orders 
private  Members  were  to  have  at  their 
disposal  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  it  bad 
become  the  custom  of  the  Government  to 
take  away  more  than  two- thirds  of  the 
time  to  which  they  were  entitled.  He 
would  prefer  that  private  Members 
should  have  one  night  in  the  week 
rather  than  that  their  time  should  be 
taken  from  them  in  tho  manner  pro- 
posed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

liesolved,  That  the  said  Resolutions  be 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House. 

Adjournment  at  One  o'Clook,  a.m. 

Resolved^  That  the  House  shall,  unlesB  pre- 
viously adjourned,  sit  until  One  o'clock^  a.m., 
when  the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  Hooso  with- 
out Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  or  Proceeding 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  Standing  Order 
"Sittings  of  the  House*'  be  then  under  con- 
sideration.   That  the  Business  under  discussion, 
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ticularly  inconvenient  when  another  hour 
would  probably  dispose  of  the  Question 
before  the  Committee.  The  House  had 
power  to  question  the  Government  as  to 
the  time  after  which  Supply  would  not 
be  brought  forward.  That  practice 
would  still  remain,  and  it  might  be 
generally  observed  with  satisfaction  to 
the  House  itself.  He  thought  the 
Eesolution  he  was  about  to  move  was 
one  which  the  House  would  regard  as 
necessary  in  order  that  the  Business  of 
the  House  might  be  taken  with  regularity 
and  advantage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
as  an  Amendment  to  Standing  Order 
XXI.  (Notices  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply),  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  the 
first,"  and  insert  the  word  **  an." — {Mr. 
}F.  S,  Smith.) 

Question,  '^That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  must  own  that 
the  impression  he  had  formed  with  re- 
gard to  this  proposal  was  not  favourable. 
When  Supply  was  set  down  as  first 
Order  on  Government  nights  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  full  notice  of  what  was  going 
to  be  discussed,  and  they  came  down 
ready  to  take  part  in  the  discussion; 
but  if  Supply  was  put  down  as  the 
Second  Order  of  the  Bay,  not  only  would 
there  be  a  further  infringement  of  pri- 
vate Members'  rights,  but  Supply  would 
be  brought  on  at  a  time  when  the  great 
majority  of  Members  of  the  House 
would  have  no  notice  of  the  fact.  Ho 
could  foresee  that  a  Government  at  all 
clever — not  to  say  artful — might  use  this 
Eule  to  run  through  several  Votes  when 
the  House  was  comparatively  empty, 
and  without  observation.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  there  was  more 
in  this  Motion  than  met  the  eycy  and  as 
it  was  one  which  hon.  Members  had  not 
had  time  to  consider,  he  thought  it  ought 
not  to  be  pressed  at  that  moment.  He 
would  impress  on  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  that  Go- 
vernments were  but  mortal;  and  the 
time  might  come  when  this  Eule  would 
operate  against  his  right  hon.  Friend 
when  he  was  occupying  another  position, 
which  he  would,  no  doubt,  fill  with  the 
same  ability  as  his  present  official  posi- 
tion. He  did  not  suggest  that  the 
Eesolution  would  be  taken  advantage  of 
by  the  present  Government ;  but  it  was 


and  any  Orders  of  tho  Day  not  disposed  of  at 
One  o'clock,  a.m.,  do  stand  for  the  next  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit. — (Mr.  IF,  H.  Smith.) 

Eesolution  of  the  3 1st  of  May,  1875, 
read: 

WiTHDBAWAL  OF  StRANGEBS. 

That,  if  at  any  sitting  of  the  House,  or  in 
Committee,  any  Member  shall  take  notice  that 
Strangers  are  present,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Oiairman  (as  tho  case  may  he),  shall  forthwith 
put  the  Question,  "That  Strangers  be  ordered 
to  withdraw,"  without  permitting  any  Debate 
or  Amendment :  Provided  that  tho  Speaker, 
or  the  Chairman,  may,  whenever  he  thinks  fit, 
order  the  withdrawal  of  Strangers  from  any 
part  of  the  House. 

Reiolvedj  That  the  said  Eesolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Eesolution  of  the  12th  of  March,  1886, 
read: 

Notices  of  Questions  by  Membebs  to 
BE  IN  Wbitino. 

That  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by  Mem- 
bers in  writing  to  tho  Clerk  at  the  Table,  with- 
out reading  them  viva  voce  in  the  House,  unless 
the  consent  of  the  Speaker  to  any  particular 
Question  has  been  previously  obtained. 

Resolved^  That  tho  said  Resolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

Standing  Order  XI  Va.  (Closure  of  Debate) 
read,  and  amended  by  leaving  out  the  first  Pro- 
viso, lines  17  to  21  inclusive. 

Standing  Order  XXI.  (Notices  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply)  read. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  under  the  pre- 
sent Rules,  whenever  Committee  of 
Supply  was  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Mondays  and  Thursdays,  and  the  House 
had  gone  into  the  Estimates,  no  Amend- 
ment could  be  made  to  the  Motion  for 
pcoing  into  Committee  on  those  days. 
That  was  an  arrangement  which  had 
worked  exceedingly  well ;  but  under  the 
present  conditions  it  was  the  view  of  the 
Government  that  smaller  Government 
and  Departmental  measures  might  be 
taken  on  Mondays  and  Thursdays  before 
the  House  went  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply. It  could  then  be  arranged  that 
Supply  could  be  taken  at  a  given  hour. 
He  thought  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
experience  of  tho  matter  would  agree 
that  nothing  was  more  inconvenient  than 
to  report  progress  at  any  particular 
hour,  say  nine  or  10  o'clock,  which 
would  necessarily  be  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  some  cases  if  the  present 
Kule  remained  in  force.    This  was  par- 
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of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  House 
bhould  be  most  jealous  of  any  facilities 
given  to  the  Government  with  regard  to 
Supply,  and  he  would,  therefore,  press 
upon  the  Government  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  reconsider  this  proposal  in 
the  interest,  if  not  of  themselves,  of  the 
House  and  the  country. 

Sir  CHAELES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
said,  he  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington, 
who  had  pointed  out  that  there  were 
very  substantial  reasons  why  this 
amendment  of  the  Standing  Order 
should  not  bo  made.  He  (Sir  Charles 
Lewis)  would  prefer  that  there  should 
be  greater  certainty  as  to  when  Supply 
would  be  reached,  so  that  there  should 
be  lime  for  hon.  Members  to  consider 
the  Business,  and  come  down  prepared 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Estimates. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  this  proposal  had  been  charac- 
terized as  one  which  would  extinguish 
the  powers  which  the  House  had  of  ex- 
amining and  controlling  the  Estimates. 
But  he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
appreciated  either  the  difficulties  pro- 
posed to  be  met  or  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
posed alteration.  As  far  as  his  experi- 
ence at  the  Home  Office  and  the  Treasury 
went,  and  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  PaddiDgton  would  be  aware, 
there  were  a  variety  of  small  Bills  use- 
ful in  themselves,  and  which  had  been 
approved  by  successive  Governments, 
and  to  the  practical  completion  of  which 
there  was  no  objection.  There  were 
minor  Bills  of  a  non-contentious  cha- 
racter which  every  Government  desired 
to  carry,  but  which  could  not  now  be 
proceeded  with  after  12  o'clock  if  any 
Member  rose  and  objected  to  their  being 
taken.  How  then  was  this  difficulty  to 
bo  met  ?  The  proposal  was  that  such 
Business  should  be  put  down  on  Monday 
and  Thursday.  It  would  be  perfectly 
easy  to  limit  the  time  for  the  discussion 
of  these  Bills,  say  till  6.^0  or  7  o'clock; 
and  any  Member  could  move  at  the 
appointed  time  **That  the  Question  be 
now  put."  The  objection  of  the  Noble 
Lord  was  that  the  House  might  be 
tricked  by  the  Government,  who  might 
spring  Supply  at  a  moment  when  the 
House  was  very  thin,  and  in  that  way 
get  through  the  Votes  without  dis- 
cussion.    No  doubt  that  was  possible, 
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but  it  would  not  bo  a  wise  game  for  a 
Government  to  play.  Again,  if  Supply 
were  the  third  or  fourth  Order, the  Ques- 
tion would  be  asked  at  what  hour  would 
the  Government  take  Supply,  and  tho 
probable  reply  would  be  that  Supply 
would  not  be  opened  after  7  o'clock  or 
some  such  time.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  Bule,  be- 
cause the  Leader  of  the  House  might 
stop  the  Business  before  the  House  by 
moving  '^  That  the  Question  be  now 
put ;"  so  that  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  matter  in  spite  of  the 
suspicion  which  animated  the  Noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Padding- 
ton and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell). 
He  (Mr.  Courtney)  thought  the  Govern- 
ment could  be  trusted  to  act  fairly  in  this 
matter,  and  as  the  proposal  appeared  to 
be  the  only  way  out  of  the  difficulty  they 
were  trying  to  get  rid  of,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Sir  ROBEET  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  certainly  thought  that  it  was 
part  of  the  Echeme  of  the  Govern^ 
ment  that  Bills  should  be  taken  until 
a  quarter  to  1  o'clock.  If  the  pre- 
sent practice  with  regard  to  private 
Members'  Bills  continued,  there  would 
only  be  one  course  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment— they  would  have  to  put  these 
Bills  down  for  Morning  Sittings  on  Tues- 
days and  Fridays,  and  the  result  would 
be  that  the  rights  of  private  Members 
would  be  greatly  curtailed.  As  an  in- 
stance of  the  effect  of  the  present  Rule, 
he  referred  to  the  way  in  which  the 
India  Railways  Bill  was  dealt  with  a  few 
nights  ago.  He  conceived  that  this  was 
a  Bill  for  the  discussion  of  which  the 
Government  would  have  to  find  an 
opportunity,  especially  as  it  was  origi- 
nally introduced  by  the  late  Ministry, 
and  the  ouly  opportunity  they  would 
have  would  bo  by  putting  it  down  for  a 
Morning  Sitting. 

Question  put,  and  negatived;  word  m- 
serted. 

Standing  Order,  as  amended,  agreed 
to. 

Standing  Order  XXIT.  (Select  Oommittcos) 
read  and  amended  by  leaving  out,  in  lines  1 
and  2,  tho  words  "  on  Wednesdays  and  other 
Morning  Sittings  of  the  House." 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
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tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  would  «ee  that  under 
Eule  35  the  proceedings  of  Oommitteos 
were  null  and  void  if  they  went  on 
during  prayers.  He  would,  therefore, 
save  the  House  some  inconvenience,  and 
at  the  same  time  achieve  the  object  in 
view  if  he  agreed  to  leave  out  from  the 
Standing  Order  the  words  ^^  except  while 
the  House  is  at  prayers." 

Amendment  proposed  to  Standing 
Order  XXII.  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  except  while  the  House  is  at 
prayers."  —  {Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle' 
worth,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  said  Standing^  Order." 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  proposed  in  effect  to  alter  Stand- 
*  ing  Order  XXXV.,  and  he  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  thought  it  desirable  that  formal 
Notice  of  that  proposal  should  be  given. 
Although  he  admitted  that  a  good  deal 
was  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  proposal, 
yet  there  was  also  something  to  be  said 
on  the  other  side.  For  instance;  he 
pointed  out  that  unless  Members  were 
at  prayers  they  could  not  secure  seats  in 
the  House.  It  might  be  that  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  would  be  to  make 
some  alteration  in  the  Standing  Order 
in  the  direction  indicated  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  but  as  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  was  necesssary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  facilitating  the  Business  of  the 
House,  he  trusted  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  pressed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  deal 
with  this  question  of  private  Com- 
mittees in  a  subsequent  Resolution  on 
the  Paper.  He  sincerely  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  private  Committees 
to  sit  from  a  quarter  before  12  in  the 
forenoon  and  continue  until  half -past  3 
in  the  afternoon,  notwithstanding  the 
Sitting  of  the  House,  and  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  consider  his  proposal. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  said,  it  was  quite  impossible 
for  hon.  Members  to  retain  their  seats 
unless  they  were  present  at  prayer  time, 
and  previously  placed  their  hats  on  the 
seats  they  intended  to  occupy.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  whether  he  could 
not  give  Members  some  assurance  that 


at  a  subsequent  period  the  Govemmen 
would  frame  a  Rule  by  which  Members 
engaged  on  Private  Bill  Committees 
would  be  able  to  retain  their  seats  with 
less  inconvenience.  If  the  House 
afforded  sufficient  accommodation  for 
all  Members,  the  present  Rule  would 
not  be  necessary,  but  under  existing 
circumstances  he  thought  some  regula- 
tion [should  be  made  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty he  referred  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Standing  Order  XXXVI.  (Orders  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and  amended  by 
leaving  out,  in  line  6,  the  word  "  Orders,"  and 
inserting  the  words  *'  Business,  whether  Orders 
or  Motions," 

Standing  Order  XXXVIH.  (Orders  of  the 
Day  and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and  amended 
by  inserting,  in  line  3,  after  the  word  **  Orders," 
the  words  **  or  Motions." 

Retolvedf  That  the  Resolutions  of  this  House 
of  the  24th,  28th,  and  29th  days  of  February, 
and  of  the  7th  day  of  March,  relative  to  the 
Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of  Procedure), 
with  the  exception  of  Resolution  No.  XII.,  be 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  III.,  IV.,  V. 
(Wednesday  Sittings),  VI.,  VII.,  VIII  (Morn- 
ing Sittings),  XI.  (Debates  on  Motions  for 
Adjournment);  XIII.  (Irrelevance  or  Repeti- 
tion), XIV.  (Putting  the  Question),  XXXIX. 
(Dropped  Orders),  XLI.  (the  Half-past  12 
o'clock  Rule),  and  XLIV.  (Divisions),  be 
repealed."— (Ifr.  IV.  H.  Smith.) 

Amendment  proposed  to  leave  out 
'*  XLI.  (The  half-past  12  o' Clock  Rule)." 
— (Mr.  Tomlinson.) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  hoped  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  would  not  press  this 
Amendment.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
half- past  12  o'clock  Rule  was  practically 
obsolete,  because  hon.  Members  had  no 
power  of  moving  Opposed  Business  after 
12  o'clock,  although  it  was  hoped  that 
no  unnecessary  opposition  would  be 
made  to  measures  that  were  not  open  to 
serious  objection. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

RcMolvedy  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  III., 
IV.,  V.  (Wednesday  Sittings),  VI.,  VII.,  VIII. 
(Morning  Sitting^),  XI.  (Debates  on  Motions 
for  Adjournment),  XIII.  (Irrelevance  or  Repe- 
tition), XIV.  (Putting  the  Question),  XXXIX, 
(Dropped  Orders),  XLI.  (The  Half -past  12 
o'clock  Rule),  and  XLIV;  (Divisions),  be  re- 
pealed. 
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Stahcdici  OacERS. 
Heiolrcil,   That  tho  Standing  Ordora  of  this 
House  TclaUvo  to  I'ablir.  Buaincsa,  at  nmendod, 
bs  printed.— [.Vr,  JF.  S.  .Smith.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  all  the 
Kulos  proposed  by  tlie  QoTemment 
having  boen  agreed  to,  it  was  not  bis 
intention  to  ask  tho  House  to  proceed 
wiirh.  the  discussion  of  the  Bules  of 
which  Notice  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  bj  private  Members,  The  first 
of  those  stood  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler), 
who,  he  was  sure,  would  not  think  him 
wanting  in  respect  to  himself  or  other 
Members  if  he  left  their  proposals  to  be 
brought  forward  in  the  time  which 
belonged  to  them— [Mr.  Hekbv  H. 
FowLBB  assented. 1 

Mr.  HOWOETH  (Salford,  8.)  said, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House  he 
should  like  to  make  one  or  two  obeerva- 
tions  with  regard  to  a  Kotice  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  (Wolver- 
hampton, £.)  rose  to  Order.  He  had 
given  way  on  the  nnderstanding  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  would  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  Debate.  If  the  Debate 
were  not  adjourned,  with  regard  to 
which  he  thought  there  was  an  nonour- 
able  understanding,  he  should  claim  his 
right  to  move  the  Motion  in  his  name. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  he  had  prac- 
tically moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (J/r. 
}F.  R.  Smith,) — put,  and  ayretd  to. 

Sir  JOSEPH  BAILEY  (Hereford) 
said,  ho  wished  to  point  out  the  extreme 
inconvenience  of  the  llulo  j)assed  with 
regard  to  Private  Bills  iu  Committee. 
At  tho  proAent  time  tlio  Houbo  sat  at  3 
o'clock.  Tho  effect  of  the  Eule  was  to 
reduce  the  time  at  the  command  of 
Members  of  Committees  from  four  hours 
to  three. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.): 
I  move  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 
■  Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  There  is  no  Oues- 
tion  that  can  bo  at  this  moment  pro- 
perly put, 

8iE  JOSEPH  BAILEY  said,  the  con 
sequence  of  the  reduction  of  the  number 
of  hours  during  which  Committees  up- 
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atairs  could  sit  would  bo  to  throw  greater 
expense  on  tho  suitors.  UnlesB  some 
alteration  were  made,  great  incon- 
nience  would  be  caused  to  them  and 
private  Members.  He  did  not  think 
the  House  should  part  with  this  subject 
until  it  had  received  further  considera- 


Ordertd,  That  Iho  further  coniiiloration  ot 
iho  New  liuloa  of  Proceduro  bo  adjourned  till 
UoaJaij  19th  March. 

MOTIONS. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  ACTS. 

RES0LT7TI0K. 

IB  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  to-morrow  I  shall  move  that 
this  House  on  Friday  next  at  2 
o'clock  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
consider  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
National  Debt,  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

11  make  a  statement  and  will  move  a 
Resolution.  I  mention  Friday  at  '1 
o'clock,  because  I  observe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  a  Notice 
upon  the  Paper  of  a  Motion  in  which  I 
believe  many  hon.  Members  below  the 
Qangway  opposite  take  great  interest. 
Therefore,  I  propose  to  have  a  Morning 
Sitting  for  the  discussian  of  a  question 
which  is  of  very  great  urgency  indeed,  - 
as  the  procedure  will  require  the  passing 
of  a  Bill  before  the  Easter  holidays, 
and  Friday  is  the  latest  day  on  which  it 
can  be  introduced  in  fairness  to  the 
various  interests  conoemsd.  At  the 
Evening  Bitting  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  will  have  an  opportunity 
oi  raising  a  question  of  great  import- 
ance, and  the  Government  will  do  their 
best  to  keep  a  House  on  that  evening. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheflleld,  Bright- 
side):  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
merely  intend  to  give  Notice  now  that 
he  will  make  the  Motion  which  he  has 
indicated  to-morrow  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  will  make 
the  Motion  now. 

Committee  to  consider  of  amending 
the  Acts  relating  to  the  National  Debt 
(Queen's  Rtcommtndalion  signified),  upon 
Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock. — f  Jfr. 
W.  II.  Smith.) 
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RATING   AND  VALUATION  (SCOTLAND). 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist 
of  Seventeen  Members: — The  Committee  was 
accordingly  nominated  of,— Mr.  Baird,  Mr. 
John  Blair  Balfour,  Mr.  Barbour,  !Mr.  Joseph 
Bolton,  Mr.  Caldwell,  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Archi- 
bald Campbell,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Mr. 
Hugh  Elliot,  Sir  Archibald  Orr  Ewing,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Colonel  Malcolm,  ^Ir.  M*Ewan,  Mr; 
James  Bobertson,  Mr.  Shaw-Stewart,  Mr. 
i^Iark  Stewart,  and  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson : — 
With  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Older edf  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

DEBATES  AND  PROCEEDINGS  IN  PARLIAMENT, 

Ordered^  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Members 
of  this  House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  to  inquire  and 
report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parlia- 
ment. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  tho  Lords, 
to  acquaint  their  Lordships,  That  this  House 
huth  appointed  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  to 
join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to  inquire 
and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the 
publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in 
Parliament. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Childcrs,  Viscount  Lyming- 
ton,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  Mr.  Labouchere, 
iSIr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  Mr.  Jackson  be  Mom- 
b(irs  of  the  said  Committee. — (Mr,  Jackson,) 

House  adjourned  at  Twenty  minutes 

before  Six  o'clock* 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  Slh  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— .S^wnrf  Headinff-^ 
Liability  of  Trustees  (24);  Trust  Com- 
panies (7),  negatived. 

if f'j^ori— Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses*  (33). 

AUMY— ROYAL    BARRACKS,  DUBLIN- 
INSANITARY  CONDITION. 

QUESTION. 

Earl  BEAUOHAMP  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whom  he  saw  ia  his  placo,  Whether  he 
could  give  the  House  any  information 
with  respect  to  any  knowledge  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  pos- 
sess in  reference  to  the  condition  of  the 
barracks  in  Dublin  other  than  the 
Eoyal  Barracks ;  and  whether  any  other 
Eeports  besides  the  Beports  referred  to 
the  other  day  had  been  made  with  re- 
gard  to  those  barracks  ? 


The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Lord  Harris),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  was  not  aware  of 
any  other  Reports  having  been  made 
upon  the  barracks  in  Dublin  other  than 
the  Royal  Barracks,  besides  the  Report 
which  was  made  in  1883,  and  also  the 
Report  which  was  made  by  his  noble 
Friend  his  Predecessor  in  the  War 
Office  in  1886.  In  consequence  of  those 
Reports  certain  alterations  had  been  car- 
ried out  in  the  other  barracks  in  Dublin. 
In  the  Pigeon  House  Fort  Barracks,  of 
which  a  report  was  made  in  1886,  a 
hut  was  built  capable  of  accommodating 
40  men.  In  the  Ship  Street  Barracks 
£1,000  had  been  taken  in  the  Estimates 
last  year,  and  had  been  spent  in  im- 
proving the  officers'  quarters,  and  £500 
had  been  taken  in  the  Estimates  this 
year  as  his  noble  Friend  had  reported 
bad  drainage  there.  In  Beggar's  Bush 
Barracks  no  complaint  had  been  received 
as  to  the  drainage.  In  Island  Bridge 
Barracks  £5,000  had  been  taken  in  the 
Estimates  last  year  for  improving  the 
officers'  quarters,  and  £6,000  had  been 
taken  in  the  Estimates  for  this  year  to 
carry  out  certain  alterations,  the  drain- 
age having  been  made  good  in  1887. 
In  the  Richmond  Barracks  £1,000  had 
been  taken  in  the  Estimates  for  drain- 
age last  year,  and  £1,000  for  improving 
the  sergeants'  quarters,  and  £1,000  had 
been  ti^en  in  the  Estimates  for  drainage 
this  year,  as  well  as  £1,000  for  the  ser- 
geants' quarters;  £1,200  had  been  taken 
for  improvements  in  the  Royal  Artillery 
Barracks,  Phcenix  Park.  The  general 
condition  of  Portobello  Barracks  was 
considered  satisfactory. 

LIABILITY  OF  TRUSTEES  BILL. 

{The  Lcrd  Herschell.) 

(no.    24.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HERSOHELL,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  was  introduced  at  the  instance 
of  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  who 
had  devoted  much  attention  to  this 
subject.  It  was  intended  to  relieve 
trustees  from  some  of  the  liabilities  to 
which  they  were  now  subject,  and  to 
remove  disabilities  under  which  they  at 
present  laboured.  The  measure  was  one 
of  detail,  and  did  not  involve  any  gene- 
ral principle— each  provision  was  to  b^ 
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considered  by  itself.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  trustees  had  long  suffered 
under  burdens  which  most  of  them  con- 
sidered very  grievous,  and  anything  that 
could  be  justly  and  properly  done  to 
give  them  relief  would  have  a  sound 
and  wholesome  effect.  In  fact,  the  lia- 
bility of  trustees  for  acts  perfectly 
innocent  in  themselves  had  been  pushed 
to  such  a  point  that  it  was  often  diffi- 
cult to  get  persons  to  act  in  that  capa- 
city at  all.  The  first  provision  of  this 
Bill  was  very  simple.  This  Bill,  pro- 
ceeding on  the  lines  of  the  Conveyancing 
Act  of  1881,  which  did  not  apply  to 
trustees,  would  enable  a  trustee  to 
appoint  a  solicitor  to  be  his  agent  to 
receive  and  give  a  receipt  for  money 
on  behalf  of  the  trustee.  It  often  hap- 
pened in  cases  when  it  was  desired  to 
effect  a*  sale  on  satisfactory  terms  that 
it  became  necessary  to  insert  certain 
restrictions  in  the  conditions  of  sale, 
which  were  known  as  "depreciatory 
^conditions."  But  as  the  law  at  present 
stood,  trustees  could  not  insert  "  de- 
preciatory conditions,"  and  an  impedi- 
ment was  thus  placed  in  the  way  of 
their  obtaining  as  much  as  they  other- 
wise would  if  they  were  ordinary  vendors, 
and  often,  when  it  was  sought  to  enforce 
a  particular  sale,  a  person  was  enabled 
to  get  out  of  his  bargain  by  alleging 
that  the  trustees  sold  under  conditions 
which  a  trustee  could  not  insert.  It 
had  been  held  that  a  trustee  was  not 
justified  in  advancing  trust  money  on 
house  property  to  more  than  one-half 
of  its  value,  while  on  landed  property  he 
could  advance  to  the  extent  of  two-thirds 
of  its  value.  But  there  did  not  seem  to 
be  any  substantial  reason  for  thinking, 
in  these  days,  that  house  property  was 
more  subject  to  fluctuation  than  landed 
property,  and  the  present  restriction 
placed  a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  trustees 
securing  good  investments.  This  Bill 
proposed  to  place  house  property  and 
other  landed  property  on  the  same  foot- 
ing. At  present  a  trustee  could  not 
buy  or  lend  without  obtaining  a  **full 
title."  This  Bill  proposed  to  enable  a 
trustee  to  dispense  with  a  full  title, 
where  the  title  appeared  perfectly  sound 
and  good  without  it.  It  was  decided  in 
a  particular  case  that  a  trustee,  in  ob- 
taining a  valuation  of  the  property  upon 
which  he  intended  lending,  was  bound 
to  obtain  the  assistance  of  a  surveyor 
carrying  on  his  profession  in  the  neigh- 
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bourhood  of  the  property.  Tbat  was  a 
very  inconvenient  restriction,  and  the 
Bill  provided  that  if  a  trustee  employed 
a  surveyor  of  skill  that  was  sufficient. 
Another  provision  of  this  Bill  enabled 
a  trustee  to  employ  an  agent  to  perform 
certain  work  under  the  trust,  even 
though  it  was  work  that  the  trustee  was 
mentally  and  physically  capable  of  per- 
forming. At  present  a  trustee  could  not 
charge  anything  for  his  own  services, 
and  could  not  employ  any  one  else  for 
reward  to  do  anything  which  he  was 
himself  capable  of  doing.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  he  was  often  put  to 
considerable  expense  and  inconvenience. 
It  did  not  seem  unreasonable  that  he 
should  be  allowed  in  certain  cases  to 
employ  an  agent.  The  last  provision  in 
the  Bill  was  the  most  important  of  all. 
It  enabled  a  trustee  to  plead  the  Statutes 
of  Limitation  in  certain  oases.  At  pre- 
sent an  ordinary  defendant  was  entitled 
to  meet  any  claim  against  him  by  setting 
up  the  Statutes  of  Limitation,  unless 
where  fraud  was  proved.  But  at  pre- 
sent, however  innocent  the  breach  of 
trust  on  the  part  of  the  trustee  might 
have  been,  no  lapse  of  time  barred  the 
right  of  the  cestui  que  trust,  A  trustee 
might  have  taken  the  opinion  of  the 
most  eminent  counsel,  who  might  have 
advised  tbat  the  trustee  was  entitled  to 
do  certain  things;  but  it  might  turn 
out  by  a  decision  delivered  50  years 
after  that  the  trustee  was  not  entitled, 
and  had  committed  a  breach  of  trust. 
This  Bill  provided  that  a  trustee  should 
be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  Statutes 
of  Limitation,  save  where  he  had  been 
guilty  of  fraud,  and  where  the  money 
had  actually  come  to  his  hands.  It  did 
not  seem  reasonable  that  trustees  more 
than  other  persons  should  be  liable  to 
stale  claims  whore  they  had  been  guilty 
of  no  fraud  or  misconduct.  He  begged 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

3foved,  *  *  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—(The  Lord  RerschelL) 

Lord  FITZGEE  ALD  said,  he  thanked 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  for  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  dealing  with  this  impor- 
tant subject.  Some  of  its  provisions 
he  entirely  approved ;  but  others,  he 
thought,  touched  dangerous  ground,  and 
would  require  very  careful  consideration. 
He  objected  to  valuers  being  substi* 
tuted  for  trustees,  and  also  to  the  olause 
alterating    the  law  in    regard   to    the 
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Statute  of  Limitations.  He  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Oommittee. 

The  lord  OHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  he  admitted  that  there 
were  many  provisions  of  the  law  relating 
to  trustees  that  might  be  improved,  and 
there  was  no  doubt  that  the  law  operated 
harshly  in  some  cases ;  but  it  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  nobody  was  com- 
pelled to  become  a  trustee,  and  that  a 
trustee  took  upon  himself  the  duty  of 
protecting  the  interests  of  others.  He 
thought  it  would  be  unwise  to  encourage 
trustees  to  think  lightly  of  their  posi- 
tion and  to  entitle  them  to  put  forward 
their  own  neglect  of  duty  as  a  shield 
against  liability.  If  a  trustee  neglected 
for  a  long  period  to  perform  the  duties 
which  he  had  voluntarily  undertaken, 
surely  he  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
plead  his  wrongful  inaction  in  order  to 
avoid  liability.  The  Statutes  of  Limi- 
tations, he  might  point  out,  were  passed 
not  to  protect  people  against  the  conse- 
quences of  bygone  transactions,  but  with 
a  view  to  diminish  litigation,  and  on 
account  of  the  perishable  nature  of 
human  evidence.  It  was  thought  un- 
desirable that  a  man  should  be  called 
on  to  prove  that  he  had  paid  a  debt  six 
years  ago.  He  did  not  wish  that  their 
Lordships  should  reject  this  Bill;  but 
he  agreed  with  the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
spoken  that  it  ought  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  who  would  be  able 
to  examine  it  minutely  and  settle  its 
phraseology. 

Lord  HEESCHELL  said,  he  could 
not  agree  that  no  man  need  be  a  trustee 
against  his  inclination.  The  statement 
was,  no  doubt,  true  in  a  certain  sense ; 
but  it  left  out  of  sight  the  important 
consideration  of  moral  necessity.  He 
should  not  bo  unwilling  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  if  its  main 
principles  were  accepted.  He  under- 
stood, however,  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  opposed 
the  important  principle  that  there  should 
be  a  limit  of  time,  and  he  therefore 
thought  that  the  opinion  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  expressed  on  the  point. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  laymen  did  not  regard  this 
question  precisely  in  the  same  way  as 
lawyers.     Some  of  the  doctrines  of  the 


Lord  Chancellor  sounded  harsh  in  their 
ears.  For  his  part,  he  thought  it  would 
be  very  desirable  to  have  fdl  the  legal 
knowledge  they  could  command  upon  a 
subject  which  so  closely  affected  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  that  could  only 
be  properly  obtained  by  sending  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  pre« 
sent  state  of  the  law  as  to  trustees 
wrought  real  hardship.  In  his  experience 
he  had  not  been  impressed  with  the 
truth  of  the  Lord  Chancellor's  axiom 
that  no  one  need  be  a  trustee  against 
his  wish. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2»  ac- 
cordingly. 

TRUST  COMPANIES  BILL.-(No.  7.) 
(The  Lord  Hobhouse,) 

SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

LomD  HOBHOUSE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  it  was  very  similar  to  the  measure 
which  was  read  a  second  time  in  their 
Lordships'  House  towards  the  end  of 
last  Session.  If  the  Bill  were  received 
with  favour  it  would  be  easy  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee.  The  exbting 
law  as  to  trustees  was  such  that  there 
was  discernible  an  ever  increasing  un- 
willingness to  undertake  a  trustee^s  re- 
sponsibilities. It  was  quite  true  that 
people  might  have  reoourse  to  their 
solicitors,  but  there  was  considerable 
objection  to  solicitors  acting  as  trustees. 
Even  if  the  trust  should  be  properly 
constituted,  trustees  were  liable  to  aU 
the  changes  and  chances  of  life.  They 
became  too  busy  to  attend  to  the  affairs 
of  the  trust,  and  disgusted  at  the  impor- 
tunities which  were  put  upon  them,  they 
refused  to  act  any  longer;  they  went 
abroad ;  they  fell  ill ;  and  they  got  old 
and  died.  These  things  often  necessi- 
tated a  change  of  trustee,  and  with  every 
change  there  was  the  same  trouble  which 
occurred  in  the  selection  of  the  original 
trustee.  Then  there  were  the  expenses 
attending  the  transfer  of  the  trust  funds, 
and  he  might  say  that  a  very  large  propor- 
tion of  the  disasters  which  happened  to 
trust  funds  were  brought  about  at  the 
moment  when  they  were  passing  from 
hand  to  hand.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  the  administration  of  trusts  by  Cor- 
porations was  likely  to  be  perfect ;  but  he 
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thought  that  a  great  many  of  the  dis- 
advantages in  the  case  of  individuals 
which  he  had  enumerated  would  be 
avoided,  and  that  a  large  number  of 
people  would  think  it  well  worth  their 
while  to  pay  for  the  advantages  which 
such  a  Corporation  would  oflFer.  He  re- 
ferred to,  but  would  not  quote  at  length, 
the  authorities  on  this  subject  which  on 
a  former  occasion  ho  quoted,  but  he 
wished  to  add  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Justice  Kay.  In  giving  judgment  on 
a  case  which  came  before  him,  Mr. 
Justice  Kay  said  he  had  long  been  of 
opinion  that  the  present  law  relating 
to  trustees  required  to  be  reformed,  and 
he  was  glad  to  find  that  there  were 
commercial  gentlemen  who  were  willing 
to  come  forward  to  undertake  trusts 
for  proper  remuneration.  He  had  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Justice  Kay  to  state 
that  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lordships 
would  bring  about  a  reform  such  as  was 
required.    Although  quarrels  had  taken 

§lace  between  owners  of  trust  funds  and 
'rust  Companies,  and  had  come  before 
the  Judicial  Committee,  they  had  not 
heard  it  alleged  malversation  or  failure 
to  make  good  the  whole  of  the  trust  fund 
had  ever  taken  place.  The  principles  of 
the  Bill  were  practically  carried  out  in  the 
United  States.  Trust  Companies  had  been 
very  successful  there,  and  were  reckoned 
amongst  their  soundest  institutions.  It 
was  impossible  to  have  a  change  in  the 
system  of  this  country  without  a  change 
in  the  law.  For  one  thing,  the  law 
must  be  altered  to  enable  trustees  to 
receive  pay  without  express  instruc- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  founder  of  a 
trust,  and  also  to  enable  Corporations  to 
undertake  a  number  of  functions  de- 
volving on  trustees.  It  was  the  object 
of  this  Bill  to  make  the  necessary 
changes.  It  was  necessary  that  pre- 
cautions should  be  taken  that  the 
persons  who  held  themselves  out  to 
undertake  trusts  should  be  responsible 
persons,  and  that  they  should  conduct 
their  business  with  the  requisite  degree 
of  control  and  of  publicity.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  provided  that  Corporations 
might  fill  the  position  of  trustees,  and 
might  make  charges  for  their  services ; 
and  they  also  required  a  subscribed 
capital  of  £100,000,  of  which  £50,000 
should  be  invested  in  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion of  the  High  Court  in  the  name  of 
the  Paymaster  General,  an  annual  audit 
of  accounts,  and  the  annual  publication 
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of  returns.  Some  objectors  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  have  official  trustees ; 
but,  for  his  part,  he  would  be  glad  to 
see  both  an  official  and  company  systems 
at  work.  At  all  events.  Companies 
might  be  allowed  to  try  their  hands ; 
and  if  they  succeeded  their  success  would 
be  a  public  boon.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
— [The  Lord  Eohhoase,) 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  he  had  always 
taken  a  great  interest  in  this  subject, 
and  as  connected  with  a  large  Corpora- 
tion which  had  undertaken  the  duty  of 
trustee  in  the  manner  proposed  under 
the  Bill  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words. 
The  position  of  private  trustee  had  un- 
doubtedly of  late  years  become  more 
and  more  onerous,  and  the  personal  lia- 
bility attached  to  it  had  become  so  great 
by  recent  decisions  that  no  reasonable 
man  in  the  present  day  would  under- 
take a  large  trust  without,  to  say  the 
least,  considerable  hesitation  and  dread. 
Unfortunately,  in  this  country  the  cus- 
tom had  grown  up  among  friends  of 
acting  as  unpaid  trustees  one  for  the 
other,  and  it  was  most  difficult  to  refuse. 
In  all  new  countries,  where  this  feeling 
— of  a  somewhat  sentimental  character — 
existed  only  in  a  modified  form,  Trust 
Corporations  had  been  formed  and  were 
doing  the  work  of  trustees  in  a  most 
satisfactory  manner.  In  the  United 
States,  where  this  method  existed  on  a 
large  scale,  Trust  Companies  were  looked 
upon  as  some  of  the  soundest  institu- 
tions ;  and  this  was  also  the  ease  in  the 
South  African  Colonies,  in  New  Zealand, 
and  in  Victoria.  In  this  country  the 
proposal  to  perform  the  duties  of  trus- 
tees by  means  of  Public  Corporations 
was  a  g^eat  innovation  ;  but  the  liabili- 
ties of  private  trustees  had  become  so 
unbearaole  that  he  apprehended  there 
could  be  no  doubt  a  very  strong  feeling 
existed  in  the  country  that  trusts  must 
be  administered  by  official  and  public 
bodies.  Under  the  present  system,  when 
trustees  died  or  changes  were  necessary, 
the  expenses  involved  were  considerable; 
whereas  by  means  of  a  Corporation  the 
trust  never  died.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  had  introduced  the  Bill  had 
done  good  service,  for  there  could  be  no 
doubt  if  we  were  to  have  public  bodies 
performing  these  duties  it  was  of  the 
most  urgent  importance  that  they  should 
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be  strong,  thoroughly  well-managed, 
and  have  suoh  considerable  reserves  as 
to  render  them  absolutely  secure  and 
properly  able  to  fulfil  the  office  of  trus- 
tee. It  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the 
State  to  see  that  this  matter  was  put  on 
a  sound  footing,  and  to  facilitate,  as  far 
as  possible,  the  carrying  out  of  this 
principle.  The  Bill,  while  it  dealt  with 
the  matter  generally  in  a  fair  and  right 
spirit,  was  open,  he  thought,  to  very 
p^rave  criticism  in  many  of  its  clauses. 
Under  the  law  as  it  was  at  present  he 
understood  there  was  no  difficulty  in  new 
trusts  being  undertaken  by  Corporate 
bodies,  and  they  could  be  appointed  as 
executors  to  wills,  provided  that  was 
done  by  means  of  officials  for  the  time 
being  connected  with  the  Company. 
What  was  required  by  that  Bill  was  to 
enable  existing  trusts  to  be  taken  over 
by  Public  Corporations,  as  that  could 
not  now  be  done  unless  they  were 
allowed  legally  to  bear  the  necessary 
expenses.  It  was  also  right  under  that 
BiU  that  stringent  regulations  should.be 
made  to  insure  that  Corporations  dealing 
with  both  future  or  existing  trusts  were 
sound  and  properly  supervised  by  some 
Government  Department.  Under  the 
Bill,  in  Clause  12,  it  was  proposed  that 
there  should  be  a  subscribed  capital  of 
at  least  £100,000,  and  that  £50,000  of 
it  should  be  invested  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  He  thought  that  clause  was 
a  very  important  one.  No  doubt  they 
must  oblige  Trust  Companies  to  be 
large  and  responsible,  and  he  doubted 
whether  a  capital  of  £100,000  was  any- 
thing like  large  enough  for  Corporatioi\^ 
dealing  with  interests  so  large  and  im- 
portant. As  regarded  the  investing  of 
£50,000  away  entirely  from  the  control 
of  the  Company  for  an  indefinite  period, 
however  great  their  reserves  might 
become,  he  thought  that  was  open  to 
criticism.  As  he  understood  the  matter, 
in  America  the  reserves  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Companies  were  kept 
under  their  control,  subject  to  sufficient 
Government  supervision,  as  was  done 
with  our  old  insurance  offices,  and  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  harm  in  that ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  they  could  lock 
up  a  large  sum  of  money  and  place  it 
entirely  away  from  the  control  of  the 
Company.  All  new  insurance  offices 
were  obliged  to  deposit  £20,000,  pending 
the  accumulation  of  a  certain  reserve, 
and  that  seemed  a  fair  principle.    That 


was  a  question,  at  any  rate,  which  emi- 
nently required  to  be  threshed  out  in 
a  Committee.  Again,  in  Clause  13, 
power  was  given  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
of  far  too  wide  a  character.  They  must 
have  stated  times  for  inspection,  and 
not  enable  any  Department  to  be  con- 
stantly prying  and  interfering  in  tho 
business  of  the  Corporation.  In  Clause 
16  it  was  proposed  to  make  it  possible 
for  the  Company  to  work  jointly  with 
the  co-trustee.  He  doubted  whether 
that  would  be  found  practicable.  In 
Clause  19  a  provision  was  made  which 
he  ventured  to  say  would  make  that 
Bill  quite  nugatory  and  unworkable, 
and  crush  on  the  head  all  enterprise  in 
that  direction.  It  was  proposed  to  make 
directors  and  manager  of  the  Company 
personally  liable.  The  result  of  that 
certainly  would  be  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  to  obtain  any 
responsible  people  to  connect  them- 
selves with  those  Trust  Companies. 
Surely  what  they  wanted  to  do  was  to 
encourage  people  of  position  and  re- 
sponsibility to  help  in  the  working  of 
those  Companies,  and  to  make  the 
Companies  themselves  as  strong  as 
possible  by  means  of  large  uncalled 
capital,  and  the  formation  of  consider- 
able reserves;  and  the  very  worst  thine 
they  could  do  was  to  attach  person^ 
liabilities  to  the  people  connected  with 
them.  Clause  20  was,  he  appre- 
hended, impossible  to  work.  They 
could  not,  in  a  Trust  Company, 
state  their  maximum  charges,  as  the 
circumstances  of  trusts  were  so  different 
that  they  must,  if  the  business  was  to 
be  conducted  properly,  have  a  scale 
capable  of  variation. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbubt)  said,  he  cordially  concurred 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
had  introduced  the  Bill  that  there  was 
an  existing  evil  which  ought  to  be 
remedied,  and  he  thought  they  would 
all  agree  that  there  was  an  absolute 
necessity  for  providing  in  some  way  for 
the  due  performance  of  trusts.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  however, 
did  not  seem  to  be  aware  that  there 
was  a  Bill  in  the  other  House,  to 
constitute  a  State  Trustee,  and  he 
was  doubtless  aware  that  it  would 
shortly  be  his  (the  Lord  Chancellor's) 
duty  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  assent  to 
a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  law 
relating  to  Joint  Stock  Companies.  Her 
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Majesty's  Government  had  before  their 
consideration  at  this  moment  the  ques* 
tion  whether  it  woidd  not  be  their  duty 
to  suggest  the  appointment  of  Public 
Trustees,  by  which  persons  would  take 
upon  themselves,  under  a  public  gua- 
rantee, the  performance  of  trusts. 
Therefore  the  most  appropriate  and 
convenient  course  would,  he  thought, 
be  not  that  the  present  Bill  but  that  the 
subject  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  that  the  debate  on  that 
Bill  should  be  adjourned  until  that 
Committee  had  reported.  Until  the 
decision  of  that  Committee  had  been 
arrived  at,  it  would  be  very  ud desirable 
to  affirm  one  way  or  the  other  what 
should  be  done  in  regard  to  that  Bill. 
In  the  one  event  it  might  be  their 
duty  to  oppose  its  further  progress, 
in  the  other  to  support  it.  If  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  consented  to 
the  coarse  he  had  su&^gested,  and  al- 
lowed the  debate  to  be  adjourned  in 
the  meantime,  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
move  for  a  Select  Committee  on  that 
subject,  and  on  the  advisability  of  ap- 
pointing either  a  Public  Trustee  or  of 
giving  a  certain  number  of  Limited 
Companies  the  power  of  acting  as 
trustees 

LoBD  HEBSOHELL  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
objected  to  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill.  The  proposal  to  appoint  an 
Official  Trustee  was  one  which  he  had 
himself  long  advocated ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  two  subjects  were  essentially 
distinct.  He  wished  to  see  an  Official 
Trustee  appointed,  and  he  would  also 
like  to  see  those  Companies  enabled  to 
act  as  trustees  for  those  who  desired 
them  to  do  so.  He  himself  should  ob- 
ject to  that  Bill  if  it  proposed  to  enable 
existing  trustees  at  their  pleasure  to 
turn  over  to  any  persons  they  pleased 
the  trust  with  which  they  had  been  in- 
vested. But  it  proposed  nothing  of  that 
kind.  It  would  provide  that  any  person 
by  his  will  might  appoint  a  Company  to 
ha  his  executor.  If  a  person  wanted  to 
do  that,  why  should  he  not  be  permitted 
to  do  it  ?  The  main  powers  of  that  Bill 
were  simply  enabling.  Supposing  a 
testator  preferred  to  go  to  a  Company 
instead  of  to  an  Official  Trustee,  why 
should  he  not  be  at  liberty  to  act  on  his 
preference?  The  clause  of  the  Bill 
might  be  open  to  criticism ;  but  the 
House  was  only  asked  to  affirm   the  | 
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principle  of  the  measure  on  the  second 
reading.  In  the  United  States  many 
of  these  Trust  Companies  were  very 
powerful  Corporationd,  and  they  worked 
to  the  complete  satisfaction  of  t^e  public. 
If  persons  desired  to  use  that  machinery 
for  giving  effect  to  their  wills  or  their 
settlements,  he  thought  they  should  be 
permitted  to  do  so.  While  he  was  in 
favour  of  the  appointment  of  Official 
Trustees,  he  should  be  sorry  to  regard  it 
as  an  alternative  scheme  to  the  one  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  see  why 
both  should  not  work  together.  He 
should  be  still  more  sorry  to  see  that 
question  mixed  up  with  the  reform  of 
the  law  relating  to  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies. He  therefore  hoped  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  not 
object  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Lord  FITZQEEALD  said,  he  thought 
no  one  could  object  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time,  and 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
should  consent  not  to  proceed  further 
with  the  measure  until  the  Select  Com- 
mittee had  reported. 

LoBD  HALSBUEY  observed,  that  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
provided  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  not  proceed  further  with  the  Bill 
until  the  Select  Committee  had  reported. 
It  was  possible  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee might  be  compelled  to  object  to 
the  Bill  going  any  further,  because  they 
might  prefer  to  have  an  Official  Trustee 
appointed. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  declined 
fo  accept  the  suggested  arrangement. 

Lord  HALSBUEY  said,  that  under 
the  circumstances  he  should  think  it  his 
duty  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

The  PEIME  MINISTEE  and  SE- 
CEETAEY  OF  STATE  for  FOEEIQN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  he  thought  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  would  act  more  wisely  if 
he  would  either  consent  to  suspend  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill  after  the  second 
reading,  until  the  result  of  the  Com- 
mittee's deliberations  was  made  known, 
or  else  agree  to  an  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Lord  HEESOHELL  suggested  that 
the  Bill,  when  it  had  been  read  a  second 
time,  might  bo  referred  to  the  Select 
Committee. 
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Amendment  movid,  to  leave  out 
(**  now,")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ('*  this  day  six  months.")— (^/^ 
Zord  Chancellor.) 

On  Question,  Whether  (**  now  ")  shall 
stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 

Their  Lordships  divided: — Contents 
31;  Not-Contonts  41 :  Majority  10. 
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Colchester,  L. 
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Salisbury,  M.  Foxford,  L.  {E.  Litne' 

riek.)  ITeller.} 

Mount-Edgcumbe,  E.  Hylton,  L. 

(£.  Steward.)  Eenry,  L.      [E.  Dun^ 

Bathurst,  E.  raven    and    Mount' 

Beauchamp,  E.  Earl.) 

Brownlow,  E.  Kintore,  L.     {E.  Kin- 

Doncaster,E.  (2).  Bue-  tore.)     [Teller.] 

cleueh    and    QueeiiS'  Knutsford,  L. 

berry.)  Lyveden,  L. 

Gainsborough,  E.  Macnaghten,  L. 

Harrowby,  E.  Norton,  L. 

Milltown,  E.  Wemyss,   L.      {E. 

Onslow,  E.  JFemyts.) 

Rosslyn,  E.  Wigan,  L.    (E.  Craw- 

Stanhope,  E.  ford  and  Balearres.) 

Waldegrave,  E.  Zouche    of    Uaryng- 

worth,  L. 
Cross,  V. 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

Bill  to   be    read  2'  on  thie  day  iiz 
months. 


MOTION     FOR     AN     ADDRESS. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  present  system 
of  Poor  Law  relief,  especially  with  re- 
ference to  the  apparent  inadequacy  of 
those  systems  to  cope  effectually  with 
the  distress  recurring  from  time  to  time 
among  large   numbers  of  unemployed 
persons    in  the  Metropolis  and    other 
populous  places,  and  to  move  that  a 
Eoyal  Commission  or  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject, 
said,  that  on  seeing  the  Notice  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  perhaps  the  first 
reflection  which  suggested  itself  to  the 
minds  of  noble  Lords  was  that  there 
had  been  several  inquiries  into  kindred 
subjects  of  the  Poor  Law,  and  that  re- 
flection might  be  followed   by   a  mis- 
giving whether  an  inquiry  at  this  moment 
would  be  of  practical  use.     He  hoped 
to  show  that  at  present  there  were  cer- 
tain aspects  of  the  matter  which  were  of 
a  most  serious  character,  and  with  re- 
gard to  which  some  action  ought  to  be 
taken.     As  to  previous  investigations, 
there  had  been  none  since  1878.  He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  into  any  explanation 
of  the  legislation  on  the  subject.     He 
would  merely  eay  that  there  had  been 
various  amending  Acts  of  Parliament ; 
but  in  the  main  the  present  law  was 
based  upon  the  legislation  of  1834  and 
1835.     He  had  no  desire  to  attack  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.     On  the  oon^ 
trary,  so  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ob- 
serve, that  Board  displayed  very  con- 
siderable skill  in  conducting  the  coiirse 
of  their  administration  along  the  some- 
what difficult  path  of  exercising  central 
supervision.     Still,  it  was  to  be  noticed 
that  many  powers  and  regulations  which 
existed  were  allowed  to  remain  inopera- 
tive in  consequence  of  the  diversity  of 
administration  in  diflerent  Unions.     In 
one  Poor  Law  district  certain  regula- 
tions were  carried  out,  while  in  another 
they  remained  a  dead  letter.  There  was, 
for  instance,  great  variety  in  regard  to 
outdoor  relief.      Probably  their  Lord- 
ships would  agree  that  the  extension  of 
the  system  of  outdoor  relief  was  not  to 
be  encouraged,  and  that  it  led  to  many 
abuses.     Cases  of  abuse  were  not  now 
so  frequently  heard  of  as  formerly ;  but 
not  long  ago  an  Inspector  told  him  of  a 
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Poor  Law  Guardian  who,  when  it  was 
pointed  out  to  him  that  the  giving  of 
outdoor  relief  on  the  scale  which  his 
Union  was  adopting  was  calculated  to 
have  the  effect  of  reducing  wages, 
frankly  answered  that  the  rates  were  so 
heavy  that  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  get  some  of  them  back  in  the 
way  of  reduced  wages.  In  the  Metro- 
polis there  existed  the  utmost  diversity 
in  the  giving  of  outdoor  relief.  In  one 
district  there  were  952  persons  receiving 
outdoor  relief,  while  only  1,845  were  in 
the  workhouse.  In  another  there  were 
1,612  persons  in  the  workhouse  and  only 
43  persons  receiving  outdoor  relief; 
while  in  a  third,  with  2,537  persons  in 
the  workhouse,  there  were  as  many  as 
4,860  receiving  outdoor  relief.  This 
difference  was  perfectly  astonishing. 
Great  diversity  also  existed  in  different 
districts  as  to  the  labour  test  and  as  to 
boarding  out  of  children.  No  doubt  the 
advantages  of  that  system  were  very 
groat.  The  effect  on  children  of  work- 
house bringing  up  must  be  very  in- 
jurious. He  was  well  aware  that 
boarding  out  required  anxiety  and  the 
gpreatest  care;  and  he  believed  in  re- 
gard to  a  matter  of  this  importance 
they  should  obtain  useful  information 
by  means  of  a  Eoyal  Oommission 
or  Select  Committee.  There  seemed, 
also,  to  be  great  uncertainty  in  the 
minds  of  the  officers  as  to  their  actual 
powers,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
there  appeared  to  be  as  great  a  divergence 
between  the  practice  of  one  relieving 
officer  and  another  as  if  they  were  acting 
under  different  laws.  That  the  present 
system  was  inadequate  to  meet  the 
emergencies  of  depressed  times,  might 
be  judged  from  what  took  place  at  the 
beginning  of  1886  and  from  what  hap- 
pened in  the  present  winter.  We  were 
now  passing  through  a  period  of  dis- 
tress which  brought  the  weak  points  of 
the  machinery  into  prominence,  and  the 
experience  so  obtained  ought  to  be 
utilized,  and  defects  which  became  ap- 
parent should  be  remedied.  At  the 
beginning  of  1886  there  were  consider- 
able disturbances  and  complaints  of  want 
of  work,  and  an  earnest  appeal  issued 
from  the  Mansion  House  was  successful 
in  obtaining  a  vast  quantity  of  money 
for  the  relief  of  the  distress.  The  dis- 
tribution of  that  money  led,  he  thought, 
to  a  great  deal  of  demoralization.  Why 
did  the  public  subscribe  it  ?      Because 
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they  believed  that  the  Poor  Law  admi- 
nistration was  not  adequate  to  meet  the 
emergency.  During  the  present  winter 
there  had  been  another  agitation  and 
outcry  against  the  want  of  work,  and 
though  the  meetings  of  the  unemployed 
had  been  suppressed,  it  could  scarcely 
be  supposed  that  the  distress  had  passed 
away.  The  Eeturns  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board,  no  doubt,  showed  a  gpreat  diminu- 
tion in  the  number  of  persons  applying 
for  relief  as  compared  with  former 
years  ;  but  that  was  to  be  accounted  for 
otherwise  than  by  a  diminution  of  dis- 
tress. Charity  &ad  been  more  organized, 
and  a  large  and  increasing  number 
of  people  would  not  resort  until 
the  very  last  extremity  to  the  poor- 
house.  This  fact  was  in  some  degree 
corroborated  by  the  correspondence  that 
had  passed  between  Poor  Law  Guardians 
on  the  one  hand  and  the  Vestries  on  the 
other.  The  former  said  there  was  no 
abnormal  distress,  because  the  numbers 
in  the  poor-house  were  not  abnormal ; 
while  the  Vestries  pointed  out  that 
hundreds  of  men  were  applying  to  them 
for  work.  There  had  been  a  great 
deal  of  incredulity  as  to  whether  the 
number  of  unemployed  was  so  large 
as  had  been  represented ;  but  the 
number  was  undoubtedly  very  large. 
This  was  to  some  extent  shown  by  the 
crowds  of  men  who  were  ready  to  work 
for  1^.  a-day  in  yards  that  had 
been  opened  by  voluntary  efforts  to 
meet  the  distress;  there  were  large 
bodies  of  men  seeking  work  and  unable 
to  find  it.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  in  replying  to  a 
deputation  a  few  days  before  the  Session 
began,  said — 

''  I  must  express  my  own  confidence  that  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  State  to  step  into  the 
plate  of  the  ordinary  employer,  and  to  Mtabliah 
a  relation  between  it  and  the  working  classes 
similar  to  that  between  the  employer  and  tiie 
employed,  would  only  result  in  the  long  run  in 
pro  lucing  far  more  frightful,  widespread,  and 
permanent  misery  than  it  was  designed  to 
remedy." 

Many  of  those  who  heard  or  read  these 
words  of  the  noble  Marquess  must  have 
been  reminded  of  the  French  droit  au 
travail  and  the  public  workshops  that 
were  established  at  one  time  in  France. 
Ho  might  remind  their  Lordships  of  the 
work  done  in  Lancashire  at  the  time  of 
the  Cotton  Famine.  Useful  works  were 
carried  out  upon  the  sole  responsibility 
of  the  Local  Authority ;  the  dfrainage  of 
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towns  and  villages  was  improved,  new 
roads  were  laid  out,  and  employment 
was  provided  in  a  variety  of  other  ways 
which  ^aiDed  the  approval  of  no  less  an 
authority  than  Sir  Robert  Eawlinson, 
who  said — 

**  In  all  cases  local  distress  was  relieved  on 
works  of  a  beneficial  chiracter  upon  the  sole  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Local  Authorities^  who  devised 
the  works,  employed  the  men,  and  superin- 
tended  them  ;  this  being  a  guarantee  that  the 
works  in  each  case  were  of  a  useful  character. 
In  tbe  end,  towns  and  villages  were  sewered, 
houses  were  drained,  parks  formed,  cemeteries 
laid  out,  waterworks  executed,  and  some  400 
miles  in  length  of  streets  and  roads  formed  in 
the  best  manner,  which  were  at  the  commence- 
ment tracts  of  mud.  The  sanitary  condition 
of  the  district  was  raised,  comfort  secured,  and 
life  and  health  prolonged.*' 

Sir  Hugh  Owen,  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  had  shown  that  in 
many  districts  in  the  Metropolis  and  in 
other  towns  the  Local  Authorities  might 
execute  works  which  would  provide 
remunerative  employment  for  those  in 
need  of  it.  One  important  point  to 
which  a  Commission  might  advantage- 
ously give  attention  was  how  best  to 
produce  co-operation  between  the  dis- 
tributors of  relief  from  the  rates  and 
charitable  organizations.  As  to  the 
urgent  nature  of  the  distress  no  doubt 
could  be  entertained  by  anyone  who 
studied  the  Returns  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  In  February,  1885,  the 
total  number  of  persons  receiving  relief 
in  the  Metropolis  was  97,000;  in  1887 
the  number  was  104,000 ;  and  this  year 
the  number  was  110,000.  He  was 
anxious  to  guard  himself  against  the 
charge  of  a  desire  or  hope  of  obtaining 
anything  like  State  relief  for  the  poor ; 
but  in  face  of  the  continuance  of  distress 
he  wished  to  urge  the  need  of  some 
action  in  the  matter.  He  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  grant 
an  Inquiry.  People  would  not  abstain 
from  indiscriminate  alms-giving  until 
there  was  an  assurance  that  the  Poor 
Law  system  provided  efifective  relief  for 
absolute  suffering  and  destitution.  The 
only  persons  who  would  regard  with 
dissatisfaction  any  investigation  would 
be  the  advocates  of  Socialistic  doctrines, 
who  were  anxious  to  make  capital  out  of 
distress,  or  any  supposed  unwillingness 
of  those  in  power  to  endeavour  to  see 
what  could  be  done  in  a  proper  manner 
to  relieve  that  distress.  In  conclusion, 
he  suggested  that  it  would  be  well  to 
improve  the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law 


so  as  to  introduce  greater  uniformity  in 
its  adminstration.  He  begged  to  move 
the  Hesolution  which  st<jod  in  his 
name. 

Moved,  '*That  nn  humble  Address  bo  presented 
to  Iler  Majesty  prAying  Ilcr  Majesty  to  issue  a 
Uoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  tlio  present 
systeras  of  poor  law  relief,  eupccijilly  with  reference 
to  the  apparent  inadequacy  of  those  systems  to  cope 
effectually  with  the  distress  recurring  from  time 
to  time  amongst  large  numbers  of  unemployed 
persons  in  the  Metropolis  and  other  populous 
places  ;  or  that  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject." — {The  Earl  of 
Aberdeen. ) 

LoHD  THRING  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  request  of  the  noble  Earl  would  not 
be  refused  by  the  Government.  By 
inquiry  they  might  discover  means  of 
making  the  Poor  Law  appear  less  harsh 
to  the  class  whom  it  chiefly  concerned. 
There  ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  co- 
operation between  charities  and  Poor 
Law  administrators. 

Lord  BALFOUR  said,  that  the  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  was  one  of  the  great  ad- 
vantages of  the  system,  because  no  cast- 
iron  rule  which  could  be  devised  could 
possibly  meet  the  varying  circumstances 
of  different  localities.  The  principle  of 
the  Poor  Law  was  that  it  should  be  ad- 
ministered by  the  representatives  of  the 
ratepayers  in  each  district — subject,  of 
courso,  to  certain  general  rules  and 
regulations  laid  down  by  the  Central 
Authority — the  belief  being  that  the 
people  of  a  district  must  understand  its 
circumstances  better  than  anyone  else. 
The  practice  of  boarding- out  children, 
to  which  reference  had  been  made,  was 
encouraged  as  much  as  possible  by  the 
Local  Government  Board;  but  it  was 
necessary  to  take  care  that  children  were 
not  sent  to  unsuitable  homes,  and  orphans 
could  alone  be  dealt  with  in  this  way. 
Children  who  were  taken  into  the  work- 
house by  their  parents  could  not  be  sent 
into  the  country,  because  the  parents 
might  claim  their  discharge  at  any 
moment.  Local  authorities  had  also 
been  encouraged  to  permit  children  to 
leave  the  poor-house  in  order  to  attend 
schools  outside.  But  there  was  difficulty 
and  disadvantage  in  this  except  in 
workhouses  where  there  was  a  large 
staff.  In  the  workhouse  of  a  smsdl 
district,  if  the  schoolmaster  and  school- 
mistress were  discharged,  there  would 
be  no  one  left  to  look  after  the 
children  when  not  in  school  except  the 
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adult  paupers,  and,  as  tbeir  Lordships 
knew,  it  was  very  undesirable  to  place 
children  in  their  leisure  hours  under  the 
control  of  paupers.  In  his  Motion  and 
in  his  speech  the  noble  Earl  had  mixed 
up  two  very  distinct  things,  the  relief  of 
distress  and  the  duty  of  finding  work 
for  the  unemployed ;  and  with  reference 
to  the  second  point  the  noble  Earl  had 
alluded  to  Sir  Robert  Rawlinson*s  de- 
clarations at  the  time  of  the  Cotton 
Famine  in  Lancashire.  He  believed  that 
Sir  Bobert  Eawlinson  had  distinctly 
said  that  the  device  which  was  resorted 
to  in  Lancashire  was  unsuitable  to  the 
Metropolis,  because  no  such  works  as 
were  carried  out  in  Lancashire  could  be 
usefully  carried  out  in  London.  As  re- 
garded the  Motion  itself,  which  seemed 
to  imply  that  the  Poor  Law  system  was 
inadequate  to  meet  any  emergency  which 
had  arisen,  he  was  obliged  to  join  issue 
with  the  noble  Lord.  There  was  no  evi- 
dence that  that  was  the  case,  so  far  at 
least  as  the  relief  of  destitution  was  con- 
cerned. The  principle  underlying  the 
Poor  Law  was  that  no  one  was  to  re- 
ceive relief  from  the  poor  rates  unless 
he  was  destitute,  and  the  Poor  Law  had 
nothing  to  do  with  poverty  apart  from 
destitution.  The  position  he  had  laid 
down  could  be  made  good  by  figures. 
Li  England  and  Wales  on  the  last  week 
of  January  last  the  number  of  paupers, 
excluding  lunatics  and  vagrants,  was 
778,000 ;  in  the  corresponding  week  of 
January,  1880,  the  number  was  795,000  ; 
and  in  1870  it  was  1,054,800,  or  276,000 
more  than  in  January  last.  For  the 
Metropolis  the  corresponding  figures 
were— this  year,  109,000;  1870, 166,000, 
or  57,000  more  than  at  the  present  time. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  danger  of  the 
Poor  Law  system  coping  successfully 
with  the  present  emergency,  as  it  had 
successfully  coped  with  more  serious 
emergencies  in  the  past.  The  real  and 
first  test  to  compare  our  position  now 
with  that  at  any  former  time,  was  to 
take  the  proportion  of  pauperism  to 
population,  and  if  this  were  done  it 
would  still  further  strengthen  his  con- 
tention. In  January,  1870,  for  England 
and  Wales  the  proportion  was  47*5  pau- 
pers to  every  1,000  of  the  population  ;  in 
January  last,  it  was  only  27-5.  In  the 
Metropolis  in  January,  1870,  it  was 
52-3;  last  January  it  was  259.  If 
pauperism  in  England  and  Wales  now 
Dore  the  same  proportion  to  the  popula- 

Lord  Balfour 


latiou  that  it  did  in  1880  we  should  have 
1,341,000  paupers  instead  of  775,000. 
He  quite  admitted  that  in  the  Metropolis 
there  had  been  an  increase  since  the  1st 
of  January  in  the  number  of  persons 
chargeable  to  the  rates  from  106,000  to 
109,000,  but  that  had  been  owing  to  the 
long-continued  severity  of  the  winter. 
Perhaps,  as  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  suggested,  recent  legislation  had 
increased  the  proportion  of  indoor  pau- 
pers in  London  and  large  towns,  but  the 
figures  he  had  given  included  in-door 
and  out- door  paupers.  They  must  all 
remember  that  those  who  administered 
relief  were  not  distributing  a  charity,  but 
they  were  distributing  a  fund  to  which 
all  ratepayers  contributed  according  to 
their  means,  and  the  distributors  must 
cast  aside  sentiment,  and  he  guided  less 
by  their  hearts  than  by  their  heads. 
Belief  was  only  given  to  able-bodied  male 
persons  when  they  were  out  of  employ- 
ment and  destitute.  The  test  of  destitu- 
tion was  admission  to  the  workhouse  or 
the  performance  of  task-work,  and  teats 
were  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
many  ratepayers,  who  had  a  struggle  to 
maintain  their  independence.  Un- 
doubtedly there  was  a  large  amount  of 
suffering  in  the  country  at  the  present 
time,  but  it  was  not  larger  than  it  had 
been  formerly,  and  it  had  been  met  with 
a  fortitude  which  excited  our  surprise 
and  admiration.  If  relief  out  of  the 
poor  rates  wore  too  easily  obtained,  pre- 
sent evils  would  be  intensified  rather 
than  minimized.  On  behalf  of  struggling 
ratepayers,  he  implored  their  Lordships 
to  do  nothing  that  would  make  the  ad- 
ministration of  relief  more  difficult  or 
that  would  make  it  more  easy  for  those 
who  were  unsuccessful  in  the  battle  of 
life  to  come  upon  the  rates.  The  slightest 
addition  to  the  rates  was  a  serious 
matter  to  those  who  were  struggling 
to  preserve  their  independence  and  were 
just  above  the  line  of  pauperism.  There 
was  groat  difficulty  in  separating  the 
deserving  from  the  undeserving,  and  the 
problem  was  not  likely  to  be  hastily 
solved.  It  was  a  more  difficult  one  for 
those  whoadministereda  public  fund  than 
for  those  who  administered  a  private 
charity.  He  claimed  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  there  was  no  ground  for 
saying  that  the  public  provision  for  the 
mitigation  and  relief  of  destitution  was 
inadequate  to  any  emergency  that  had 
arisen,  and  there  was  no  ground  to  fear 
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a  gen  oral  breakdown  of  the  system.  The 
absence  of  uniformity  between  one 
Union  and  another  did  not  necessarily 
involve  any  charge  against  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law.  The  noble 
Earl  seemed  to  be  referring  to  the  case 
of  Greenwich,  where  there  was  a  large 
amount  of  outdoor  relief  compared  with 
St.  George's- in- the-East,  where  the 
amount  was  small;  but  the  circum- 
stances of  the  two  Unions  were  not 
similar,  and  undoubtedly  8t.  George's 
was  one  of  the  best  administered  Unions 
in  the  Metropolis.  The  case  of  Green- 
wich had  been  the  subject  of  special 
inquiry  at  the  instance  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board.  There 
had  been  a  large  increase  of  house  pro- 
perty of  the  smallest  and  poorest  class 
simultaneously  with  the  closing  of  local 
factories  and  works,  and  as  there  was  a 
deficiency  of  workhouse  accommodation 
a  disproportionate  amount  of  outdoor 
relief  had  necessarily  been  given.  As 
to  the  question  of  distress  in  the  Metro- 
polis, he  should  like  to  say  that  London 
and  other  large  centres  of  population 
had  unfortunately  been  flooded  for  the 
past  year  or  two  by  numbers  of  people 
who  had  come  from  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricts in  the  hope — delusive,  no  doubt — 
of  obtaining  work.  One  of  the  causes, 
but  perhaps  not  the  chief  cause  of  this, 
had  been  the  idea  that  large  charitable 
funds  were  being  distributed  in  the 
Metropolis  and  elsewhere.  Very  little 
sufficed  to  draw  people  artifically  from 
one  district  to  another.  Their  Lord- 
ships might  have  noticed  that  in  the 
course  of  last  autumn  a  number  of 
people  took  to  sleeping  in  the  open  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  As  the  weather 
became  colder  the  attention  of  some 
philanthropic  persons  was  directed  to 
the  miserable  condition  of  these  people, 
and  it  was  thought  that  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  supply  them  with  coffee 
and  refreshments  at  night.  The  result 
was  most  unfortunate,  because  the  news 
spread,  and  numbers  of  others  in  a  like 
condition  came  to  the  Square  in  the 
hope  of  sharing  in  the  distribution.  Tra- 
falgar Square  was  in  the  Strand  Union, 
and  that  union  did  not  possess  a  very 
large  casual  ward.  The  consequence 
was  it  soon  became  overcrowded,  and  the 
Guardians  had  each  night  to  send  500  or 
600  people  to  common  lodging-houses  in 
the  district.  The  lodginff-houses  were 
obviously  more  attractive  than  the  casual 


wards,  especially  as  they  were  near 
Co  vent  Garden.  So  that  the  coffee  in 
the  Square,  the  lodging-houses,  and  the 
hope  that  work  might  be  got  in  Covent 
Garden  in  the  morning  induced  a  verj' 
large  number  of  people  to  visit  the  dis- 
trict. When  the  Guardians  found  pre- 
mises in  which  to  put  these  people 
under  the  casual  wards'  system,  the  in- 
flux ceased.  The  noble  Earl  said  he 
thought  that  the  present  was  an  oppor- 
tune time  to  inquire  into  the  matter  to 
which  he  had  called  attention.  He  was 
not  quite  certain  of  that.  There  were 
many  persons  just  now  who  were  more 
subject  to  kindness  of  heart  than  to 
hardness  of  head  in  this  matter,  and  he 
hoped  that  so  far  as  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion was  concerned  their  Lordships 
would  not  agree  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Earl.  The  Boyal  Commission  on 
Agricultural  Depression  and  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Depression  in  Trade  had 
already  dealt  with  the  causes  of  distress, 
and  nothing  could  be  added  to  our 
knowledge  on  these  points.  There  could 
exist  no  reason  for  the  appointment  of 
another  Boyal  Commission  on  the  same 
subject-  And  under  no  circumstances 
could  they  accept  the  motion  as  it  stood  ; 
but  if  there  was  a  general  feeling  in  the 
House  that  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships  would  be  of  service, 
he,  or  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  would  be  prepared  to 
confer  with  the  noble  Earl  and  endea- 
vour to  frame  such  a  Beference  as  would 
be  acceptable.  At  the  same  time, 
the  Government  were  not  without 
fear  that  even  the  limited  inquiry 
which  he  had  indicated  would  raise 
hopes  which  oould  not  be  satisfied, 
and  would  tend  to  intensify  rather 
than  diminish  the  evil  which  existed. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  said, 
he  was  glad  to  hear  the  concluding  sen- 
tences of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down,  because  he 
thought  that  an  inquiry  by  a  Committee 
of  their  Lordships  might  prove  very 
useful.  At  the  same  time,  he  quite 
admitted  the  danger  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  spoken,  and  thought  they  must 
balance  that  danger  against  another — 
namely,  that  if  they  refused  an  inquiry, 
misrepresentations  and  wrong  impres- 
sions as  to  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  might  be  entertained.  If  an 
inquirj'  were  held  these  misrepresenta- 
tions and  wrong  impressions  might  be 
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romoved,  and  many  schemes  proved  to 
be  impracticable.  He  concurred  in  a 
great  deal  which  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  spoken  for  the  Government  had 
said,  and  he  was  exceedingly  glad  to 
hear  him  bring  forward  the  figures  as  to 
the  amount  of  pauperism  in  the  country. 
There  was  an  extraordinary  misconcep- 
tion on  that  subject.  He  thought  that 
the  last  year  with  reference  to  which 
they  had  a  Return  showed  only  a  very 
small  increase  over  the  lowest  year  in 
the  previous  period.  Although  there 
was  great  depression  and  more  unem- 
ployed persons  than  usual,  there  were 
certain  indications  that  the  distress  had 
not  been  so  acute  as  persons  represented 
it  to  be.  Our  system  of  Poor  Law  relief 
was  based  upon  the  principle  that  no 
person  should  be  allowed  to  suffer 
seriously  in  health,  still  less  to  die,  for 
want  of  food,  shelter,  and  the  ordinary 
necessaries  of  life.  They  could  not  go 
farther  than  that.  It  was  not  a  system 
of  gefieral  charity,  but  one  for  saving 
life  aud  preventing  suffering,  and  when- 
ever they  passed  from  that  sound  prin- 
ciple they  got  into  difficulties.  As  to 
uniformity,  he  knew  that  there  were 
great  differences  between  unions  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  He 
knew  of  unions  similarly  circumstanced, 
where  the  administration  of  the  law 
was  carried  out  in  a  different  way 
from  what  it  was  in  the  other.  The 
noble  Lord  had  stated  that  one  of  the 
causes  of  the  recent  distress  was  the 
migration  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
into  the  towns.  That  was  said  to  be 
the  case  to  a  very  large  extent,  but 
he  should  like  to  know  to  what  extent. 
His  own  opinion  was  that  the  distress  in 
the  Metropolis  was  mainly  due  to  the 
failure  of  the  docks  in  the  East  of 
London,  and  to  certain  changes  with 
regard  to  other  industries,  which  were 
now  left  stranded.  Then,  again,  there 
had  been  a  singular  increase  of  vagrancy 
in  many  parts  of  the  country,  and  the 
cause  of  this  was  not  very  clearly 
known.  As  to  the  establishment  of 
relief  works,  he  would  point  out  to  his 
noble  Friend  that  such  a  step  meant  that 
people  would  crowd  into  any  locality  in 
which  they  were  started,  besides  which 
it  would  be  a  departure  from  the 
ordinary  principles  of  the  law.  An  im- 
portant point  was  the  co-ordination  of 
Private  charity  with  the  Poor  Law. 
'hey  ought  not  to  extend  the  Poor  Law 
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system  so  as  to  kill  private  charity,  and 
on  the  other  hand  they  wanted  to  en- 
courage thrift  among  the  working 
classes,  and  to  lead  them  to  take  advan- 
tage of  benefit  clubs  and  of  oppor- 
tunities to  lay  by  for  times  of  sickness 
and  old  age.  It  was  only  by  a  strict 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  that 
they  could  induce  those  people  to  do 
that.  While,  however,  he  held  that  a 
strict  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
was  of  the  highest  importance,  it  was 
also  of  great  importance  that  its  general 
administration  should  have  the  confi- 
dence of  the  respectable  labouring  popu- 
lation. They  required  to  have  for  that 
administration  the  moral  support,  not  of 
the  richer  classes  only,  but  of  the  whole 
body  of  the  population,  and  therefore 
he  did  not  think  that  inquiry  would  be 
misplaced. 

The  Eael  op  WEMYSS  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Government 
did  not  object  to  an  inquiry.  But  he 
was  anxious  for  an  inquiry  on  different 
grounds  from  those  contained  in  the 
Motion .  The  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend, 
in  its  introductory  part,  rather  implied 
that  it  was  based  on  the  inadequacy  of 
the  present  Poor  Law  to  meet  existing 
requirements.  Now,  he  thought  that 
inquiry  would  show  two  things — that 
there  had  been  a  gross  exaggeration  as 
to  the  amount  of  distress  existing,  and  that 
the  Poor  Law  properly  administered  was 
equal  to  the  emergency.  The  distress  in 
London  in  the  winter  of  1861,  as  shown 
by  the  statistics  of  pauperism,  was  very 
severe ;  and  a  Select  Committee  stated 
in  their  Heport  that  there  was  strong 
evidence  that  such  distress  could  have 
been  relieved  by  the  Poor  Law  Authori- 
ties, inasmuch  as  the  machinery  of  admi- 
nistration was  sufficient,  and  the  Guar- 
dians possessed  the  requisite  powers  for 
raising  the  necessary  funds,  but  that  the 
charge  would  press  harden  some  parishes 
in  the  Metropolis.  Since  1861  legisla- 
tion had  been  passed  in  regard  to  the 
common  Poor  Law  fund,  which  had  im- 
proved the  system.  His  noble  Friend 
was  anxious  for  co-operation  between 
charity  and  the  Poor  Law.  That  oo- 
operation  had  now  being  going  on  for  a 
long  period.  They  now  had  the  Poor 
Law  for  giving  general  relief  to  the 
poor,  the  police  to  look  after  vagrancy, 
and  the  Charity  Organization  Society  for 
dealing  with  other  cases  deserving  help, 
and  other  societies  all  co-operating  to- 
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gether.  He  believed  that  the  result  of 
the  forthcomiDg  inquiry  would  be  to  re- 
move much  dissatisfaction,  and  to  clear 
away  much  misapprehension  both  as  to 
the  amount  of  distress  existing  and  as  to 
the  means  of  relief. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTEEBUEY 
(Dr.  Benson)  said,  he  received  only 
too  much  evidence  of  great  misery 
existing,  a  vast  number  of  people 
suffering,  and  many  suffering  without 
their  misery  being  made  known  to 
the  .public.  He  was  also  made  aware 
of  the  great  and  iucreasing  feeling 
of  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Poor  Law 
was  competent,  as  at  present  adminis- 
tered, to  deal  with  that  distress.  He 
much  desired  to  see  that  doubt  set  at 
rest.  He  was  thankful  to  the  noble 
Lord  behind  him  for  the  statistics  he 
had  laid  before  them  ;  and  he  had  little 
doubt  that  the  result  of  inquiry  would 
be  very  much  what  the  noble  Lord  who 
ha'd  spoken  last  had  predicted.  Among 
much  sad  information  that  they  had 
received  during  the  last  winter,  some  of 
the  saddest  was  that  there  was  no  more 
than  the  normal  amount  of  distress.  If 
it  was  normal,  it  was  far  too  great  to  be 
allowed  to  exist  without  larger  attempts 
being  made  to  remove  it.  It  was  said 
that  there  were  but  2  per  cent  of  the 
sufferers  who  were  honest.  If  so,  it 
was  no  matter  for  congratulation '  that 
the  other  98  per  cent  were  not  honest. 
Whatever  were  the  merits  of  the  Poor 
Law  itself,  doubts  arose  as  to  its  admi- 
nistration, and  those  doubts  seemed  cer- 
tainly at  first  sight  the  more  reasonable 
because  of  the  great  variety  of  that  ad- 
ministration in  parishes  in  the  circum- 
stances of  which  none  but  the  Guardians 
themselves  could  see  any  difference. 
He  would  not  for  a  moment  advocate 
giving  way  to  indolent  and  ignorant 
doubt;  but  doubt  on  this  subject  led 
to  spasmodic  and  mischievous  action 
under  the  influence  of  panic,  and  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  the  contemplated  in- 
quiry would  create  confidence  and  silence 
many  alarms.  Eeference  had  been  made 
to  the  Charity  Organization  Society  as 
supplementing  the  working  of  the  Poor 
Law;  but  the  excellent  operations  of 
that  Society  applied  only  to  the  Metro- 
polis, and  even  only  to  parts  of  the  Me- 
tropolis. So  long  as  the  doubts  to  which 
he  had  alluded  existed,  not  only  would 
relief  subscriptions  be  started,  perhaps 
injudiciously,   but  an  imdesirable  ifi- 


feeling  would  exist  towards  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Poor.  If  that  inquiry  should 
make  it  clear  that  the  Guardians  were 
serving  the  poor  in  the  best  way,  real 
advantage  would  be  gained ;  but  if  it 
should  turn  out  that  the  existing  state  of 
tluDgs  was  likely  to  be  permanent,  to 
continue  ** normal,"  or  gradually  to 
increase,  they  would  probably  require 
something  more  than  the  present  Poor 
Law  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  situa- 
tion. This  was  meant  simply  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  their  nard  times, 
not  for  a  cure  of  poverty.  The  pre- 
sent proportion  of  the  worthless  class 
to  the  rest  of  the  poor  might  easily  be 
made  much  larger  by  throwing  into  it, 
through  ill-advised  administration,  many 
of  the  rather  feeble  poor  who  were  still 
willing  to  do  their  best,  and  if  the  result 
of  inquiry  should  bo  to  check  the  increase 
of  the  worthless  class  by  encouraging 
systems  of  thrift,  inducing  the  people  to 
resort  to  them,  or  to  make  themselves 
more  skilful  in  their  trades,  this  would  do 
great  national  good,  and  we  should  cease 
to  supply  material  for  the  agitator  and 
the  anarchist. 

Eakl  FOETESCUE  said,  that  the 
fund  out  of  which  rates  were  taken  was 
the  fund  which  provided  wages  for  the 
working  population,  and  you  could  not 
encroach  largely  upon  it  without  dimi- 
nishing the  amount  of  employment 
which  could  be  given,  adding  to  the 
number  of  unemployed  and  getting 
into  a  vicious  circle.  What  was  given 
in  charity  was  one  thing,  what  was  ex- 
acted from  the  ratepayers  was  another. 
The  effect  of  enormous  rates  in  dimi- 
nishing employment  showed  how  dan- 
gerous it  was  to  extend  indefinitely  the 
claims  upon  the  wage- supplying  fund  by 
any  undue  laxity  of  Poor  Law  adminis- 
tration which  tempted  men  to  rely  on 
relief  out  of  public  funds. 

The  Eakl  of  ABEEDEEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  the  Motion  in  its  pre- 
sent shape,  and  confer  with  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  as  to  the  terms  of  one 
which  might  be  open  to  fewer  objec- 
tions. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with* 
drawn. 

DEBATES  AND  P&OOBSDINOS  IN  PARLIA- 
MENT, 
l^fessage  from  the  House  of  Commons  that 
they  havo  appointed  a  Committee,  to  consist  of 
Six  Members,  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost 
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and  method  of  the  publication  of  the  Debates 
and  Proceedings  in  rarliament ;  and  to  request 
that  their  Lordiships  will  be  pleased  to  appoint 
an  equal  number  of  Lords  to  be  joined  with 
the  Members  of  that  House  :  Ordered,  that  the 
said  Message  be  taken  into  consideration  To- 


morrow. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  %th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Oommitteb— Grant  of 
Supplies,  appointed^ 

QvTTLY  ^considered  in  Committee— Aruy  Esti- 
mates (1888-9) ;  Vote  I.  Ncmhbrs  ;  Vote  II. 
Epfbctitb  Sbryicbs. 

TvBLioBiLLS ^Beaolution  in  CbmmiV/^tf— Parlia- 
mentary Under  Seorttar>'  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  [Salary,  &c]— r.p. 

Ordered  —  Frtt  Beading  —  Crofters*  Holdings 
(Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  (No.  2)  • 
[162]. 

Second  Headinff^TrnwUng  (Scotland)  •  [165], 
debate  adjourned ;  Occupiers*  Disqualification 
Kemoval*  [110],  debate  adjourned, 

Q  UE 8TI0N8. 


CITY  OF  LONDON-CORN   AND  GRAIN 

DUTIES. 

Mil.   HOWAED    VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,   Central)    asked     the    President 
of    the    Board    of    Trade,    If   it  is  a 
fact    that,    by    a    Statute    enacted    in 
1872,  the    Corporation  of  the   City  of 
London  was  empowered  to  demand  and 
receive  a  duty  at  the  rate  of  d-16th8  of 
a  penny  per  cwt.   upon  corn  and  all 
oth^r  ^am  brought  into  London  for 
sale ;  if  the  said  duty  has  been,  and  is 
now  being,  levied  upon  grain  grown  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland,   as  well  as 
upon  Colonial  and  Foreign  grain  ;  what 
has  been  the  average  revenue  produced 
by  the  Grain  Duty  during  the  past  five 
years ;  if  it  has  been   applied  in  the 
reduction  of  local  taxation,  or  otherwise 
contributing  to  the  benefit  of  the  citizens 
of  London ;  and,  if  the  price  of  either 
wheat,  barley,  oats,  or  other  grain  in 
the  City  of  London  has  at  any  period 
during  the  past  five  years  been  in  excess 
of  the  average  price  elsewhere  in  the 
United  Kingdom. 

The    PEE8IDENT    (Sir    Michael 
Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  This  duty 


is  levied  under  the  Statute  quoted,  but 
solely  on  grain  brought  into  the  Port  of 
London,  of  which  only  a  small  propor- 
tion is  grown  in  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. The  average  net  revenue  for  five 
years  has  been  £12,687.  It  has  been 
applied  to  the  preservation  of  open 
spaces  outside  the  Metropolis  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  London.  I  can  give 
no  trustworthy  statistics  in  reply  to  the 
last  Question ;  but  this.duty  is  so  small, 
varying  from  ^d.  to  \d,  per  quarter, 
that  it  can  hardly  affect  the  price  of 
grain. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT:  Does 
the  duty  apply  to  British  grain  if 
brought  rouna  to  London  by  sea. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  :  Of 
course  it  would ;  but  the  amount  was  so 
small  that  no  calculation  could  be  made 
of  it. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE  PACIFIC— RELIGIOUS 
PERSECUTION  IN  TONGA. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  Tonga  the  youths  who  were  set  to 
hard  labour  for  refusing  to  take  the 
military  oath,  and  many  other  persons 
who  were  imprisoned  for  attending 
Wesleyan  places  of  worship,  are  stiU 
working  out  their  sentences ;  and,  whe- 
ther a  Proclamation  restoring  religious 
freedom  to  the  Islands  has  been  issued 
by  the  King  or  Mr.  Shirley  Baker,  in 
conformity  with  the  promise  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  High  Commissioner  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  received 
information  showing  that  many  persons 
are  still  working  out  their  sentences.  In 
June  last  the  Acting  Vice  Consul  at 
Tonga  brought  before  the  local  Premier 
a  Report  that — 

"The  oolloge  and  other  men  conTicted  for 
not  taking  the  militarj  oath  were  still  working 
as  prisoners ;  " 

to  which  Mr.  Baker  replied  that  the 
King— 

"  Has  to  the  very  best  of  his  ability  complied 
with  nil  the  promises  made  to  Sir  Charles 
Mitchell,  and  is  not  awaro  of  any  promiso  so 
made  remaining  unfulfilled ; " 

also,  that  with  regard  to  the  political  pri- 
soners refusing  to  take  the  oath,  the 
two  whom  his  Excellency  requested  to 
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be  set  at  liberty  were  immediately  set  in  prison  from  that  day  until  now — that 

free.       The  Proclamation   of  religious  is  to  say,   for  more  than   1 3  months ; 

freedom  is  reported  to  hare  been  pub-  Whether   such   a  prolonged  imprison- 

lished  in  Lifuka ;  but  it  is  not  known  ment  is  in  accordance  with  precedents  in 

here  whether  it  has  been  published  in  cases  of  this  kind ;   and,   whether,   in 

the  other  Islands.    As  the  Secretary  of  view  of  the  exceptional  duration  of  the 

State  informed  the  House  on  the  2l8t  penalty,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 

ultimo,  it  is  desirable  to  await  the  fur-  consider  the  possibility  of  taking  steps 

ther  information    which     Sir    Charles  to  secure  Moroney's  release,  or  whether 

Mitchell  will  be  able  to  give  when  he  they  intend  to  acquiesce  in  the  continued 

arrives  here  next  month.  imprisonment  of  this  man  for  an  indefi- 
nite length  of  time  ? 
IRISH   LAND   C0MMIS8I0N-SUB.COM.        Thb   PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 

MISSIONERS  AT  ARMAGH.  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the  (^f  ^'^?^^  of  Thanet)   (who  replied) 

Chief  Secretary  tTtheWWenant  f^'  Thomas  Moroney^  having  refused 

of  Ireland,  If  the  Irish  Government  will  *^  J^  "^^'^  ^^.  *^^  ^^'^^  ^^  ^^  o'^'!?^'? 

cause  the 'Land  Sub-Oommission  to  sit  J^i'^Jf^t^^^^^^^^^^ 

at  an  early    date    in  Keady,    County  ^Tr^d  bTtheTssff  st^^^ 

of  fair  rents  •  if  Government  are  aware  P""^^    ^^^^^   ^®   ^^^^^   ®^^°^**   *^   ^® 

01  lair  renrs ,  ii  uovernmenr  are  aware  .-^-.^  ^^j  ^^^  AvidenrA      Ha  \\aA  nn  a 

that  many  of  those  applicaats  are  in  ^m^r  ^iCn  ±itted  ScouJtthat 

arrears  of  rent ;  and,  if  the  urgency  of  ^   ^^^ ^^^^^ ^^  ^j,  ^y  and  paid 

the  cases  would  be  considered  by  them?  L:.™„„„„:„»„ii,„„  „KuIa  «;L...i.L4.» 

SEOEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Haeman)  ^?^f'  t'»«I^l»'> »?  Campaign.  The  object 

7v    L    T  1      x^rnu       Ls  I    u  V  J.  of  the  examination  on  the  occasion  on 

(Kent    Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  repUed)  ^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^  l,e  sworn  was  to 

said :  The  Land  Oommiesioners  inform  ^^^^  ^tere  that  money  was.    His 

me  tnat  there  will  be  a  sitting  of  a  Sub-  continued  imprisonment  is  ii  accordance 

Commission  in  Keady,  County  Armagh,  ^.^^  ^j^^  ^^J^        ^^^  of  the  Court.  He 

in  the  month  of  June.    The  Oommis-  ^^^^  ^j  ^^^  obtained,  and  can  at 

Bioners  state  that  if  there  are  any  cases  ^^^  ^^^  J^  ^^^^^  ^j,  ^^i;„^  ^^  ^^l,. 

d  g^v( 
*nmeni 

with  their  usual  practice,  on  the  appli-  Tn  tLliSTargeTf^M^^^^^ 

cation  of  the  parties,  delegate  their  cases  Act  of  Parliament.  ^      ^ 

to  the  nearest  Sub-Cprnmission  working       ^^    ^   GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 

in  the  adjoining  district  so  as  to  prevent  ^^^^^^^  ^  j  ^.^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 

the  rights  of  the  tenants  m  their  hold-  ^^^  ^^^^  Gentleman  whether  it  is  a 

ings  being  lost  by  reason  of  the  want  ^       »     j^^  j^  ^^  Tipperary,  was 

of  a  fair  rent  being  fixed  m  the  mean-  committed  to  Clonmel  Gaol  on  the  81st 

"°^®-  of  March,  1886? 

«^^«r«  ^T.  « . ^TT^^TTT>rw,r,xr  ,x««.  .  ^t,..  Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Under 

COURT  OF  BAl^KE^^^^  the  Standing  Order,  Notice  of  the  Ques- 

THOMAS  MORONEY,  A  PRISONER  FOR  ^ion  should  L  given  in  the  usual  way. 
CONTEMPT.  Qj^   UGHTRED   KAY-SHUTTLE- 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY -SHUTTLE-  WORTH:  I  would  wish  the  right  hon. 

WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked  and  gallant  Gentleman   would  answer 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  the  second  paragraph  of  my  QuestioUi 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  atten-  whether  such  a  prolonged  imprisonment 

tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  has  as  13  months  was  in  accordance  with 

been  called  to  the  fact  that  Thomas  precedent  in  cases  of  this  kind  ? 
Moroney,  tenant  farmer  and  shopkeeper,        Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  When  a 

Herbertstown,   County  Limerick,  com-  man  refuses  to  be  sworn  to  give  evi- 

mitted  on  28th  January,  1887,  for  con-  dence  in  a   Court  of  Bankruptcy,   he 

tempt  of  Court  by  the  Judge  in  the  remains  in  prison  until  he  has  purged 

Dublin  Bankruptcy  Court,  has  remained  himself  of  his  contempt. 
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Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  conse- 
quence  of  the  answer  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman)  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
other  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
— Judge  Miller — has  recently  discharged 
a  man  named  McCarthy,  who  was  im- 
prisoned for  the  same  offence  for  six 
months ;  and  whether  it  is  not  the  usual 
custom  not  to  imprison  longer  than  12 
months,  at  all  events. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  It  must 
be  obvious  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
I  would  require  Notice  of  that  Question. 
I  would,  however,  point  out  that  the 
Government  has  no  jurisdiction  what- 
ever over  the  orders  of  this  kind  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  AOT,  1872— 
EMPLOYMENT  OF  WOMEN  AND 
GIRLS  (NUMBERS). 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
for  the  Home  Department,  What  were 
the  numbers  of  women  and  of  g^rls  (as 
defined  in  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  163, 
of  Session  1887)  employed  in  1887 
under  **  The  Coal  Mines  Eegulation  Act, 
1872?" 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E)  :  The 
number  of  females  under  13  years  of 
age  employed  in  coal  mines  during  1887 
was  two ;  between  13  and  16  years,  259  ; 
and  above  16,  3,922 — making  a  total  of 
4,183. 

INLAND  REVENUE-INCOME  TAX   ON 
REAL  PROPERTY. 

Sir  EDWAED  BIEKBBCK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether,  taking  into  con- 
Bideration  the  fact  that,  in  the  case  of 
income  deriyed  from  investments  in 
Eailway  Stocks,  trades,  &c.,  Income 
Tax  is  only  levied  on  the  net  profits,  he 
will  for  the  future  place  real  property 
on  the  same  basis,  and  make  an  allow- 
ance for  the  cost  of  repairs,  insurance, 
and  collection  ? 

The  OHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  afraid  that  this 
Bubjeot  is  much  too  large  to  be  dealt 
with  within  the  limits  of  an  answer  to  a 
Question  over  the  Table.  It  opens  up 
the  whole  subject  of  what  should  be  the 
relative  incidence  of  taxation.  Imperial 
and  local,  on  real  and  personal  pro- 


perty; and  it  would  be  impossible  for 
me  to  compress  into  a  few  lines  the  many 
arguments  for  and  against  the  present 
basis  of  assessment. 

FINANCE— LOCAL  LOANS  STOCK. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE  ( Wolver- 
hampton.  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  What  amount  of  Local 
Loans  Stock  has  been  issued ;  what  were 
the  terms  of  the  issue;  and,  what 
amounts  respectively  of  Permanent  and 
Floating  Debt  have  been  cancelled  by 
the  issue  of  the  Local  Loans  Stock  f 

The  CHANCELLOEofthe  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  £36,526,000 
Local  Loans  Stock  created  was  issued 
to  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  in 
exchange  for  £26,559,000  Three  per 
Cent  Stock,  and  £9,469,000  Public 
Works  Loan  Bonds  held  on  account  of 
Savings  Banks  Funds,  all  of  which  were 
cancelled.  Of  this  amount  £18,200,000 
has  been  sold  or  exchanged  with  the 
public.  £7,400,000  was  exchanged 
for  other  Three  per  Cent  Government 
Annuities  on  equal  terms.  Subsequently 
£600,000  was  sold  by  the  Government 
Broker  at  an  average  price  of  £104  2$,  6d.f 
and  the  proceeds  were  applied  in  the 
purchase  of  Consols  and  Eeduced, 
which  were  bought  for  that  purpose  at 
an  average  price  of  £103  3«.  and 
£103  58,  respectively.  Subsequently 
£10,000,000  were  exchanged  by  public 
tender  for  Three  per  Cent  Annuities 
at  at  the  foUowring  average  rates  for 
£100  Local  Loans  Stock :  Consols, 
£101  16«.  7d.;  Eeduced,  £101  6$.  Bd.; 
New,  £101  6s.  lOd.  The  total  amount  of 
Three  per  Cent  Annuities  thus  exchanged 
was— Consols,  £2,466,997 ;  Eeduoed, 
£1,117,804;  New,  £6,557,819— total, 
£10,142,620.  Of  the  Local  Loans 
Stock  thus  allotted  by  tender,  no  portion 
was  taken,  as  has  been  asserted,  by  any 
Government  Department.  Since  this 
tender  no  transactions  have  taken  place, 
except  that  £200,000  was  given  in  ex- 
change to  a  Government  Department 
very  soon  after  the  tender.  The  total 
amount  of  Three  per  Cent  Annuities  re- 
ceived in  exchange  for  the  £18,200,000 
Local  Loans  Stock  issued  is  £18,361,702. 
This  is  all  Permanent  Debt. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEE :  With 
reference  to  the  second  paragraph  of  my 
Question  and  the  answer  that  £6,600,000 
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has   been  exchanged  for  Oonsols  and  the  Gulf  of  Aden,   or  a  h'ght  at  the 

Reduced— on  what  terms  ?  eastern  point  of  the  Island  of  Socotra, 

Mr.    GOSOHEN:     £7,400,000    was  which  was  lately  acquired  by  the  British 

exchanged  for  Three  per  Cents  on  equal  Government;  and,  if  any  arrangement 

terms,  Stock  for  Stock.'  is   come   to  with  the  foreign  Govern- 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  :  Then  a  meats  also  interested   in   the  manage- 

Three  per  Cent  Stock  issued  at  par  ?  moot  of  the  Red    Sea  lights,   will  he 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  was  exchanged  undertake  to  obtain  evidence  as  to  the 

for  Consols.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  best  position  for  more  lights  there  from 

man  wishes  to  raise  an  argumentative  the  captains  of  the  Peninsular  and  Orien- 

Question  I  will  be  ready  to  deal  with  it  tal    Steam    Navigation    Company  and 

on  another  occasion.      I  may  state  that  Orient  Steam  Navigation  Company  ? 

at  the  beginning  it  was  difficult  to  ex-  The     UNDER     SECRETARY    of 

change  this  new  Stock  for  Consols.     In  STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 

the  view  of  many  bankers  Consols  were  Chester,  N.E.) :  Since  I  have  been  at 

considered  better  than  the  new  Stock,  the  Foreign  Office  the  want  of  such  a 

Though  this  was  an  erroneous  view,  it  light  has  been  fully  discussed  with  the 

was  the  one  on  which  they  acted.  Board  of  Trade.     If  it  should  be  deter- 

Mr.   henry  H.  fowler  :  Does  mined  to  erect  one,  it  would  be  a  matter 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  by  Go-  of  course  that  the  Board  would  act  upon 

vernment  Departments  to  include  the  the  best  evidence  in  the  selection  of  a 

Bank  of  England  ?  site.     The  difficulty  in  the  case  is  the 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  That  is  not  a  Go-  indisposition  of  shipowners  to  pay  any 

vernment     Department.      The     Bank  more  light  dues,  and  at  present  there 

tendered  for    a    considerable    amount,  are  no  funds  available  for  the  purpose, 
and  so  did  the  Bank  of  Ireland. 

ADMIRALTY— COASTGUARD    STATION 

CIVIL  SERVICE    (IRELAND)-PRO.  ^^  CARNE,  CO.  WEXFORD. 

MOTION  OF  WRITERS.  „      „.^x.-r«,/^,            -r,  .  ,.       ,r 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.)  ^  ^^'  ^^^?w  ^?''^%\    ^^  I "!?  ^• 

asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  J-   ^f  ^^)  (^^^^^7^:  ®;1  ^f'ft  ^A 

How  many  writers  were  recommended  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  If  the  o  d 

by  Heads  of    Departments  in  Dublin  S^^'r^T^  ®*''^'''"^        JT\?''''a^/ 

for  promotion  to  the  Lower  Division  of  Wexford    was  condemned  by  the  Ad- 

the  CivU  Service  under  the  Treasury  miraUy  Authorities,  and  a  site  for  a  new 

Minute  of    December,    1886;   in   how  Station  purchased  or  rented  a  consider- 

many  cases  is  it  proposed  to  give  effect  f\^  time  ago ;    what  is  the  cause  of 

to  these  recommendations ;  what  are  the  ^^^^^  '^  *^«  ?,^«,f  ^^  ^Vk^  '^^^  Station  ; 

«o»»<.  ^*  *i.«  Affi.oo  ;«  J...^<.»:»«  .  ^^A  and,  Tvhen  will  the  work  be  commenced  r 

names  of  the  Offices  in  question ;  and,  '                                             ^ 

moTeTn7ach"           ''  ^'°^°           ^  HAmLXON)   (Middlesex,   Ealing) :  The 

™The    secretary    (Mr.   Jackson)  cottaees  at  the  Coastguard  Station  re- 

f  Leeds    N  1  •  The  Treasury  reeard  the  'erred  to  have  not  been  condemned,  but 

communioations    which    pass   Ltween  *'«.  stated  to  be  crowded  and  incon- 

them  and    other  Departments  on  the  '^^'^t'  "f.  »  "»«  *%  "  "^Za      tZ 

cases  of  individuals  af  confidential ;  and  was  leased  in  December,   1886.     The 

I  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  for  me  ?«l»y '°  ^\?  ereotionof  the  new  buildings 

to  give  the  details  for  whiclT  the  hon.  "  d"^?  *»  thenecess.tyof  eatisfving  more 

Member  asks.    It  is  intended,  when  the  f\^,^l^«  ''^'"'Z^-  ,  I*  "  ^5P''^u^*v   '* 

inquiry  is  complete,  to  submit  the  Re-  7'^},^^  P"""^!*  to  proceed  with  them 

ports  on  the  subject  to  the  Royal  Com-  "^  ^^^  '^«^*  financial  year. 

mission  on  Civil  Establishments  for  their  „„„„.».^,,„    „.^,-.t^       „«,,»„T/^^ 

information  MEECANTILE    UARINE  —  COLLISION 

AT       SEA  —  "  BRITANNIC  "       AND 

EGYPT— RED  SEA  LIGHTS.  "  CELTIC." 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can-  Me.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 

terbury)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 

State  for  Foreign  Aflfaire,  Has  his  atten-  Trade,  Whether  the  Board  of  Trade  has 

tion  been  called  to  the  want  of  a  light  has  given  further  consideration  to  the 

on  Cape  Guardaf  ui   at  the  entrance  to  findings  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  held  at 
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New  York,  in  the  case  of  the  collision 
between  the  Britannic  and  Celtic  in  a 
fog,  and  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Counoil  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Service 
Association,  that  the  International  He- 
gulations  of  Navigation  should  be  so 
amended  that  distinctive  signals  by  long 
and  short  blasts  on  a  steam  whistle  or 
foghorn,  to  indicate  the  course  of  vessels, 
shall  be  used  in  fogs  as  well  as  when 
another  vessel  is  in  sight ;  and,  whether 
the  Board  has,  as  yet,  entered  into  com- 
munications with  the  United  States  and 
other  Qovemments  as  to  the  advisability 
and  possibility  of  minimizing  the  risk 
of  collision  in  fog,  by  amending  the 
International  Eegulations  in  the  way 
suggested  by  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Service  Association  ? 

Thk  PBESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade  has  been 
given  to  the  subject  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  and  the  whole  question 
of  signalling  at  sea  was  referred  by  my 
Predecessor  in  Office  to  a  Committee, 
consisting  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  to 
the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Admiral  Sir  F.  L.  M*Clintock, 
Captain  Bowden-Smith,  E.N.,  Sir  G. 
Nares,  Sir  Digby  Murray,  Captain  C. 
P.  WilsoD,  the  Eegistrar  General  of 
Seamen,  and  the  Secretary  of  Lloyd's. 
The  Committee  is  now  sitting;  and 
until  I  receive  their  Beport  I  can,  of 
course,  give  no  answer. 


INLAND  REVENUE  — GUN  LICENCES 
FOR  SHORT  PERIODS. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  (Forfarshire) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  he  will  be  good  enough  to  consider 
whether  it  might  be  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Bevenue,  as  well  as  a  convenience  to  many 
of  the  less  wealthy  classes,  to  provide  for 
granting  gun  licences  for  short  periods 
at  a  reduced  rate,  corresponding  to  the 
system  in  force  with  respect  to  licences 
for  shooting  game  ? 

The  CHANOELLOEofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  afraid  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  answer  such  Questions 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  just  before 
the  Budget.  All  suggestions  coming 
from  him,  or  from  other  quarters,  are 
fairly  considered  by  me ;  but  the  hon. 
Member  must  not  take  this  declaration 
as  either  an  acceptance  or  a  rejection  of 
his  present  proposal. 

Jfr.  Channing 


FISHERY   BOARD   (SCOTLAND)— 
TRAWLING, 

Mr.  ANSTEUTHER  (St.  Andrew's, 
&c.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  will  instruct  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  that  a  Re- 
turn be  appended  to  their  next  Annual 
Beport,  in  the  form  of  Appendix  H  to 
the  5th  Annual  Beport — ''Betum  of 
Complaints  made  to  the  Officers  of  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland  of  damage 
done  by  trawlers  and  other  fishing 
boats  to  the  boats,  nets,  lines,  and  gear 
of  Fishermen,"  showing  the  complaints 
made  to  the  Fishery  Board  for  Scotland 
of  contravention  of  the  byelaw  of  the 
5th  of  April,  1886,  prohibiting  trawling 
within  certain  waters,  and  the  prooeed- 
ings  taken  thereon  by  the  officers  of  the 
Fishery  Board? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  A  Betum  such 
as  my  hon.  Friend  refers  to  will  be  in- 
cluded in  the  appendix  to  the  forth- 
coming Beport  to  Parliament  by  the 
Fishery  Board,  and  it  is  intended  to 
publish  such  a  Beport  annually. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  it  is  within 
the  Powers  of  the  Scotch  Fishery  Board, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland,  to  prohibit  trawling  within 
the  three-mile  limit  on  the  entire  coast 
of  Scotland ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
limit  of  the  jurisdiotion  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  This 
is  a  pure  Question  of  legal  construction 
of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  is  matter 
of  opinion,  as  to  which  I  am  no  better 
authority  than  any  legal  adviser  whom 
the  hon.  Member  may  consult.  The 
matter  has  not  yet  been  made  the  sub- 
ject of  any  decision  of  a  Court  of  Law. 

ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  ESTAB- 
LISHMENTS-CUSTOMS OR  PRINCI- 
PAL COAST  OFFICERS. 

Mk.T.  E.  £LLIS(Merioneth8hire)asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Commissioners  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments will  make  an  inquiry  into  the 
position  of  the  Customs  or  Principal 
Coast  Officers;  and,  if  so,  when  it  is 
likely  to  be  taken  f 

Thb  SECBETABY  (Mr.  Jaoksok) 
rLeeds,  N) :  I  am  informed  that  the 
Commissioners  see  no  prospect  ol  being 
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able  to  enter  upon  an  examination  into 
the  Customs  Department  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  of  [Parliament. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  EEVENUE  ACT 
1887-C0M:P0SITI0N  OF  STAMP  DUTY. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  How  many  Companies 
or  Corporations  have  compounded  under 
the  8th  and  following  sections  of  ''The 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act, 
1887;"  and,  what  is  the  amount  of 
capital  in  respect  of  which  such  compo- 
sition has  been  made  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Agreements  for  the 
composition  of  Stamp  Duty  on  transfers 
and  share  warrants  have  been  entered 
into  with  9  Corporations  and  15  Com- 
panies. The  paid-up  capital  in  respect 
of  which  such  compositions  have  been 
made  amounted  in  the  case  of  the  Cor- 
porations to  £2,164,562,  and  in  the  case 
of  the  Companies  to  £8,780,719,  or  a 
total  of  £10,945,281. 

POST    OFFICE-POSTAL    SERVICE     TO 

CYPRUS. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
regular  postal  service  to  Cyprus  is  con- 
ducted by  the  Austrian  Lloyd  and  the 
French  Messageries  Maritimes ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  expediency 
of  re-establishing  an  English  service, 
such  as  existed  during  the  first  five  years 
of  the  British  occupation  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
Cyprus  mails  are  at  present  carried  by 
the  special  Indian  mail  service  overland 
as  far  as  Brindisi,  thence  by  packets  of 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company 
to  Alexandria  or  Port  Said,  and  onward 
from  Egypt  by  Austrian  or  French 
steamers,  as  opportunities  offer.  There 
was,  undoubtedly,  a  heavy  loss  on  the 
mail  service  between  this  country  and 
Cyprus  while  it  was  maintained  by  the 
Government ;  but  I  shall  be  glad  to  con- 
sider any  new  circumstances  which  may 
have  arisen  since  the  termination  of  that 
arrangement,  and  which  my  hon.  Friend 
may  like  to  bring  to  my  notice. 

CYPRUS-TAXES. 
Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop. 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 


tary  of  States  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  sum  of  £92,800  a  year, 
raised  by  taxes  in  Cyprus,  and  origi- 
nally paid  over  to  the  Porte  according 
to  the  Convention  of  1878,  has  of  late 
years  been  paid  to  the  French  and 
English  Governments ;  what  is  the  total 
amount  which  has  thus  been  paid  to  the 
Frenoh  Government ;  and,  what  services 
the  French  Government  have  rendered 
to  the  people  of  Cyprus  which  would 
justify  the  taxation  of  the  people  in 
their  behalf? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Baron  Hekby  Db  Wobmh) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  This  matter 
was  fully  and  clearly  explained  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  in  this  House  on  the 
6th  of  September  last.  Briefly  stated, 
the  facts  are  as  follows : — By  the  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention  of  1878  the  Re- 
venues of  Cyprus  are  charged  with  an 
annual  tribute  to  Turkey  amounting  to 
£92,800.  In  1855,  a  loan  was  raised  by 
Turkey,  the  interest  on  which  was 
guaranteed  by  England  and  France 
jointly.  Since  1876,  Turkey  has  failed 
to  provide  for  the  interest ;  and,  conse- 
quently, France  and  England  have  be- 
come liable  to  the  bondholders  to  the 
extent  of  about  £40,872  each  annually. 
The  administration  of  Cyprus  having 
fallen  into  the  hands  of  England,  it  had 
been  arranged,  with  the  aoquiesoence  of 
Turkey,  that  the  Island  tribute,  instead 
of  being  paid  to  the  Turkish  Govern* 
ment,  shall  be  devoted  to  recouping  the 
French  and  English  Governments  for 
the  loss  they  would  otherwise  have  in- 
curred through  the  default  of  Turkey. 
The  total  amount  thus  paid  to  the  Frenoh 
Government  in  seven  years  has  been 
£286,000  ;  and  I  mutt  point  out  to  my 
hon.  Friend  that,  as  was  stated  in 
February,  1886,  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan), then  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  it  would  have  been  con- 
trary to  the  rules  of  equity  for  one  of 
two  guarantors,  having  got  possession 
of  an  asset  belonging  to  a  defaulting 
guaranteed  person,  to  refuse  to  share 
the  benefit  of  it  with  his  co-gua- 
rantor. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked. 
Whether  the  Sublime  Porte  accepted 
the  arrangement  without  any  remon- 
strance ? 

Babok  henry  DE  worms  replied 
that  he  coiUd  not  go  into  that. 
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IRISH  LAND  C0MMIS8I0N-SUB.COM.  «|dte  was  not  prepared  to  auBwer  the 

MISSION  AT  MANORHAMILTON.  ^uewion- 

.v^f-,-uP?^^^J^^!'''!,'"'T^-^jT*^®**  NATIONAL   SCHOOLS   (lEELAND)- 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  patricKO'RORKE.KETIKED  TEACHER, 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Wnether  he  can  state 

when  the  sub-Commission  for  County  ^«-  KENNEDY  (Sligo,    S.)   asked 

Leitrimwill  hear  fair  rent  applications  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 

entered  for  the  Union  of  Manorhamil-  tenant  of  Ire  and,  Whether  his  attention 

ton  ;  and,  whether  some   of  the  cases  ^^«  °®®°  ^^^^^^  *°  *^®  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^*^ 

have   been  listed  for  a  period   of    14  PatrickO'Eorke,  National  Schoolteacher 

months  ?  of  Culfadda,  BaUymote,  County  Sugo, 

The  PAKLIAMENTAEY  UNDER  ^*^^»    baving    entered     the     National 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman)  Board's  service  m  1847,  after  38  years' 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)   (wbo  replied)  ^i>r^  r.®*^^®^  ^\  oad  health,  and  died 

said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform  ^^!'^^  nine  months  retirement,  leaving  a 

me  a  sub -Commission  will  sit  to  hear  widow  and  1 1  children  ;  whether  he  paid 

fair    rent    cases    from  Manorhamilton  ^^^^  the  Teachers'  Pension  Fund ;  wbe- 

Poor  Law  Union  on  the  4th  of  next  ^^^^  during  the  period  of  his  retirement 

month.     Some  of  the  cases  for  hearing  ^®  received  £20  only  from  the  Pension 

have  been  lodged  for  14  months.  ^^^d;    and   whether,   considering   the 

character  and  services  of  the  late  Patrick 

UOYAL  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  ESTAB-  O'Rorke,  something  can  be  done  for  his 

LISHMENTS— FIRST  REPORT.  widow  and  children  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 


Mr. 

er  uiD  abtouwuu  u»B  uoou  ua^ou  uu  mo  ^^.^   j^^  ^^^  informed  that  the  National 

recommendation  in  the  First  Report  of  g^^^^^  ^^^^j^^^  ^^f^„^^  ^^  eubscribed 

the  Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Estab-  ^^      j    ^   ^^  p  ^      j,     ^     ^    ^j  ^ 

lishments,  that  the  Civil  Service  should  ^^^    \^^    f.        ..    _^  ^  j     •         ^  .  v 

be  dealt  with  as  a  whole,  and  not  by  1.0  months  after  retirement,  during  which 

T\    ^  4.^     L          A       X.  4.^1      'i,  -  time  he  received  a  pension  of  £23.  The 

Departments ;  and,  whether  it  is  pro-  g      ^  ^^  unfortunately,  no  power  to 

posed  to  re-arrancre  the  clerical  staff  of  i                   -       *.    V*         -a 

the  Admiralty  by  itself,  on  the  recom-  SL'"'^  ^        "^                       "^    °' 
mendation    of  a    Departmental    Com- 
mittee, and  not  in  accordance  with  the 

recommendations  of   the  Royal    Com-  ALLOTMENTS   ACT-TOWN    COUNCIL 

mission  ;  and,  if  so,  for  what  reason  ?  ^^  lENTERDEN. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE-  Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 

QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)    (St.  George's,  asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qo- 

Hanover  Square) :  I  have  seen  the  first  vernment  Board,  Whether  the  Tenterden 

Report  of  the  Royal    Commission  on  Town  Council,  as  the  Sanitary  Authority, 

Civil  Services.     It  is  obviously  impossi-  after  receiving  an  application  for  allot- 

ble  for  me,  in  answer  to  a  Question,  to  ments  from  a  number  of  ratepayers,  issued 

discuss  the  large  and  important  subject  handbills  inviting  fromlandownersoffers 

of  organization.     I  do  not,   however,  of  lands  suitable  for  allotments,  to  be  sent 

admit  that  I  am  precluded  from  sane-  in  by  a  given  date,   and  received*  no 

tioning  reductions  of  staff  or  expenditure  offer  from  any  landowner  ;  whether,  on 

in  various  Departments,  where  such  re-  the  2 1  at  of  February,  the  Town  Clerk 

duction   is   compatible   with   e&ciency,  wrote  to  the  applicants  for  allotments, 

nor  even  that  it  is  necessary  to  post-  saying  that,  not  having  received  any 

pone  all  such  reduction  until  the  com-  offers  of  land  suitable  for  allotments, 

pletion  of  the  work  of  the  Royal  Com-  the  Sanitary  Authority  were  unable  to 

mission,  which  may  occupy  a  consider-  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act ; 

able  time.  whether  the  present  allotment  holders 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  near  Tenterden  are  paying  a  rent  of  £12 
E.)  asked,  if  the  re- organization  would  an  acre  ;  and,  whether  the  Local  Go- 
increase  the  pension  list  ?  vernment  Board  will  represent  to  the 

Mb.  goschen  replied  that  the  re-  Town  Clerk  of  Tenterden  that  the  fact 

organization  had  yet  to  be  decided  on,  of  the  Sanitary  Authority  not  having 
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receiyed  offers  of  land  from  landowners 
does  not  justify  them  in  refusing  to 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Aot. 

Tub  PHESIDBNT  (Mr.  Eitohie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
made  inquiry  into  the  facts,  and  find  that 
the  Tenterden  Town  Council,  having  re- 
ceived a  requisition  under  the  Allot- 
ments Act,  appointed  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  matter  and  report.  The 
Committee  first  issued  public  notices  that 
they  would  attend  at  a  place  named  to 
receive  applications  for  allotments,  and 
on  that  day  applications  were  received 
from  32  persons.  The  Committee  then 
issued  public  notices  inviting  offers  of 
land  suitable  for  allotments,  with  terms 
of  letting.  No  offers  of  land  were  re- 
ceived up  to  the  date  mentioned  in  the 
notices ;  and  the  Town  Council,  on  the 
2 1st  of  February,  informed  Mr.  Hatcher, 
who  was  acting  for  the  applicants,  that 
no  offer  having  been  obtained  the  Com- 
mittee were  unable  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  any  further  at  present. 
On  the  25th  February,  the  Town  Council 
sent  a  Circular  Letter  to  all  owners  of 
land  in  the  vicinity  of  the  town  to  the 
effect  that,  for  the  purpose  of  the  Allot- 
ments Act,  they  would  require  about  16 
acres  of  land  within  a  short  distance  of 
the  town,  and  inquiring  whether  they 
were  willing  to  let  land  for  the  purpose. 
The  Town  Council  are  awaiting  replies. 
There  has,  therefore,  been  no  refusal  by 
the  Town  Council  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act. 

ALLOTMENTS  AOT  —  FARNBOROUGH. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  on  the  16th  February,  a  deputation 
from  Farnborough  attended  before  the 
Bural  Sanitary  Authority  at  Banbury, 
and,  after  pointing  out  the  failure  of  the 
steps  which  had  been  taken  to  procure 
land  for  allotments  by  agreement,  called 
upon  the  Authority  to  purchase  27  acres 
of  land  compulsorily,  under  the  Allot- 
ments Act ;  and  that  the  Chairman  told 
the  depuation  that 

**  To  put  the  Act  into  force  and  tnko  land  com* 
pulsorily  would  cause  as  much  expense  as  they 
oould  buy  the  land  for," 

and  added  that 

**  lie  might  as  well  tell  the  deputation  honestly 
that,  if  they  were  to  buy  land  forcibly,  it  would 
oost  ma  much  as  £400  (meaning,  apparently,  ex- 
olu8i?e  of  the  price  o\  the  land),  and  would  take 
two  years  to  do  it ;  " 


and,  whether  he  will  cause  inquiries  to 
be  made  as  to  these  statements,  and 
repeat  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Banbury 
Eural  Sanitary  Authority  the  assurances 
which  were  given  by  Members  of  the 
GoTcrnment  when  the  Bill  was  before 
Parliament  last  Session,  that  the  pro- 
cedure for  compulsorily  acquiring  land 
would  be  cheap  and  practicable  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Banbury  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority,  and  I  learn  that  a 
deputation  attended  a  meeting  of  that 
Authority  with  reference  to  land  being 
obtained  for  allotments  for  the  labour- 
ing population  of  Farnborough.  The 
deputation  were  asked  whether  they  had 
not  had  land  in  a  suitable  position 
offered  to  them  for  the  purpose  at  a 
reasonable  rent,  and  they  replied  that 
they  had.  The  only  difficulty  appeared 
to  be  that  they  were  called  upon  to  erect 
a  fence  to  separate  this  land  from  other 
land  belonging  to  the  same  farm.  I  am 
informed  that  the  Chairman  stated 
generally  that  if  land  were  taken  com- 
pulsorily the  cost  would  be  about  £400, 
and  that  it  would  probably  take  about 
two  years  before  possession  oould  be 
obtained ;  but  no  remark  was  made  as 
to  purchasing  compulsorily  the  piece  of 
land  referred  to  by  the  deputation,  as  it 
could  be  obtained  without  compulsory 
powers.  If  a  Sanitary  Authority  pro- 
mote a  Provisional  Order  under  tho 
Allotments  Act,  and  the  Order  is  not 
opposed  in  Parliament,  compulsory 
powers  can  be  obtained  at  a  small  ez- 
penie ;  but  if  the  Order  is  opposed  in 
Parliament  the  Committee  are  em- 
powered to  award  costs,  to  be  paid  by 
the  opponents  if  the  Committee  consider 
that  the  opposition  was  not  justified  by 
the  circumstances.  This  has  been  ex- 
plained to  the  Chairman  of  the  Sanitary 
Authority. 

Mb.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  asked,  whetherthe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  issue  a  Memo- 
randum calling  the  attention  of  the 
Authorities  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act? 

Mb.  RITCHIE  said,  that  he  had  long 
since  anticipated  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
suggestion  and  sent  Circulars  to  all  the 
Rural  Sanitary  Authorities  ? 

Mb.  8TAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire,  Kingswinford)  asked,  whether 
any  answers  had  been  receiyed  to  the 
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oommiinicadoiia  tent  by  the  Local  Oo- 
Temment  Board? 

Mk.  EITUHIE  said,  that  the  Local 
OoverDment  Board  made  no  iaquiriea 
of  the  Authoritiea,  and  therefore  no 
answers  vere  to  be  expected.  The 
Uemorandum  aimply  explained  the  pro- 
vision B  of  the  Act. 

SCOTLAND— "  THE  AGITATION  IN 
LEWIS." 

Mr.  FKA8ER-MACKINT0SH  (In- 
Ternoaa-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  hia  attention  has  been  directed 
to  an  account  of  certain  proceedings  on 
the  part  of  the  police,  supported  by  an 
armed  force,  foi  the  purpose  of  arresting: 
accused  persons  at  aa  unusually  early 
hour  on  the  morning  of  Wednesday, 
22nd  February,  aa  contained  in  Tit 
BeoU-nan  newspaper  on  the  following 
day,  and  headed  "The  Agitation  in 
Lewis. — Another  Baid  on  Bayble ; " 
whether  any  of  these  lately  accused 
persons  in  I<ewis  have  failed  to 
appear  before  the  Sheriff,  on  being 
varnod  or  cited  ao  to  do ;  whether  in 
particular  Murdo  Mackenzie,  in  Lower 
Bayble.  who  is  described  as  having  been 
in  bod  for  a  week,  suffering  from  chest 
complaint  and  ulcerated  leg,  but  taken 
out  of  bed  and  threatened  with  com- 
pulsory removal  to  Stomoway,  whilst 
protesting  that  he  could  not  put  his  foot 
under  him,  had  been  ao  warned  to 
appear ;  and,  whether,  as  it  would 
appear  that  the  feelings  of  Mackenzie's 
relatives  and  neighboure  were  hurt  by 
these  prooeediuga,  he  will  give  instruc- 
tions that  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties 
the  police  will  be  cautioned  to  use  no 
avoidable  harshness  ? 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  TLe  people  of 
Point,  in  which  Bayble  is  situated,  have 
been  in  a  somewhat  turbulent  spirit  for 
some  time.  A  fortnight  before  the  oc- 
currence in  question,  two  constables  who 
were  citing  persons  to  come  to  Court  on 
a  criminal  charge  from  this  place  were 
mobbed  and  stoned  ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, not  thought  advisable  to  proceed 
by  citation  in  other  cases.  Information 
was  laid  before  the  Sheriff,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Public  Prosecutor,  against 
Murda  Mackenzie  and  others  for  a 
serious  crime.  When  apprehended,  he 
pleaded  that  he  could  not  be  removed 
in  custody,  as  he  was  suffering  from  a 
4&.  Btavtltji  mil 


sore  leg.  A  surgeon,  having  examined 
him,  certified  to  the  Sheriff  Subntituta 
that  he  could  be  moved  without  injury. 
The  Sheriff  Substitute,  however,  on  hia 
promising  to  appear  at  Stomoway  Od 
any  day  for  which  he  might  be  cited, 
did  not  order  his  removal.  The  reverse 
of  gratitude  was  shown  for  this  con- 
sideration, forwhentwo  constables  were 
sent  some  days  after  to  cite  the  accused 
persons  they  were  mobbed,  and  followed 
and  stoned  for  a  distanoe  of  about  a 
mile  from  the  township.  In  answer  to 
the  last  paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that 
in  this  case  exceptional  oonsideration 
was  shown ;  that  no  harahnesa  whatever 
was  used ;  and  that  the  considerate  con- 
duct of  the  Sheriff  Substitato  received 
no  lesponse  except  rudeness  and  insult. 

Me.  FBASKK-MAOKINTOSH  aaked, 
if  it  was  not  the  case  that  Mackenzie 
voluntarily  surrendered  himself  P 

Me.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD  said,  it 
was  a  fact  that  Mackenzie  had  volun- 
tarily surrendered  himself  on  being 
cited;  but  it  was  also  the  fact  that 
when  the  citation  was  sent  to  him  the 
constables  were  assaulted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
wished  to  know  whether  Mackenzie  re- 
ceived legal  or  illegal  consideration ; 
whether  he  got  more  or  less  than  the 
law  allowed,  or  no  more ;  and  what 
gratitude  he  was  expected  to  extend  to 
the  Law  OfBcers  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— ST. 
STEPHEN'S  CRYPT. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  -  BAILLIE  (St 
Pancras,  N.)  asked  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works,  Whether  the  facilities 
which  existed  previous  to  the  year  1885 
for  viewing  St.  Stephen's  Crypt  tan 
again  be  granted  ? 

Thb  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  the  Home  Office  on  the  subject, 
and  was  informed  that  the  authoritiea 
there  did  not  think  it  desirable  at  pre- 
sent that  the  crypt  should  be  re-opened. 


Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Porta- 
mouth)  ashed  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, If  it  is  the  case  that  Engineer 
officers  of  the  Royal  Navy  undet  the 
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rank  of  Chief  Engineer,  when  at  the 
Eoyal  Naval  College  at  Greenwich, 
although  holding  the  same  relative  rank 
as  Lieutenants  and  Sub  -  Lieutenants, 
are  not  allowed  to  mess  with  the  Execu- 
tive officers  of  that  rank,  but  are  placed 
in  a  mess  by  themselves;  if  so,  why  this 
distinction,  which  is  considered  by  the 
Engineer  officers  as  an  invidious  one,  is 
made,  and  why  the  same  Begulations 
as  to  messiug  could  not  be  carried  out 
at  the  Naval  College  as  on  board  ship, 
the  senior  officers  of  the  same  relative 
rank,  whether  of  the  Executive  or  Civil 
branches,  having  one  mess»  and  the 
junior  officers  of  the  same  relative  rank 
another  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
division  of  messes  is  convenient  and 
has  worked  well.  If,  however,  an  En- 
gineer officer  of  a  higher  grade  than 
the  Engineer  students  returns  to  the 
College,  after  service  at  sea,  for  a  special 
course  of  study,  it  will  be  easy  to  arrange 
that  he  should  have  the  option  of  joining 
whichever  mess  he  may  prefer. 

POLICE  (METROPOLIS)— PRIMITIVE 
METHODIST  GOSPEL  MISSION, 

Mr.  R.  chamberlain  (Islington, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  Primi- 
tive Methodist  Gospel  Mission  open  air 
services,  hitherto  conducted  in  Market 
Street,  Caledonian  Bead,  have  been  re- 
cently prohibited  by  the  police,  notwith- 
standing that  these  services  have  been 
hold  for  two  years  without  cause  for 
complaint,  and  that  a  large  majority  of 
the  ratepayers  in  the  district  is  in  favour 
of  their  continuance ;  and,  whether  he 
can  state  the  reasons  for  police  inter- 
ference if  this  has  taken  place  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  in  January  last  he  received  a- written 
complaint  from  the  inhabitants  of  Market 
Street,  Caledonian  Road,  of  the  annoy- 
ance caused  by  religious  services.  The 
services  were  not  prohibited  by  the 
police;  but  the  holder  of  the  service, 
on  being  informed  of  the  complaint, 
voluntarily  changed  the  place  of  meet- 
ing to  another  neighbouring  street, 
where  the  residents  did  not  object,  and 
where  the  services  are  now  held  with- 
out complaint. 

YOL.  OCOXXm.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


CIVIL  SERVIOE  WRITERS^ 
PROMOTION. 

Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
out  of  about  200  Civil  Service  Writers 
recommended  for  promotion  to  the 
Lower  Division  by  the  various  Heads  of 
Departments,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  Decem- 
ber, 1886,  58  of  whom  were  promoted, 
no  inquiry  by  the  Departmental  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  examine  into  the 
work,  &c.  of  such  writers  was  made  in 
the  case  of  any  writer  whose  age  hap- 
pened to  be  under  25,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  still  eligible  for  the  open 
competitive  examination  under  certiEiin 
conditions,  though  in  every  other  respect 
some  of  them  have  identical  claims  with 
those  promoted;  and,  whether,  as  the 
number  of  writers  thus  affected  is  not 
large,  and  no  restriction  of  the  kind  is 
contained  in  the  Treasury  Minute  re- 
ferred to,  besides  the  large  number  of 
competitors  in  the  open  competition, 
which  makes  it  impossible  for  more  than 
one  out  of  every  11  to  succeed,  the  ques- 
tion of  waiving  the  point  will  be  favour- 
ably considered,  with  a  view  to  having 
any  such  writer,  whose  case  otherwise 
bears  the  necessary  investigation,  pro- 
moted ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  As  the  hon.  Member  is,  no 
doubt,  aware,  entrance  to  the  Lower 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service  is  by 
competitive  examination ;  and  if  the 
standard  of  quality  of  the  Lower  Divi- 
sion is  to  be  maintained,  that  condition 
must  be  observed.  The  limits  of  age  in 
the  competition  for  the  Lower  Division 
are  17  to  20;  but  copyists  on  the 
Civil  Service  Commission's  Register  are 
allowed  a  further  period  of  five  years, 
which  is  obviously  a  great  advantage. 
The  Committee  which  dealt  with  the 
case  of  the  copyists  deemed  themselves 
precluded  from  inquiring  into  the  work 
of  any  copyist  who  is  still  within  the  age 
at  which  he  can  compete. 

WALES— THE  TITHE  AGITATION— 
EMERGENCY  MEN. 

Mr.  J.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  &o.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  as  it  is  admitted 
that  the  Solicitor  to  the  Clergy  Defence 
Association  and  the  Emergency  men  in 
attendance  upon  him  are  in  the  habit  of 
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f^oing  to  titbe  seizures  and  sales  in 
Wales  armed,  he  will  issue  sucli  in- 
structions as  will  prevent  their  doing 
so  in  future? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  As  far 
as  my  information  goes,  on  only  one 
occasion  have  the  bailiffs  gone  armed 
to  tithe  seizures,  and  then  for  special 
reasons,  which  I  have  already  stated. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  see  no 
necessity  for  issuing  instructions  on  the 
subject,  even  if  I  had  the  power  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  further  inquiry  with  regard  to 
the  wearing  of  arms  beyond  that  which 
had  resulted  in  the  answer  given  to  the 
House  on  the  23rd  of  February  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  replied  that  he  had 
made  no  further  inquiry. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  asked  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  do  so ;  because 
information  he  had  received  showed  that 
these  bailiffs  went  about  armed  at  every 
tithe  sale  and  every  tithe  distress. 

"  THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE  JOURNAL " 
—MR.  GIFFEN. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  If  he  can  state  whether  Mr. 
Giffen,  a  paid  official  of  his  Depart- 
ment, is  the  principal  proprietor  of  a 
paper  called  The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  ; 
if  the  use  of  the  name  of  a  great  public 
Department  gives  an  official  character 
to  the  paper ;  whether  the  name  was 
authorized  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  and, 
if  the  paper  in  question  is  largely  sup- 
ported by  Government  advertisements  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  Board 
of  Trade  Journal  is  the  property  of  the 
Government,  like  every  other  publica- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  neither  Mr. 
Giffen  nor  any  other  official  has  any 
proprietary  interest  in  it  of  any  kind. 
The  Journal  is  edited  by  the  Commercial 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  of 
which  Department  Mr.  Giffen  is  tho 
head,  and  in  that  capacity  he  is  one  of 
the  officers  responsible  for  its  produc- 
tion. The  profits  of  The  Journal  are 
received  by  the  Treasury,  and  no  Go- 
vernment advertisements  appear  in  it. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
aide)  asked,  if  it  was  not  the  case  that 
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Mr.  Giffen  edited  ITte  Journal  withoui  the 
receipt  of  any  salary  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEAOH : 
Certainly.  It  is  part  of  his  official 
work. 

IRELAND— THE  LAW  OFFICERS  OF 
THE  CROWN— THE  ATTORNEY  GENE- 
RAL  FOR  IRELAND. 

Mb.  a.  E.  pease  (York)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  is  the  normal  salary 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  for 
non-  contentious  business ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  case  of  the  present  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  or  any  future  At- 
torney General,  the  Government  intend, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, to  adhere  to  the  undertaking  given 
by  them  that  the  salary  should  be  fixed 
at  £4,000,  instead  of  £5,000  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  normal  salary  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  for  non-contentious 
business  is  £5,000  a-year.  The  present 
Attorney  General  receives  that  salary, 
as  did  the  late  Attorney  General.  A 
Note  will  appear  in  the  forthcoming 
Estimates  to  the  effect  that  the  salary  is 
subject  to  revision  ;  but  no  undertaking 
wfts  ever  given  by  the  Government  that 
the  salary  should  be  £4,000,  instead  of 
£5,000.  Successive  Irish  Governments 
have  expressed  a  strong  opinion  that 
the  salary  should  not  be  less  than  £5,000 
a-year,  ai  appears  from  the  printed 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  laid  be* 
fore  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  E.  pease  asked,  if  a  letter 
had  not  passed  between  the  Treasury 
and  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  which 
£4,000  was  fixed  as  the  salary  for  the 
non-contentious  business,  with  an  excep- 
tion in  the  case  of  the  present  Mr. 
Justice  Holmes,  the  then  Attorney 
General  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  the 
Correspondence  would  show  that  the 
only  official  who  advocated  £4,000 
a-year  was  Sir  Eobert  Hamilton,  the 
then  Permanent  Under  Secretary.  Suc- 
cessive Chief  Secretaries  had  been  of 
opinion  that  £5,000  was  not  at  all  too 
much  to  be  paid  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  and  he  was  glad  to  say 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  J.  Mor- 
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ley)  conourred  in  that  view  when  he  was 
Chief  Secretary. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— 
COUNTY  OF  FERMANAGH. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that 
out  of  8L  magistrates  in  County  Fer- 
managh there  are  only  four  Catholics ; 
whether  the  Catholics  are  in  a  consider- 
able majority  in  the  population  of  the 
county ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  take  any  steps  to  remove  the 
disparity  which  exists  between  the  num- 
ber of  Catholic  and  Protestant  magis- 
trates ? 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  Be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
that  Question,  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  take  any  steps  to 
hand  over  the  bulk  of  the  property,  the 
intelligence,  and  the  respectability  of 
the  Protestants  of 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Hahman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  first  paragraph  in  the  Question 
was  correct.  The  proportion  of  Roman 
Catholics  to  Protestants  in  the  county 
was  as  56  to  50.  When  gentlemen  who 
professed  the  religious  creed  of  the  ma- 
jority of  the  population  in  any  county 
in  Ireland  were  possessed  of  the  neces- 
sary qualifications  for  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
always  especially  anxious  to  consider 
favourably  their  appointment. 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1888-PREMATURE 
DELIVERY  OF  PARLIAMENTARY 
PAPERS. 

Mb.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
If  he  will  explain  how  his  statement  in 
explanation  of  the  Navy  Estimates  was 
published  and  commented  on  in  the 
London  and  Provincial  newspapers  on 
Tuesday,  although  it  was  not  delivered 
at  the  residence  of  any  Member  of  the 
House  till  Wednesday;  and,  whether 
he  can  give  an  assurance  that  any  Par- 
liamentary Paper  issuing  from  his  De- 
partment will,  in  future,  be  communi- 
cated to  all  the  Members  of  the  House 
before  it  is  communicated  to  the  news- 
paper Press  ? 


Thb  first  lord  (Lord  Geobgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing),  in 
reply,  said,  the  Memorandum  was  ready 
for  distribution  to  Members  on  Tuesday 
morning,  and  it  was  merely  owing  to 
the  mistake  of  an  official  that  the  dis- 
tribution did  not  take  place.  He  had 
directed  the  attention  of  the  Stationery 
Office  to  the  delay,  and  steps  would  be 
taken  to  prevent  its  recurrence. 

SAVING   LIFE   AT   SEA— LEGISLA- 
TION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  When  the  Saving 
Life  at  Sea  Bill  will  be  introduced,  as 
promised  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Miohakl 
Hicks-Bbaoh)  (Bristol,  W.):  The  Bill 
is  ready,  and  will  very  shortly  be  intro- 
duced in  the  House  of  Lords. 

SCOTTISH    UNIVERSITIES  —  REFORM 
AND  ENDOWMENT. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  he  can 
inform  the  House  at  what  period  of  the 
Session  the  Government  propose  to 
introduce  the  Bill  for  the  reform  and 
better  endowment  of  the  Scottish  Uni- 
versities ? 

Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  It  is  proposed  to 
introduce  this  Bill  without  delay.  If 
the  hon.  Member  will  repeat  his  Ques- 
tion next  week,  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
him  a  definite  answer. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— FLOGGING. 

Mb.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &o.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
exercise  his  power  to  prevent  any  sen- 
tence now  pending  from  being  carried 
into  efifeot  under  which  several  lucoes- 
sive  floggings  are  to  be  inflicted  on  a 
prisoner  within  six  months  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbws)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  No, 
Sir ;  it  is  not  my  intention  to  prevent 
pending  sentences  of  flogging  from 
being  carried  into  efiect,  unless  in  any 
particular  case  good  reasons  can  be 
shown  which  would  justify  my  inter- 
ference. 

V  i 
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INDIA— WORKING      OF      THE 
HOSPITALS— REPORTS  FOR  1886. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
HoKton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State   for  India,   Whethor   any  of  th. 


at  the  outset,  that  the  offloial  information 
LOCK  Jq  t(ig  posaeaiion  of  the  Seoivtary  of 
State  vraa  at  varianoe  vith  this  letter. 
Similar  charges  vere  made  in  1878,  and 
irero  ofGcially  denied  by  the  Government 
of  India.  But  I  promised  that  the  letter 
should  be  sent  out  to  the  Ooremment  of 


,ng_  official  Eoports  for  the  year    j^^.^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^j,      should  be  requeated 
.rem  the  India  Office  :-namely  '^    ;^        ^J^^   Report    ™     *>■- 

(1)  AnnualBeportofthePunjaubLock    „^„„„    „„„„.,;„„„   ti,.«;r  «, 

Hospitals  ;  (2)  Review  of  Chief  Com- 

missionor  of  Reports  on  Lock  Hospitals 

in  Central  Provinces  ;  (3)  Annual  Report 

of  working  of  Seounderabad  Look  Hoa- 

iiitals;  (4)  Report  on  Lock  Hospitals, 
British  Burmah  ;  (5)  Annual  Report  on 
Bengal  Lock  Hospitals;  (G)  Annual 
Report  of  the  working  of  Lock  Hospitals 
in  the  North-West  Provinces  and  Oudh  ; 
whether,  in  these  Reports,  giving  the 
Returns  of  ronereal  diseases  among  the 
British  troops  in  Ir;(lia  for  31  canton- 
ments, in  which  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Act  system  has  been  uninterruptedly  in 
force,  an  increase  of  disease,  in  general 
Tery  marked,  is  shown  in  22  cantonments 
in  1886  aa  oomparod  with  1884,  while 
the  decrease  in  the  other  cantonments  is 
Tery  small;  whether  the  India Oihce are 
inpoasession  of  information  as  to  whether 
the  following  statenieat  has  been  made 
by  the  medical  officer  of  the  Oantonmont 
of  Banikhet ; — 

*'  In  addition  to  tho  medical  officor'i  irevkl} 
eiaminatian  of  llio  nomon,  d-iil;  siiininiitlons 
woro  mids  br  (Uo  dbuit.  Eierj  solilicr  admitlcd 
Into  tho  atntion  lioapital  for  venereal  oompUiiit 
no*  lent  oith  a  non-com  million  ad  ofBeerto  idcn- 
liiy,  if  posaiblo,  the  woman  with  whom  hs  bnd 
oontrioled  diaoaio.  Any  woman  tbas  pointed  out 
«M  immodiatelji  eiamincd  b;  lbs  medical o Sour, 
In  the  great  mnj-iiitj  of  initanccs  tbo  womoii  «o 
examined  weru  lound  to  bu  lioalth)'  ;  " 

whether  he  can  state  the  number  of 
medical  officers  who  have  made  similar 
statements ;  and,  whether,  if  theso  Re- 
ports are  not  in  the  India  Oflioo,  he  will 
take  immediate  steps  to  obtain  them  ? 

TuE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jons  GoRar)  (Chatham): 
As  Questions  on  this  subject  are  be- 
coming frequent,  I  trust  the  Hoitso  will 
allow  me  to  make  auch  a  statement  aa 
will,  I  hope,  obviate  the  necessity  for 
mors.  A  letter  from  Umballo,  which 
contains  statements  ehocking  to  the 
moral  and  religious  aentimeats  of  many 
persons  in  this  country,  has  been  extsn- 
sively  circulated,  and  it  is  upon  this 
letter  that  the  Questions  seemed,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  be  founded.     I  stated. 


allegations  therein  contained, 
and  that,  if  anything  like  the  practices 
alleged  in  the  letter  prevailed  in  India, 
meoaurog  would  be  taken  to  seoure  that 
any  such  practices  should  be  stopped 
forthwith-  As  to  the  Acts  for  the  re- 
pression of  disease  which  are  in  force  in 
various  parta  of  India,  tho  attention  of 
tho  Government  of  India  has  been  called 
to  the  strong  representations  made  in 
this  country  against  the  maintenance  of 
such  Acts,  and  a  ftill  Report  upon  the 
entire  subject  has  been  asaed  for,  and  is 
expected  shortly  to  arrive.  But  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  no  powerto  with- 
draw this  matter  from  the  cognizance  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Goveniar 
General  and  the  Legislatures  of  Madras 
and  Bombay,  to  whioh  the  du^  of 
making  laws  for  India  has  been  dele- 
gated  by  Parliament.  Nor  canbe  sanc- 
tion any  statement  being  made  by  me  in 
the  House  of  Commons  whioh  would 
prejudge  that  full  consideration  of  the 
whole  subject  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council,  which  will  take  place  as  soon 
as  the  Report  referred  to  arrives  Of 
the  Reports  mentioned  in  the  Question 
all  are  in  the  India  Office  except  No.  1, 
and,  as  I  informed  the  hon.  Member  on 
Tuesday,  No.  8.  For  the  reasons  already 
stated  the  Secretary  of  State  declines  to 
express  any  opinion  at  present  upon  the 
oonclusiona  dravD  by  the  hon.  Member 
in  tlie  second  paragraph  of  the  Question. 
The  Cantonment  referred  to  in  the  third 
paragraph  ia  in  the  North-West  Pro- 
vinces ;  and  I  have  already  twice  stated 
that  the  Reports  from  this  district  have 
not  been  received.  The  Secretary  of 
State  does  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
ask  for  further  district  Reports  till  the 
full  Report  now  expeoted  has  been 
received. 

LONDON  GOAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL-LEai8LATI0N. 
Mn.  P10KERSGILL(Bethnal  Oreen, 
S.W.)  aaked  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
Knutsford  Division  of  Cheshire,  aa  tho 
Representative    of    the     MetropolitaB 
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Board  of  Works,  Whether  he  can  state  was  convicted  at  the  Middlesex  Sessions 

when  the  London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  and  sentenced  to  12  months*  imprison- 

Continuance  Bill    will  be  printed  and  ment  with  hard  labour, 
issued    to    Members;    whether    he    is 

aware  that  what  purport  to  be  clauses  NORWAY-TENDER  FOR  COAL 

m  the  Bill  are   now   being  circulated  SUPPLY, 

among  Local   Boards    in    the   outside  j„r       r^^-KixTTTn^r    /xt    ^i.      i.    i      i 

area;  and.  whether  this  is  being  done  J^\  ^?^^^^\  (Northumberland, 

by  the  direction  of  the   Metropolitan  Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 

Board  of  Works  ?  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  notice 

Me.  TATTON  EGEETON  (Cheshire,  l»«;8.l>een  received  at  the  Foreign  Office, 

Knutsford),  in    reply,    said,   the    Bill  "king  for  tender  for  coal  supply,  from 

would  be  printed  and  distributed  very  ^^'^  Majesty's  Consul  General  for  Nor- 

shortly.     Draft  clauses  had  been  dis-  V'^'  *"^'  ■whether  such  notice  contains 

tributed  to  the  authorities  of  the  Urban  J^"  '"*'"^«  *>.*  *?«  collieries  from  which 

andEural  Sanitary  Districts  outside  the  *»»«  ""PPlj  »!  desired ;  if  so,  whether  it 

Metropolitan  area,  but  within  the  Metro-  l"*^®  intention  of  the  Government  to 

politan  Police  District,  with  the  assent  ^o'^-a'd  such  tender,  or  to  leave  it  to 

of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  °P-^-%«SdER     SECRETARY    op 

METROPOLITAN  POLIOE-ALLEOKD  f™  il^ ^"^,^^^^1^^^ 

ASSAULTS.  received,  and   has  been  published;   it 
Mr.  BRADLAUQH   (Northampton)  does  not  contain  the  names  of  any  par- 
asked  the    Secretary  of   State   for   the  ticular  collieries. 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  depositions  BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
taken  at   Bow    Street    in    the    Queen  LAND)  BILL, 
against    John    Coleman,    John    Fahy,  d^.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
John  Wmg,  and   Thomas   John  Hen-  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  will  in- 
nessoy,    which    contain    the    following  form  the  House  of  the  number  of  clauses 
words   and  figures,  as  evidence  given  in  the  Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scot- 
m  open  Court  on  1 8th  November,  1 887,  land)  Bill  which  prescribe  penalties,  the 
before^Mr.  Vaughan   by  John   Craw-  range  of  the  pecuniary  penalties  enacted, 
^^'^  •  and  the  range  of  the  terms  of  imprison- 

"  1  was  at   the  Police   Station,  Bow  Street,  ment  prescribed  in  default  of  payment ; 

locked  up  on  a  charge,  and  I  saw    Greenwood,  if  he  will  state   the  number  of  specific 

99  E,  strike  Coleman  on  the  nose  twice.    It  was  offences   for   which   penalties   are   pre- 

botween  8-65  p.m.  and  4-30  p.m.;"  ^^^bed    in    the    Bill  f  if   he    wiU    state 

whether  the  office  copy  of  such  deposi-  how  many  of  the  proposed  oflPences  are 

tion   was  obtained  by  the    Solicitor  to  offences  under  the  present  Common  Law 

the  Treasury,  and  on  what  date ;  and,  or  General  Statute  Law  of  Scotland ; 

whether  the  Solicitor  and  Counsel   for  and,   if  he  will  take   steps   to   enable 

the  Treasury  were  both  present  in  Court  Members   to  distinguish  between    the 

when  the  evidence  was  given  ?  consolidating  and  the  amending  provi- 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  sions  of  the  Bill  by  printing  the  amend- 

Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have  ing  portions  separately,  in  the  form  of  a 

seen  the  deposition  of  John  Crawford,  Memorandum  ? 

which  is  correctly  quoted,  except  that  Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked, 

the  word  ''  twice  "  does  not  occur  in  it.  whether  it  would  be  possible  to  mark  by 

The  office  copy  of  such  deposition  was  an  asterisk  the  portions  of  the  Bill  which 

received  by  the  Treasury  Solicitor  on  contained  new  law  ? 

the  23rd  of  November.      Neither  the  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H,  A. 

Solicitor   to   the  Treasury,  nor  anyone  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 

representing  him,  nor  Counsel  for  the  drew's  Universities) :  The  Bill  to  which 

Treasury  were  present  in  the  Court  at  the  hon.  Member  refers  is  the  same  as 

Bow  Street ;  but  a  clerk  from  the  Trea-  that  which  has  been  before  the  House 

Bury    Solicitor's   Department    and    the  during  several  previous  Sessions,  and  is 

Counsel  instructed  by  him  were  present  practically  the  same  as  regards  penalties, 

on  December  9,  1887,  when   Coleman  whether  of  fine  or  impn-sonment.  I  would 
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fluprgest  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  tbe  de- 
tails of  a  Bill  before  the  House  are 
hardly  matter  for  answer  at  Question 
time.  I  shall  consider  whether  a  Memo- 
randum distinguishing  by  number  the 
consolidating  and  amending  clauses 
could  be  made  up  ;  but  I  cannot  under- 
take to  have  so  large  a  Bill  reprinted 
in  great  part  in  a  separate  form.  With 
reference  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  I  will  consider 
whether  the  making  up  of  such  a  Memo- 
randum as  he  suggests  can  be  carried 
into  effect. 

Da.  CAMERON  asked,  whether  it 
was  the  fact  that  this  Bill  had  been 
amended  in  the  House  of  Lords,  or  was 
it'  the  same  as  when  before  the  Com- 
mons ?  Was  it  not  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  contained  about  250  clauses,  enact- 
ing penalties  in  respect  of  specific 
offences  to  the  average  of  at  least  10, 
making  2,000  or  3,000  ?  Did  not  the 
penalties  range  up  to  £50,  and  the 
period  of  imprisonment  to  three  months  ? 
Would  the  Lord  Advocate  consider  the 
possibility  of  doing  what  was  done  in 
the  case  of  the  Public  Health  (Ireland) 
Bill,  where  the  pricia  was  put  at  the 
side  showing  where  the  clauses  were  got 
from? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD :  I  have 
already  said  I  shall  endeavour  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  my  hon.  Friend  with  re- 
ference to  the  number  of  clauses.  If  he 
will  confer  with  me,  I  will  be  glad  to 
consider  anything  he  might  suggest  for 
the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  decision 
of  the  Bill  ? 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  give  any  idea  of 
the  number  of  penalties  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  It 
never  entered  my  mind  to  total  up  the 
number  of  penalties.  I  think  the  real 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question  of 
penalties  is  to  consider  whether,  in  each 
case,  the  subject  of  the  penalty  is  a 
proper  one  or  not  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked,  whether  the  Bill  was 
to  be  compulsory  in  the  smaller  burghs  ? 

[No  reply.] 

AllMY  ESTIMATES,  1887— FIELD 
ARTILLERY. 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  with  reference  to  the 

Mr.  J,  II.  A.  Macdonald 


Army  Estimates  of  1887,  Whether  any 
progress  has  been  made,  and,  if  so, 
what,  in  carrying  out  the  increase  of  the 
Field  Artillery  in  guns,  men,  and  hones, 
and  in  the  formation  of  the  1 4  ammani- 
tion  columns,  on  the  understanding  of 
the  proposed  increase  to  which  the 
House  was  asked  last  year  to  assent,  to 
the  g^eat  reduction  of  the  effective  force 
of  the  Horse  Artillery,  which  was  then 
stated  to  be  essential  to  economy  ? 

The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr, 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  Field  Artillery  has  been  increased 
by  three  batteries;  while  14  batteries, 
which,  as  was  fully  explained  last  year, 
might  be  converted  on  mobilization  for 
foreign  service  into  ammunition  columns, 
have  been  reduced  to  the  peace  esta- 
blishment of  men,  horses,  and  g[un8. 
But  the  Field  Batteries  for  the  First  and 
Second  Army  Corps  have  been  raised  to 
the  strength  necessary  for  field  seryioe 
on  mobilization. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.):  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether  there  is  any  in- 
crease, and,  if  so,  what  are  the  number 
of  guns  on  the  peace  establishment  of 
the  Army  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Would  the 
noble  Lord  allow  me  to  say  that  that  is 
a  matter  to  be  explained  in  debate. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
That  is  a  matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  If  the  noble 
Lord  will  put  this  Question  to  me  in  the 
course  of  the  debate,  I  will  be  very  glad 
to  give  an  answer  to  it.  It  involves 
many  other  points  which  cannot  be  dealt 
with  in  answer  to  a  Question. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
The  simple  question  is,  whether  there 
are  more  guns  or  fewer  guns  ?  and  that 
is  a  question  of  fact. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  This  point 
arises  at  once— Does  the  noble  Lord 
mean  guns  for  the  service  of  the  Horse 
and  Field  Batteries,  or  does  he  mean,  in 
addition,  guns  in  reserve  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Guns  for  service. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Obviously  the 
noble  Lord  raises  a  matter  for  debate. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOOK- ALLAN  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther or  not  there  has  been  any  actual  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  guns  and  horses 
on  the  peace  establishment  of  the  Artil- 
lery? 
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Mr. E. STANHOPE:  No,  Sir;  there 
haa  been  no  increase  in  the  number  of 
guns  of  the  Horse  Artillery. 

8iB  HENEY  HAVELOOZ-ALLAN : 
In  tha  Field  Artillery  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Tes,  Sir;  there 
have  been  three  Field  Sattaries  added. 

CiTiAiv  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) : 
ArisiDg  out  of  thia  Question,  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Field  Batteries 
of  the  First  and  Second  Army  Corps  are 
completed  up  to  war  establishment  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  Sir.  That 
ie  a  totally  different  Question,  as  my 
bon.  and  gallant  Friend  must  know 
perfectly  well. 

POST  OFFICE— SUPPLY  OF  CLOTHING 
TO  FIRST-CLASS  POSTMEN, 

Mb.  CALDWELL  (aiaegow,  St. 
HoUox)  askad  the  Fostmaciter  Qeneral, 
Wbether  hia  attention  has  been  oalled 
to  the  Circular  of  2lBt  February,  1888, 
No.  661,  and  to  the  entry  therein,  that 
first-class  postmen  employed  in  London, 
Edinburgh,  and  Dublin  are  to  have  two 
suits  of  uniform  in  each  year,  whilst 
first-class  postmen  employed  in  Qlasgow, 
Livarpool,  Manchester,  Birmingham, 
und  other  cities  have  only  one  suit  of 
uniform  in  each  year ;  and,  what  ia  the 
reason  for  the  difference  T 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
ItAiKsa) (Cambridge University);  It  has 
long  been  the  practice  to  aupply  post- 
men employed  in  the  three  Metropolitan 
OffioOB  with  two  suits  of  uniform  in  each 
year,  and  to  supply  the  men  in  the 
Frovincea  with  one  suit  erery  eight 
months.  The  issue  of  alight  suit  to  the 
latter  class  every  alternate  year,  with 
a  winter  suit  every  year,  will  in  no  way 
lessen  the  total  amount  of  clothing 
hitherto  supplied.  It  will  thus  be  seen 
that  the  arrangement  deatribed  in  the 
Circular  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
which  was  ieaued  only  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  officers  of  the  Department, 
makea  no  change  in  the  existing  rela- 
tions between  the  postmen  in  London, 
Dublin,  and  Edinburgh,  and  those  em- 
ployed in  Provincial  offiees.  Any  excep- 
tion to  thie  arrangement  could  scarcely 
be  confined  to  Glasgow,  Liverpool,  Man- 
oheeter,  and  Birmingham. 

POST  OFFICE— DEDUCTION  OF   PAY— 

GLABOOW  Aim  HANCHE8TEB. 

Mb.    CALDWELL     (Qla^ow,    St. 

HoUoz)  asked  the  Foitmaater  General, 


Whether  it  is  the  case  that  when  Post 
Officials  are  off  duty  through  eicliness 
one-half  of  the  pay  is  deducted  in  the 
oase  of  Glasgow,  whilst  only  one-third  of 
tho  pay  is  deducted  in.  the  oase  of  Man- 
cheater  ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
reason  for  giving  thia  greater  advantage 
to  Manchester  over  Glasgow  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  such  is  the  case.  The  more  favour- 
able Rule  in  operation  in  Manchester  is 
one  of  old  standing,  and  applies  to  two 
or  three  Provincial  offices  only.  It 
would  not  be  practicable  to  extend  it  to 
the  Service  generally,  although  such  a 
privilege  in  the  case  of  a  particular  offioe 
appears  to  me  invidious,  and  only  to  be 
exouaed  on  the  ground  of  having  been 
long  recognized. 

MOROCCO— FOHEIGN  PROTECTION; 

Sia  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  subject  of  pro- 
tection in  Morocco  will  be  one  of  the 
Buhjeots  for  consideration  at  the  pro- 
posed Conference  at  Madrid,  and  how  is 
it  proposed  to  deal  with  it;  will  it  be 
discontinued  entirely,  or  only  modified ; 
and,  if  it  is  to  be  disoontinned,  what  will 
be  substituted  for  it  on  behalf  of  those 
in  whose  favour  it  has  hitherto  existed? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fzaacssoif)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  request  of  the 
Moorish  Government  for  a  modification  of 
existing  Treaty  stipulations  in  regard  to 
foreign  protection  will  be  considered  in 
the  approaching  Conference.  No  pre- 
liminary decision  haa  been  come  to 
respecting  the  abolition  or  modification 
of  such  protectorates ;  and  no  opinion 
oan  now  be  given  upon  the  measures 
which  might  be  expedient  in  an  altered 
state  of  circumstances,  until  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Conference  have  been  made 
upon  the  oase  to  be  submitted  to  them. 

THAMES  CONSERVANCY  BOAED— 
COMPOSITION. 

Ma.  BAUMANN  (Cambei-well,  Peek- 
ham)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  large 
commercial  and  traffic  interests  connected 
with  the  Port  of  London,  be  will  eon- 
aider  the  desirability  of  nominating,  on 
the  first  vacancy  for  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board,  some  Member  of  thia 
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House    representiDg    a    riparian    con- 
stituenoy  ? 

TnE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Bkaoh)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Five  of 
the  members  of  the  Thames  Conservanoy 
Board  are  appointed  by  the  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  London,  and  six  others  are 
elected  by  the  commercial  and  traffic 
interests  to  which  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
presume,  refers.  The  Board  of  Trade 
oan  only  nominate  two  of  the  23  mem- 
bers,  so  that  I  cannot  give  such  an  un- 
dertaking as  my  hon.  Friend  desires, 
though,  of  course,  on  a  vacancy  his 
suggestion  will  be  considered. 

TRUCK  AMENDMENT  ACT— SERVANTS 
IN  HUSBANDRY. 

Mr.  C.  T.  D.  ACLAND  (Cornwall, 
Launoeston)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  the  Truck  Amendment  Act  of 
last  Session  renders  it  illegal  for  farmers 
and  other  employers  of  servants  in 
husbandry  to  make  a  custom  of  giving 
regularly  to  such  servants  in  husbandry 
intoxicating  liquors  as  a  remuneration 
for  services,  in  such  a  manner  that 
such  servants  might  be  led  to  expect, 
without  any  express  contract,  that  such 
liquor  would  be  supplied  to  them  gratis 
all  through  hay  or  corn  harvest,  or  at 
any  other  season  of  the  year  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EicnARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
It  is  in  every  case  a  question  of  fact 
whether  giving  intoxicating  liquor  is 
expressly  or  by  implication  a  part  of  the 
contract  of  service.  No  other  general 
answer  can  be  given  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question. 

CRIMINAL     LAW    AND      PROCEDURE 

(IRELAND)   ACT,    1887— PHOCLAIMED 

MEETING  AT  YOUGHAL. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Iwibhto 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice — 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  large  force  of 
extra  police  and  military  has  been 
suddenly  drafted  into  the  town  of 
Youghal ;  and,  if  so,  with  what  object  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  have 
no  official  information  about  the  extra 
police  being  drafted  into  Youghal ;  but 
as  a  meetiug  in  Youghal  has  been  pro- 
claimed, whose  object  was  to  celebrate 
the  death  of  Hanlon  in  an  encounter 
between  the  police  and  the  people,  it  is 
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possible  that  the  police  authority  thonght 
it  was  necessary  to  take  precautions  to 
preserve  the  peace,  and  that  is  the  fact 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  alludes. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Oan  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  the  House  on  what 
grounds  the  Government  acted  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  the  object 
of  the  meeting  was  to  celebrate  the  anni- 
versary of  the  encounter  between  the 
people  and  the  police,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  see  that  the  object  was  not 
calculated  to  preserve  the  peace. 

THE  EMPEROR  OF  GERMANY, 

Mr.  HULSE  (Salisbury)  asked, 
Whether  the  Government  were  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  any  communication  to  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  Emperor 
of  Germany? 

The  first  LORD  of  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :  I  greatly  regret  to  say 
that  the  information  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  received  is  not  of  a  re- assur- 
ing character)  and  that  His  Imperial 
Majesty  appears  to  be  in  a  very  critical 
condition. 

CIVIL   SERVICE     (IRELAND)— ACTION 
OF  AN  OFFICIAL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  IrelandyWhether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  published  to- 
day by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  recommending  to  the  country  a 
pamphlet  by  an  Irish  barrister  named 
Brougham  Leeoh,  which  is  to  be  had, 
price  3(^.,  at  Ridgeway's,  Piccadilly,  on 
I'he  Continuity  of  the  Irish  Revolutionary 
Movement;  whether  Leech  is  Examiner 
of  Title  to  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Commission,  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  a- 
year;  and,  whether  the  Government 
approves  of  one  of  the  officials  of  this 
Department  becoming  a  Primrose  Pam- 
phleteer, and  attacking  the  political 
objects  of  one  of  the  great  Parties  in  tihe 
State  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  have  not  seen  the  letter 
nor  the  pamphlet. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Estimates  for  the 
salary  of  this  gentleman,  who  is  paid  by 
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taxpayers  of  all  opinions,  I  will  call  at- 
tention to  this  gentleman  debasing  his 
position  by  Party  action,  and  to  the  fact 
that  Mr.  Qoorgo  Fottrell,  when  Solicitor 
to  the  Land  Commission  in  1882,  was 
dismissed  by  Mr.  Forster  for  publishing 
a  pamphlet  merely  recommending 
tenants  to  buy  their  farms. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    BAY. 


SUPPLY.-COMMITTEK. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [5th  March],  ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  "  (for 
Committee  of  Supply). 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  an 
humblo  Address  bo  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
praying  that,  in  order  accurately  to  ascertain 
our  position,  She  may  be  graciously  pleased  to 
appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  requirements  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Empire." — (iSir  WalUr  Bariielot.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumtd, 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  EMPIRE. 
[adjourned  debate.] 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Faddington,  S.) :  In  rising  to  take  part 
in  this  debate  I  must  ask  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  for  two  reasons — in  the 
first  place,  because  I  am  afraid  that  I 
shall  greatly  exceed  the  limit  permitted 
by  those  who  think,  and  who  think 
rightly,  that  speeches  should  never  ex- 
ceed 20  minutes  in  duration ;  and, 
secondly,  because,  although  I  have  been 
in  the  House  of  Commons  for  a  not 
altogether  inconsiderable  period,  this  is 
the  first  occasion  on  which  I  have  ever 
taken  part  in  a  debate  on  Army  matters, 
with  the  exception  of  a  few  unimportant 
remarks  in  the  Committee  of  Supply 
last  year.  On  Monday  the  House  com- 
menced a  debate  of  unusual  importance, 
and  I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
since  the  great  debates  on  Army  Organi- 
zation, which  will  be  well  within  the 
recollection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite — the  debates  which  took  place 
in  1869,  1870,  and  1871— we  have  had 
no  such  debates  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons so  important  as  the  one  which  the 


House  is  now  engaged  in  carrying  on. 
An  important  Motion  has  been  brought 
before  the  House,  and  I  think  the  House 
will  act  wisely  if  it  endeavours  to  arrive 
at  what  I  may  call  the  real  meaning  of 
that  Motion.  Primd  facie  the  Motion, 
as  appears  from  its  wording,  is  a  de- 
mand for  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  requirements  for  the  protection 
of  the  Empire.  That  is  a  meaning  to 
which  I  attach  comparatively  minor  im- 
portance ;  the  real  meaning  I  hold  to 
be  that  it  is  a  concerted  and  combined 
action  on  the  part  of  those  who,  without 
any  impropriety,  may  be  regarded  as 
the  direct  and  trusted  Representatives  of 
the  two  Services  in  this  House  in  order 
to  stop  your  leaving  the  Chair,  Sir,  for 
the  purpose  of  the  House  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Army  Estimates,  The 
meaning  of  the  Motion  appears  to  me  to 
be  this.  It  is  a  great  and  loud  cry 
raised  by  the  Representatives  of  the  Ser- 
vices— a  cry  of  alarm  at  our  present  con- 
dition as  regards  offensive  and  defensive 
preparations ;  it  is  a  great  and  loud  ory 
of  intense  distress  at  the  present  con- 
dition of  our  military  organization. 
There  is  one  feature  about  this  Parlia- 
ment which  is  worthy  of  notice.  I  doubt 
whether  in  any  former  Parliament  the 
Services  have  been  so  strongly  repre- 
sented as  they  are  in  the  present  House. 
I  do  not  wish  the  House  to  be  led  away 
into  any  discussion  as  to  whether  that 
is  a  wise  arrangement  or  not.  By  con- 
sulting a  work  which  is  in  favour  with 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  I 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  is  incorrect, 
I  find  that  the  Services  are  represented 
more  or  less  directly  in  the  House  by  no 
less  than  178  Members;  therefore  the 
strength  of  the  representation  of  the 
Services  is  most  unusual,  and  probably 
has  never  been  equalled  or  even  ap- 
proached in  any  previous  Parliament, 
and  may  possibly  never  be  equalled 
again.  What  happened  on  Monday 
night?  Many  speakers  addressed  the 
House,  and  of  all  the  speakers  who  ad- 
dressed the  House,  and  who  all,  except 
one,  belonged  to  the  Services,  and  may 
be  said  to  have  represented  the  Services, 
every  single  Member  who  spoke  was 
agreed  with  every  other  Member  who 
represented  the  Services  in  assailing  the 
position  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
taken  up  with  regajrd  to  this  Motion. 
There  can  be  no  question  among  us,  as 
practical  and  reasonable  beings,  that  oi; 
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all  questions  of  technical  administration 
and  management  the  authority  of  the 
Eepresentatives  of  the  Seryices  must 
stand  high.  What  was  the  most  remark- 
able and  will  continue  to  be  the  most 
remarkable  feature  was  the  absolute 
unanimity  which  characterized  the 
declarations  of  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tlemen who  represent  the  Services. 
Unanimity  has  not  always  characterized 
the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Services. 
There  have  been  g^eat  divisions  with 
reference  to  the  Army  ;  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  advocate  a  particular  reform 
and  was  contradicted  by  another ;  and  if 
you  take  the  great  debates  on  Army 
Organization  which  characterized  the 
years  I  have  before  alluded  to — I  mean 
the  debates  on  the  introduction  of  Short 
Service  and  the  abolition  of  Purchase — 
you  find  a  sharp  division  of  military 
opinion  on  the  merits  and  demerits  of 
those  reforms.  The  bulk  of  Army  opinion 
was  against  them,  but  there  were  many 
distinguished  soldiers  who  sided  with 
the  Government  of  tho  day  and  advo- 
cated the  reforms.  The  unanimity 
which  you  now  have  among  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Services  with  regard  to 
the  merits  of  this  particular  Motion  is 
almost  unparalleled,  and  is,  I  think, 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  House. 
The  Motion  before  the  House  deals 
with  absolute  matters  of  fact — 
that  is  its  peculiar  feature.  There 
is  absolute  unanimity  among  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Services  as  to  the 
matters  which  they  allege  to  be  facts. 
In  connection  with  this  point,  I  should 
like  to  allude  to  the  speech  of  the 
Financial  Secretary  on  Monday  night. 
Nothing  is  more  easy  to  criticize  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  debating  advantage 
than  the  speeches  made  in  this  House  by 
those  whom  I  may  call  soldiers  and 
sailors.  They  are  men  not  of  words,  but 
of  action  ;  and  we  may  take  it  that,  with 
the  brilliant  exception  of  the  hon.  and 
gallantMember  for  Birkenhead  (General 
Hamley),  nothing  is  more  easy  than  to 
take  debating  advantage  of  the  speeches 
made  by  them  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Financial  Secretary  would  have  done 
well  if  he  had  recollected  that  fact  before 
administering  the  severe  snubbing  he 
did  to  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Army 
on  Monday  night.  He  should  have  re- 
membered that  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tlemen who  addressed  the  House  were 
speaking  on  matters  with  which  they 
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were  directly  and  intimately  acquainted, 
and  that  it  was  only  by  the  exercise  of 
politeness,  charity,  and  a  vigoroas  imagi- 
nation that  they  could  attribute  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  a  similar  know- 
ledge. With  respect  to  the  speeches  of 
the  Eepresentatives  of  the  Serrice,  I 
would  wish  the  House  to  draw,  as  I  do, 
a  very  broad  distinction  between  the 
statements  of  fact  which  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentlemen  put  before  the  House, 
and  the  remedies  which  they  propose  for 
the  grievances  which  they  allege  to  exist. 
They,  one  and  all,  by  different  argu- 
ments and  by  different  allegations,  as- 
serted our  position,  from  a  military  point 
of  view,  to  be  in  a  deplorable  ana  un- 
satisfactory condition,  and  that  notwith- 
standing the  immense  and  increasing 
expenditure  which  the  House  has  been 
called  upon  to  defray  in  respect  of  the 
Army  of  j  this  country.  It  would  cer- 
tainly appear,  from  some  of  the  speeches 
made,  that  the  only  remedy  proposed 
was  that  we  should  spend  more  money. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  is  their 
remedy ;  but  if  it  is,  I  am  at  issue  with 
them.  My  remedy,  if  their  statements 
of  fact  are  true,  is — **  Eeform  your 
system."  If  you  reform  your  system,  I 
am  convinced  that  the  money  which  is 
spent  now  will  be  amply  sufficient,  and 
more  than  amply  sufficient,  to  maintain 
your  Army  in  a  fairly  efficient  and  satis- 
factory condition.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider the  nature  of  our  system  of  mili- 
tary organization.  There  is  one  feature 
about  it  which  is  absolutely  unparalleled 
in  any  other  country  in  the  world.  No 
other  country  has  a  military  system  at 
all  approaching  ours,  and  that  drives  us 
to  one  of  two  conclusions.  Either  our 
system  is  so  good  that  no  other  country 
can  at  all  approach  it,  or  it  is  so  bad 
that  no  other  country  would  adopt  any 
part  of  it.  The  House  can  form  an  opi- 
nion for  itself  as  to  which  is  likely  to  he 
the  case.  The  system  is  this— it  is  a 
most  curious  mixture  of  civil  and  mili- 
tary elements,  the  great  feature  of  which 
is  that  the  civil  element  predominates 
over  the  military,  which  is  subordinate 
to  the  civil.  The  consequence  is  that 
the  responsibility  to  Parliament  is  laid 
upon  the  civil  element  alone,  and  alto- 
gether taken  away  from  the  military 
element.  There  is  no  connection  what- 
ever between  the  military  heads  of  the 
Army  and  the  Parliament  of  this  country. 
That,  I  believe,  is  a  correct  statement  of 
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our  military  system ;  and  cot  only  is 
there  no  approach  to  it  in  other  coun- 
tries, but  our  military  system,  compared 
with  that  of  other  countries,  is  very 
costly.  Now,  Sir,  we  are  told  by  the 
Hepresentatives  of  the  Services  in  this 
House,  speaking  with  responsibility  and 
authority,  that  this  system,  which  costs 
more  than  any  other  system,  is  useless, 
and  worse  than  useless ;  it  is  a  mis- 
chievous system,  which  gives  no  results 
in  the  shape  of  the  military  preparations 
which  the  country  has  i^  right  to  expect. 
That  that  is  the  result  is  not  a  matter  of 
surprise.  You  have  made  arrangements 
by  which  military  men,  who  from  their 
youth  have  studied  and  mastered  all  the 
intricacies  of  military  service,  are  placed 
in  direct  subordination  to  civilians,  who 
have  had  no  such  training,  and  who,  from 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  are  incapable 
of  acquiring  it.  You  apply  to  the  Army 
a  system  which  I  venture  to  say  you 
would  not  uphold  and  maintain  in  any 
other  case.  I  will  draw  a  homely  ana- 
logy. Supposing  the  Prime  Minister  of 
this  country  were  to  select  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chero)  to  be  the  head  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  were  to  appoint  him  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  or  supposing  he 
wore  to  select  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Sleaford  (Mr.  Chaplin)  to  be  head  of 
the  Legal  Profession  and  make  him  Lord 
Chancellor,  the  result  would  be  that  the 
public  mind  would  be  shocked  by  such 
appointments.  A  man  who  made  such 
appointments  ought  to  be  placed  under 
legal  restraint.  But  that  which  is  sup- 
posed to  be  an  insane  action  in  eccle- 
siastical or  in  legal  matters  is  regarded 
as  a  perfectly  sane  act  in  the  manage- 
ment of  military  affairs.  Not  only  are 
military  training,  military  life,  and 
military  experience  not  required  in 
the  case  of  War  Office  appointments, 
but  I  believe  I  do  not  go  too  far 
when  I  say  that  military  training, 
military  life,  and  military  experience 
are  almost  a  disqualification  for  official 
appointments  at  the  War  Office.  In 
what  I  am  about  to  say  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  throw  any  blame  upon  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  for  War.  When  the 
present  Secretary  for  War  was  appointed 
he  endeavoured  to  put  an  end  to  the 
many  curious  anomalies  which  un- 
doubtedly prevailed  in  his  Depart- 
ment. The  Secretary  of  State,  in  his 
Statement  on  the  Army  Estimates,  has 


mentioned  certain  reforms  which  he  has 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
civil  authority  of  the  control  over  the 
Army.  The  Secretary  of  State  regarded 
that  as  a  primary  feature  of  re-organiza- 
tion. What  strikes  me,  however,  is  that 
by  this  so-called  reform  certain  offices 
have  been  abolished  and  others  have 
been  set  up  in  their  places,  and  the 
heads  of  the  abolished  Departments 
have  been  placed  in  other  positions. 
That  is  the  character,  as  a  rule,  of  War 
Office  re-organizations.  The  Secretary 
for  War  has  abolished  the  offices  of 
Director  and  Assistant  Director  of  Sup- 
plies and  Transport,  which  were  formerly 
respectively  filled  by  Sir  A.  Haliburton 
and  by  Mr.  Lawson  at  salaries  of  £  1 ,200 
and  of  £1,000  per  annum.  But  although 
these  gentlemen  ceased  to  exist  in  their 
former  characters,  they  now  re-appear — 
resurrected  as  it  were — Sir  A.  Hali- 
burton as  Assistant  Under  Secretary  for 
War,  with  a  salary  of  £  1 ,  200  per  annum, 
and  Mr.  Lawson  as  Assistant  I)eputy 
Accountant  General,  at  a  salary  of  £  1 ,  000 
per  annum?  Will  the  House  believe 
that  there  was  already  in  existence  an 
Assistant  Under  Secretary  for  War,  at  a 
salary  of  £1,500  per  annum,  in  the  per- 
son of  (]!olonel  Deedes,  who  has  no  duty 
to  perform  except  to  look  after  the  mes- 
sengers at  the  War  Office,  and  who  has 
now  the  aid  of  Sir  A.  Haliburton  to 
assist  him  in  the  discharge  of  that 
laborious  work  ?  There  were  already  in 
existence  two  Assistant  Deputy  Ac- 
countant Generals,  one  with  £1,200  and 
the  other  £1,000  a-year;  but  they  ap- 
parently are  not  sufficient  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  their  office,  and  Mr. 
Lawson  has  been  appointed  to  assist 
them  with  a  salary  of  £1,000  per  annum. 
That  is  not  all.  In  the  place  of  the 
Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment two  new  offices  have  been 
created.  There  has  been  created  a  Di- 
rector of  Ordnance  Factories,  and  the 
gentleman  who  holds  that  office  is 
General  Maitland,  who  was  formerly 
one  of  the  Superintendents  of  the  Gun 
Factories  at  a  salary  of  £950.  His 
salary  is  now  doubled,  and  he  receives 
£1,800  a-year,  and  what  is  more  remark- 
able, although  I  have  nothing  personal 
to  say  against  the  gallant  officer,  is  that 
he  was  singled  out  by  the  Commission, 
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guns.  The  Secretary  for  War,  in  the 
course  of  his  Statement,  used  the  follow- 
ing language: — 


'*  Amoni:  the  adrnntages  which  I  anticipate 
from  this  alteration,  I  place  first  the  fact  that  the 
Military  Authorities  will  now  be  enabled  to  take 
a  comprehensire  view  of  the  whole  condition  of 
the  military  resources  of  the  country,  of  our  re- 
quirements, and  of  ihe  means  available  for  meet- 
ing them.  All  the  threads  are  in  their  own 
hands.  Any  scheme  put  forward  by  them  should 
be  founded  upon  full  knowledge  of  all  surround- 
ing conditions,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  will  be 
enabled  to  rely  upon  them  for  advice  as  to  the 
comparative  importance  of  all  proposals  for  Army 
expenditure.*' 

In  view  of  that  statement,  what  I  wish 
to  ask  is  whether  the  Commander-in- 
Ohief  and  his  great  Military  Advisers 
were  parties  to  that  paragraph  in  his 
published  statement  ?  Are  they  aware 
of  the  increased  responsibility  which  has 
been  thrown  upon  them,  and  are  they 
willinff  to  accept  that  increased  responsi- 
bility? Do  they  admit  that  they  have 
greater  power  than  formerly  ?  If  not, 
and  if  the  statement  is  a  mere  expression 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  for  War, 
with  all  due  respect  to  him,  it  is  not 
worth  the  paper  it  is  printed  upon.  The 
Secretary  for  War  says  that  all  the 
management  of  the  Army  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  Military  Authorities.  That  is 
quite  contrary  to  the  facts.  The  most 
important  matters  connected  with  Army 
administration,  such  as  those  relating  to 
contracts  for  clothing  and  manfacturing 
ordnance,  are  absolutely  removed  from 
the  knowledge  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  fail  to  see 
how  all  the  great  Army  administration 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Military  Autho- 
rities. Now  I  come  to  a  much  more 
important  question — that  relating  to  the 
Estimates.  Under  the  Order  in  Council 
which  created  the  present  Office  of  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, the  duties  of  that 
officer  were  greatly  enlarged,  and  the 
Commander-in-Chief  was  charged  with 
the  duty  of  preparing  these  Estimates. 
If  the  House  turns  to  the  duty  of  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office, 
they  will  find  that  he  is  charged  with 
the  duty  of  compiling  the  Estimates. 
Will  the  Secretary  of  State  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  preparing  and  com- 
piling the  Estimates  ?  Does  compiling 
really  mean  adding  up  the  Commander- 
in-Chiefs  figures  to  see  whether  he  has 
made  any  mistake  in  his  arithmetic,  or 
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does  it  mean  going  over  the  Estimates, 
reducing  some  amounts  Q.^q^  by  the 
Commander-in-Chief  and  increasing 
others  ?  That  is  a  most  important 
point.  If  you  have  not  giyen  any 
financial  control  to  the  Military  Autho- 
rities you  have  not  increased  their  re- 
sponsibility nor  their  control  over  the 
Army.  The  control  over  the  Army  depends 
upon  financial  control ;  and  if  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  preparation  of  the  Estimates  matters 
are  left  exactly  where  they  were  before. 
That  argument  'is  incapable  of  being 
contradicted,  but  in  spite  of  this  the 
Secretary  of  State  says  that  now,  for  the 
first  time,  he  has  been  able  to  rely  on 
the  Military  Authorities.  That  is  a  most 
extraordinary  statement.  I  altogether 
deny  its  accuracy,  and  I  assert,  if  former 
Secretaries  of  State  have  not  been  able 
to  rely  on  their  Military  Advisers,  nothing 
which  takes  place  in  the  War  Offioe  will 
enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to  rely  upon 
them  now.  I  would  like  with  regard 
to  our  present  position,  and  with  regard 
to  this  question  of  military  responsibility 
and  military  control,  to  read  to  the 
House  some  extracts  from  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Hoyal  Commission  by 
a  witness  of  the  highest  authority. 
Lord  Wolseley,  in  his  evidence  last  year 
as  to  the  civil  establishments,  used  these 
most  remarkable  expressions,  which  are 
well  worthy  of  the  serious  consideration 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  In  reply 
to  Question  2,473,  Lord  Wolseley 
said — 

*'  The  tendency  of  all  our  military  administra- 
tion, 80  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  judge  of  it, 
has  been  to  make  military  men  extrayagant,  has 
been  to  make  them  spending  animals  instead  ot 
economical  animals.  You  hare  divided  the  great 
administration  of  the  Army  into  the  military  and 
into  the  ciTil,  and  you  have  strictly  reseired  to 
the  civil  branches  everything  connected  with 
finance  and  everything  bearing  upon  ceonomy. 
The  result  is,  ns  might  bo  expected  from  auch  a 
system,  that  the  Military  Commander  and  his 
Stafif  consider  that  thoy  have  absolutely  no 
responsibility  about  money,  and  in  all  the  de-> 
mands  and  requests  they  make  for  atorca  or  for 
money  they  do  not  think  of  economy,  having  been 
taught  that  tho  economical  side  of  the  question 
is  entirely  to  be  dealt  with  by  tho  financial  peoplo 
in  the  War  Office.  Whereas,  according  to  my 
notions,  if  you  threw  upon  officers  commanding 
districts  and  all  the  stations  throughout  tho 
world  a  certain  amount  of  financial  responsibility, 
you  would  make  them  rery  anxious  to  economize 
for  the  Public  Service ;  their  reputation  would 
then  be  at  stake,  and  they  would  hesitate  before 
they  made  any  extravagant  demands." 


601 


Proieetum  of 


{M^BOH  8,  1888} 


the  JSmpire, 


60i 


In  reply  to  Question  2,528,  Lord 
Wolseley  said — 

"My  experieDoe  is  that  when  soldiers  are 
trusted,  as  I  hare  seen  them,  as  GoTernors  and 
in  that  sort  of  position  abroad  they  are  more  par- 
ticular about  public  money  and  more  eoonomioal 
than  anyone  else." 

In  reply  to  Question  2,529,  Lord 
Wolseley  said — 

"  Now  ir  the  oflScer  is  eoonomioal  ho  gets  no 
credit  for  it.    Uo  is  looked  upon  as  a  fool.'' 

That  is  one  of  the  results  of  your  curious 
military  system.  Now,  Sir,  these  are 
Lord  Wolseley's  statements  before  a 
Eoyal  Oommistion.  But  he  gave  further 
evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  placing  a 
cirilian  in  a  responsible  position  over 
military  men.  In  reply  to  Question 
2,250,  Lord  Wolseley  said— 

"  I  think  it  a  very  ridiculous  thing  to  bring  a 
gentleman  into  the  War  Office  and  mako  him 
responsible  for  supplying  the  Army  with  the  most 
important  implements  they  bate  to  make  use  of, 
thoir  arms,  great  guns,  die,  who  may  be  abso- 
lutely ignorant  of  OTorything  connected  with  war, 
or  the  requirements  of  war,  or  the  stores  made 
uso  of  in  war.** 

In  reply  to  Question  2,460,  he  said — 

"  1  think  that  the  amount  of  effeotire  work,  as 
far  as  the  Army  is  concerned,  that  n  Parliamen- 
tary gentleman  coming  into  the  War  Officeo  an  do 
is  rery  smalL  I  do  not  think  the  public  have 
any  Tory  great  return  for  the  salary  he  recelTos. 
lie  brings  no  special  knowledge  to  bear  upon  any 
of  the  very  difficult  subjects  ho  is  asked  to  deal 
with.  He  is  the  fifth  wheel  of  the  coach.  The 
only  thing  I  know  he  really  can  do  is  to  answer 
Questions  in  the  House.  If  he  interferes  with 
people  he  has  to  deal  with  he  interferes  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  Army,  and  if  he  does  not  interfere 
with  them,  what  good  is  he,  and  for  what  purpose 
is  he  there  f  ** 

Lord  Wolseley  thought  that  Parlia- 
mentary Gentlemen  could  answer  Ques- 
tions in  the  House  of  Commons ;  could 
the  Secretary  of  State  answer  the 
last  question  put  by  Lord  Wolseley? 
It  is  only  fair  to  say  that  the  statement 
was  made  about  the  Surveyor  General. 
Lord  Wolseley,  who  had  been  through 
many  campaigns  and  who  was  a  G.O.S., 
being  subordinate  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  dependent  on  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  his  existence,  could  not  apply 
that  language  to  his  official  superior; 
but  I  am  putting  no  extravagant  con- 
struction on  Lord  Wolseley's  words  if 
I  were  to  say — Mutato  nomin$  de  te 
fahula  narratur.  I  trust  these  extracts 
I  am  reading  will  not  weary  the  House, 
but  the  opinions  of  Lord  Wolseley  are 
extremely  important.     Lord  Wolseley 


contrasts  our  system  with  the  German 
system,  and  that  is  a  very  important 
matter.  Lord  Wolseley,  in  answer  to 
Question  2,388,  said: — 

"  Germany  is  diWded  into  19  Army  Corps,  and 
•aoh  Army  Corps  is  as  independent  almost  as 
England  is  of  Ireland.  It  has  its  own  establish- 
ment, its  own  headquarters,  and  its  own  storago 
accommodation.  It  has  its  own  transport  and 
everything  complete,  and  there  is  allotted  to  it, 
to  tho  General  Officer  commanding,  so  much 
money  on  an  estimate,  and  he  manipulates  the 
wholo  thing,  and  is  responsible  to  whoever  is  the 
financial  man  at  tho  financial  headquarters.** 

Thus  we  see  that  the  German  system 
is  in  direct  opposition  to  our  own. 
For  the  moment  I  leave  the  matter  there, 
in  order  to  relate  an  interesting  experi- 
ence of  my  own.  When  I  passed  through 
Berlin  the  other  day,  I  was  fortunate 
enough  to  make  the  acquaintance  of  a 
captain  of  one  of  the  regiments  of 
Hussars.  He  was  good  enough  to  ofiPer 
to  show  me  all  of  what  I  may  call  the 
domestic  economy  of  his  regiment.  I 
may  mention  that  this  officer  was  a  man 
of  high  station,  the  heir  to  a  great  for- 
tune. That  officer  went  to  his  regiment 
every  morning  at  6  o'clock,  remaining 
with  it  until  12,  when  he  left.  He  re- 
turned to  his  regiment  at  1  o'clock,  and 
neyer  left  it  until  5  or  6  o'clock  in  the 
evening.  That  is  the  way  in  which  the 
Prussian  Army  works.  The  reason  of 
the  greater  efficiency  of  that  Army  is 
because  of  the  responsibility  which  the 
German  system  puts  on  the  officer,  as  I 
shall  show  the  House.  The  German 
officer  has  not  only  military  control,  but 
also  financial  control ;  and  the  manner 
in  which  an  officer  manages  his  regiment 
and  the  finances  of  his  regiment  is  the 
measure  of  his  promotion.  Well,  what 
did  this  officer  show  me  f  He  showed 
me  the  whole  of  the  squadron  of  about 
150  men  in  all  its  working.  That  squad- 
ron was  oomplete  in  every  single  par- 
ticular. The  whole  of  the  money  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  regiment  was 
allotted  to  the  colonel  of  the  regiment, 
who,  with  the  five  captains  of  the  five 
squadrons,  dealt  with  that  money  en- 
tirely as  they  thought  fit.  They  made 
their  own  contracts,  bought  their  own 
supplies,  purchased  all  their  articles,  ex- 
cept horses  and  actual  stores  and  guns. 
He  showed  me  the  storehouse  of  the 
squadron.  There  were  in  it  duplicates, 
triplicates,  and  all  the  stages  beyond 
triplicates  of  every  single  article  of 
equipment   or   accoutrement    whicli   a 
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Oavalry  regiment  could  possibly  want. 
There  were  three  or  four  suits  of  clothes, 
three  or  four  sets  of  pouches  and  helmets; 
in  fact,  they  had  every  sort  of  thing  in 
their  storehouse  in  duplicate  and  in  tri- 
plicate. Will  the  House  believe  that 
the  great  rivalry  between  regiments  in 
Germany  is  not  to  spend,  but  to  econo- 
mize money,  so  that  their  stores  may  be 
better  and  greater  in  extent  than  the 
squadron  of  any  other  regiment  ?  That 
is  the  result  of  putting  financial  power 
in  the  hands  of  a  soldier ;  and  it  is  a 
fact  that  every  Prussian  regiment  going 
to  war  is  turned  out  with  every  article 
brand  new  from  beginning  to  end.  That 
regiment  of  which  I  am  speaking  could 
have  gone  at  12  hours'  notice,  and  not 
one  single  letter  of  any  sort  or  kind 
need  have  passed  between  them  and  the 
War  Office.  I  venture  to  state  that  not 
one  single  regiment  could  be  moved  in 
this  country  without  reams  and  files  and 
folios  of  correspondence,  extending  over 
a  period  of  several  days,  and  that  is  your 
system  and  your  military  efficiency.  I 
have  given  to  the  House  an  instance  of 
a  Prussian  regiment,  and  from  one  in- 
stance you  may  learn  all .  They  are  all 
alike.  I  give  the  House  now  an  instance 
of  an  English  regiment  which  also  came 
under  my  personal  notice  last  year.  An 
officer  commanding  one  of  our  crack 
Cavalry  regiments  required  for  his  regi- 
ment new  ammunition  pouches.  He 
applied  for  them,  and  after  a  time  he 
got  them.  When  he  got  them,  how- 
ever, he  found  that  the  straps  across  the 
shoulders  were  so  weak  that  when  the 
pouches  were  full  of  ammunition  the 
straps  broke,  and  the  ammunition  tum- 
bled out.  This  defect  was  brought  to 
the  notice  of  the  War  Office,  but  at  first 
they  did  not  believe  it.  There  was  a 
long  correspondence,  but  at  last  the  War 
Office  replied  and  admitted  that  they 
were  bad,  and  new  pouches  were  sent. 
When  they  arrived,  it  was  found  that 
they  would  not  hold  the  regulation 
quantity  of  cartridges.  Again  the 
colonel  commanding  brought  the  matter 
to  the  notice  of  the  War  Office,  who 
were  most  indignant  and  perfectly  in- 
credulous. A  prolonged  correspondence 
ensued  with  the  War  Office,  but  at  last 
a  solemn  inspection  was  made  of  those 
pouches,  and  the  statement  was  found 
to  be  correct.  The  colonel  told  me  only 
the  other  day  that,  after  a  correspond- 
ence extending  over  more  than  a  year, 
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he  had  at  last  sncoeeded  in  getiuig^  a 
crack  Cavalry  regiment  proper  ammuni- 
tion pouches:  From  that  you  may  get 
a  most  perfect  picture  of  the  beauties 
of  the  German  and  English  systems. 
That  is  an  instance  which  may  not  be 
contradicted.  But  the  absurdities  of  the 
War  Office  are  worthy  of  a  moment's 
notice.  Lord  Wolseley,  in  his  evidence, 
stated  to  the  Royal  Commission  that  a 
man  in  Canada  who  had  claimed  on  the 
War  Office  for  2».  6d.  had  to  sign  his 
name  19  different  times  for  it.  In  the 
Report  by  the  Committee  which  audits 
the  accounts  of  the  Woolwich  factory 
there  is  a  passage  as  to  the  query  sheet. 
On  the  question  of  payments  made,  it 
had  to  be  signed  or  initialled  by  no 
fewer  than  eight  persons,  and  after  one 
year's  labour  of  those  eight  persons  in 
reference  to  this  particular  question  the 
result  was  a  total  disallowance  of  28.  Ad. 
Then,  in  another  passage,  Lord  Wolseley 
speaks  of  the  many  signatures  required, 
and  says  that  '^  much  labour  is  bestowed 
on  most  trifling  amounts."  But  what 
does  Lord  Wolseley  say  with  regard  to 
his  own  work  ?  Here  is  what  the  Adju- 
tant General  of  the  Army  says — 

"  Taking:  ^1  own  n ork,  there  ii  luch  an  im- 
menie  amount  of  small  work  that,  instead  of 
haTing  time  for  serious  and  big  lubjeots,  one's 
time  is  taken  up  in  reading*  stupid  little  papers 
upon  stupid  little  subjects.  Ther«  is  an  immense 
amount  of  routine  which  ought  to  be  aToided." 

["  Hear,  hear  !  "1  If  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  is  kind  enough  to  cheer 
me  when  I  read  that  statement,  I  should 
have  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
to  deal  with  matters  such  as  this,  rather 
than  with  matters  which  mean  mainly 
the  creation  of  new  appointments.  Well, 
that  is  how  Lord  Wolseley  describes  the 
working  of  the  system,  and  now  I  should 
like  to  tell  the  House  what  are  the  re- 
sults of  the  system.  Lord  Wolseley 
says — 

"  I  think  we  roofe  our  troops  a  great  deal  too 
much,  and  that  an  immense  amount  of  monej  is 
spent  uselessly  upon  the  movement  of  troops 
continually  all  over  the  world." 

Then  I  will  quote  Lord  Wolseley  about 
the  supplies  of  the  Army.  He  says,  in 
answer  to  Question  2,267 — 

*'  During  my  time  in  the  Army  we  havo  not 
been  supplied  with  as  good  material  at  we  oaghl 
to  have  been  supplied  with.  I  think,  for  instaneo, 
the  tools  supplied  to  the  Aimy  are  very  bad,  ex- 
tremely bad,  taking  them  generally.  The  pieks, 
shovels,  axes,  and  all  those  descriptions  of  stores 
are  very  bad." 
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This,  mind  jrou,  is  the  erideDoe  of  th« 
Adjutant  Oeneral  of  the  Army.  With 
regard  to  the  clothing  of  our  troops, 
Lord  Wolealoy  says — 

■'  I  hare  iocd  the  Fnneh  ktmf,  the  laldien  of 
the  German,  and  the  loldien  of  the  Italian  Ann;, 
and,  looking  at  the  elothing,  I  ihould  saj  tbfti 
their  clothing  ii  made  of  a  deoidedlj  superior 
qualitj  to  whatoura  ii." 

I  hope  that  the  Houae  will  bear  that  in 
mind.  If  the  Qwman  Army  vare  to  be 
clothed  at  the  same  rate  of  expense  as 
our  Army,  that  would  add  £300,000  to 
their  expenditure.  .Then,  again,  Lord 
Wolsaley  saya,  iu  answer  to  question 
2,510— 

"  I  am  quite  lure  that  if  fOu  nnt  to-morroir 
for  a  implement  called  a  billhook,  tlie  oomtnon 
billhook  that  i>  uiod  in  tho  Armjr,  jon  will  find 
that  it  ii  made  of  Terj  ioFarior  Ituff,  little  better 
than  hoop-iron.  If  fou  obop  vooU  with  it,  the 
vood  ebopB  it." 

That  ia  the  atatement  of  a  man  who  is 
speaking  of  his  own  experience,  and  it 
is  a  statement  which  waa  only  made  last 
year.  Bui  there  is  ons  more  statement 
made  by  Lord  Woleeley  which  is  even 
more  important.  In  answer  to  Question 
2,443  be  says — 

"  I  think  that  one  of  the  niOBt  important 
elsDienta  in  regimenlnl  efficien*)'  l*  regimental 
transport,  and  odd  of  the  grcatoat  DiiafortnnGB 
vhioh  our  Armf  eulTen  fram  at  the  preeent 
moment  it  that  we  baje  not  got  eren  the  naoleai 
ofan;  regimental  transport.  Of  all  the  trooblea 
wo  luffer  from  vlien  we  take  the  field  tho  want 
of  an;  regimental  transport  is  the  greatest." 

Now  I  hare  giren  to  the  House  some 
of  the  results  of  our  ourious  system, 
which  tho  Qorernment  do  not  aesm  to 
wish  inquired  into.  But  there  are 
other  results  which  hare  met  with  a 
groat  chorus  of  military  condemnation. 
Home  right  hon.  Qeutlemen  will  recollect 
the  Crimean  War.  What  was  the 
great  feature  of  that  war  ?  The  great 
feature  was  that  while  the  British 
soldier  was  eovered  with  glory,  the  civil 
administration  was  covered  with  the 
deepest  disgrace.  But  take  the  series 
of  scandals  in  the  last  few  years. 
Besides  the  scandals  connected  with  the 
swords  and  bayonets  of  the  Army  and 
the  cutlassea  of  the  Navy,  and  that  con- 
nected with  the  43  -  ton  gun,  there 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  unpleasant 
business  at  the  present  moment  about 
what  is  known  as  the  9-2'inch  gun.  We 
have  not  quite  arrived  at  the  truth  about 
it,  but  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
assured  the  Houae  that  a  gun  with  a 


uraoked  lining  is  a  better  one  than  a 
gun  with  a  lining  which  is  not  oracked. 
These  are  matters  on  which  we  have 
not  yet  full  information,  but  look  at  the 
Commissariat  scandal  in  Egypt — that 
terrible  and  unequalled  soanaal  in  con- 
nection with  the  column  in  the  desert. 
It  is  not  that  I  want  to  irritate  the  autho- 
rities by  placing  upon  them  the  respon- 
sibility for  these  matters;  I  place  ^e 
responsibility  on  the  system.  The  system 
which  has  produced  theae  results  is  the 
same  which  has  obtained  up  to  the  pre- 
eent time,  anil  not  in  the  slightest,  in 
the  most  trifling  partioular,  has  that 
aystem  been  altered  ;  it  ia  aa  powerful 
for  evil  now  as  it  was  then.  We  are 
told  that  there  ia  I'arliamentary  oon- 
trol,  but  what  has  Farliamsnt  ever  done 
to  bring  any  single  persoa  to  justice  for 
these  scandals  ?  Why,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preaton  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
is  going  to  bring  before  the  Houae  a 
Motion  oonoeming  the  supply  of  leather. 
What  will  happen?  He  will  make  a 
strong  and  convincing  speech,  and  he 
will  receive  a  official  reply,  which  will 
be  to  shield  everybody,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  will  find  himself  in  a  small 
minority.  We  have  seen  over  and  over 
again  what  is  the  use  of  Farliamentatr 
control.  We  have  been  told  that  with 
regard  to  the  number  of  field  guns  we 
cannot  do  what  Switzerland,  Belgium, 
Servia,  or  Boumania  could  do  with  ease. 
But  a  very  serious  statement  was  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
which,  I  think,  was  a  "  calculated  indis- 
oretioQ,"  but  which  was  of  enormous 
value  to  the  House.  The  noble  Lord 
states — and  it  rests  with  the  Secretary 
forWar  to  admit  or  deny  it,  and  not  only 
that,  but  to  prove  his  denial — that  we 
had  no  gunpowder  in  store,  and  were 
obliged  to  depend  for  our  gunpowder 
upon  mauufactories  in  a  foreign  eoun- 
try.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  referred  to  cocoa  powder  used  for 
our  heavy  guns,  but  he  has  stated  that 
there  was  not  auflScient  in  store. 

LoBD  CHAHLES  BERESFOED 
(Marylebone,  £.)  :  I  said  that  there  was 
not  a  sufficient  amount  in  store  to  meet 
what  would  be  requisite  it  we  went  to 
war. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUECHILL: 
At  all  events,  we  have  a  statement  of 
such  importance  as  that  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  who  was  in  Office  only  a 
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▼ery  short  time  ago,  and  who  must  be 
in  a  position  to  know.  Oertainly  the 
House  of  Commons  has  never  refused  to 
Tote  money  for  the  purpose.  Now,  may 
I  ask  the  House  to  judge  the  system 
from  an  Army  point  of  view—that  is  to 
say,  compare  its  cost  with  that  of  the 
German  system  ?  Such  a  comparison  is 
very  interesting  and  full  of  lessons  for 
us.  We  have  the  evidence  of  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  officers  in  the  British 
Army — namely,  General  Brackenbury, 
the  head  of  the  Intelligence  Department. 
We  examined  him  as  to  the  cost  of  the 
German  system.  I  think  it  will  be  ad- 
mitted that  the  German  system  is  nearly 
an  ideal  system,  and  that  the  more 
nearly  we  approach  te  it,  the  more  likely 
is  our  system  to  be  a  satisfactory  one. 
General  Brackenbury  stated  one  thing 
which  is  most  remarkable.  He  gave 
the  cost  of  the  German  War  Office  and 
of  our  own.  Our  War  Office  costs  exactly 
£400,000-a  year;  [it  contains  693  offi- 
oials,  and  manages  an  Army  which,  on 
a  war  footing,  may  be  considered 
as  amounting  to  500,000  men.  The 
German  War  Office  costs  £160,000; 
it  includes  the  War  Ministry  of 
Bavaria,  of  Saxony,  and  of  Wurtem- 
berg;  and  there  are  only  503  officials. 
The  German  War  Office,  with  this  small 
proportion  of  expenditure,  manages  to 
control  an  Army  which,  on  a  war  footing, 
amounts  to  upwards  of  8,000,000  men. 
Those  are  broad  facts,  however  they  may 
be  explained  away  by  official  ingenuity. 
Now  let  us  look  at  the  cost  in  the  two 
cases.  The  expenses  of  the  German 
Armysystem  lastyearwere  £21,000,000, 
or,  deducting  the  Non  -  Effective 
Vote,  £19,300,000,  as  compared  with 
£14,600,000,  the  expenses  of  the  British 
system,  after  deducting  its  Non -Effective 
Vote.  I  asked  General  Brackenbury 
whether  he  did  not  consider  that  the  best 
test  of  any  organization  was  the  number 
of  Army  Corps  which  could  be  put  into 
the  field  after  making  the  various  neces- 
sary allowances,  and  General  Bracken- 
bury agreed  that  it  was.  Well,  for  an 
effective  cost  of  £19,300,000  Germany 
can  put  into  the  field  19  Army  Corps ; 
we  are  supposed  to  be  able  to  put  into 
the  field  two  Army  Corps  for  the  sum  of 
£14,600,000,  making  the  cost  of  each 
Army  Corps  £7,000,000,  as  against 
£1,000,000  in  the  case  of  Germany. 
General  Brackenbury  said  that  that  was 
a  most  unfair  comparison  ;  that  it  must 
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be  recolleoted  we  have  a  Yolonteer 
Army ;  that  it  is  much  better  paid,  fed, 
and  clothed  than  the  German  Armj ;  and 
that  if  the  German  Army  were  paid,  fed, 
and  clothed  in  the  same  way  their 
expenditure  would  be  much  higher. 
I  was  not  afraid  to  follow  the 
General  on  that  ground,  and  I  asked 
him  to  add  on  what  that  expendi- 
ture would  be  if  the  German  Army 
were  paid,  fed,  and  clothed  as  well  as 
the  British  Army.  I  found  that  to  the 
£19,300,000  should  be  added  £6,650,000 
in  respect  of  pay,  £1,300,000  for  better 
food,  for  clothing  £300,000,  and  for  the 
item  of  forage  £373,000,  making  a  total 
altogether,  if  the  pay,  bed,  clothing,  and 
forage  of  the  German  Army  were  in  the 
same  style  as  ours,  of  £27,900,000.  I 
add  on  something  more.  The  German 
war  authorities,  no  doubt,  possess  a  fund 
over  which  Parliament  has  no  control  in 
the  indemnity  which  was  paid  by  France 
in  the  last  war.  Out  of  this  Military 
Chest  they  have  constructed  enormous 
fortifications,  and  added  largely  to  their 
supply  of  military  stores.  Still,  it  would 
probably  be  extravagant  to  say  that  they 
take  out  of  the  Military  Chest  more  than 
£2,000,000.  Therefore,  by  adding  on  to 
the  £27,900,000  the  sum  of  £2,000,000 
as  contribution  from  the  Military  Chest 
we  get  a  total  of  £30,000,000.  So  that 
for  £30,000,000,  even  supposing  their 
Army  were  kept  up  on  the  more  extra- 
vagant style  of  the  British  Army,  the 
Germans  can  send  into  the  field  19  Army 
Corps,  as  against  £14,600,000  for  our 
two  Army  Corps,  making  the  cost  of 
each  German  Army  Corps  about 
£1,500,000,  as  against  an  English  cost 
per  corps  of  £7,000,000.  I  think  those 
are  startling  figures,  which  must  attract 
the  attention  of  the  House  and  the 
public.  You  may  say  what  you  like,  but 
there  must  be  something  wrong  with  a 
system  which  shows  results  so  miserably 
inadequate  as  compared  with  those  of 
other  military  systems.  I  cannot  pass 
away  from  this  subject  without  remind- 
ing the  House  that  Germany  has,  more- 
over, 17  first-class  fortresses,  military 
camps  they  might  be  called,  in  suoh  con- 
dition that  they  are  ready  at  the  shortest 
notice  for  any  emergency ;  and  that  she 
maintains  her  Army  in  the  most  perfect 
equipment,  ready  to  cross  the  frontier  at 
a  fortnight's  notice.  As  for  our  fortresses, 
what  have  we  ?  We  have  only  four  first- 
class  fortresses — Portsmouth,  Plymouth, 
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Gibraltar,  and  Malta— and  we  are  told 
in  the  Memorandum  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  that  every  one  of  those  fortresses, 
to  make  them  reasonably  safe,  requires 
an  enormous  amount  of  money  to  be 
spent  upon  it.  And  what  says  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  about  his  two  Army  Oorps  ? 
The  Secretary  of  State  says— 

•*  For  the  1st  Army  Corps,  the  Cayalry  divi- 
sion, Rnd  tho  troops  for  the  line  ofoommunioation, 
the  whole  of  the  necessary  outfit,  inolading  cloth- 
ing, arms,  accoutrements,  equipments,  tents, 
stores,  supplies,  and  vehicles,  might  have  been 
■lid  to  be  practically  complete  *' — 

not  are  complete — 

"except  that  every  month  produces  new  de- 
mands and  alterations,  and  some  of  the  transport 
materiel  is  not  of  the  newest  pattern." 

Does  the  Secretary  of  State  really  mean 
to  bring  forward  that  miserable  excuse 
that  constant  changes  in  accoutrements 
and  equipment  have  prevented  him  from 
completing  the  equipment  of  the  Ist 
Army  Corps  ?  Those  things  do  not 
change,  at  all  events  in  such  short  periods 
of  time,  but  that  your  1st  Army  Corps 
at  least  ought  to  be  completely  equipped. 
The  next  paragraph  is  still  more  im- 
portant— 

"  For  the  remaining  troops  it  is  partly  in  ex- 
istence, and  could  probably  bo  completed  without 
serious  delay." 

Partly!  Probably!  And  yet  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  is  anxious  to  conceal 
our  weakness !  If  the  House  of  Com- 
mons thinks  that  a  satisfactory  state- 
ment to  make  to  the  House  of  Commons 
in  respect  of  the  results  of  our  military 
system,  and  if  after  that  it  can  lightly 
vote  supplies  to  a  system  which  produces 
such  small  and  inadequate  results,  the 
House  of  Commons  takes  a  very  remark- 
able view  of  the  situation.  I  cannot 
pass  from  this  paragraph  without  al- 
luding to  the  Cavalry  division  of  the 
1st  Army  Corps.  Will  the  House  be- 
lieve it  that,  after  providing  for  the 
wants  of  the  1st  Army  Corps,  there 
would  not  be  left  in  the  country  for 
military  purposes,  2,000  Cavalry  horses  ? 
Will  Uie  Secretary  of  State  stand  up 
and  say  that  the  Commander-in-Chief 
and  the  military  heads  are  responsible 
for  this  state  of  things  ?  That  is  what 
I  want  to  know.  I  wish  to  apologize  to 
the  House  for  detaining  it  at  this 
length ;  but  the  matter  is  so  important 
that  I  venture  to  make  even  further 
demands  upon  the  patience  of  hon. 
Members.     I  wish  to  allude  to  the  ques- 

YOI^.  OOOXXIII.    [third  SBaiEs.] 


tion  of  the  rifle  of  tho  British  Army, 
Now,  it  is  a  most  remarkable  thing  that 
there  are  three  distinct  operations  going 
on  in  the  Government  factories  with 
regard  to  the  rifle  of  the  Army.  In 
the  first  place  there  is  a  new  rifle  which 
is  going  to  be  manufactured  in  certain 
quantities  this  year  and  in  larger  quan- 
tities next  year.  There  is  then  going 
on  the  conversion  of  the  Entield-Martini 
rifle,  and  a  most  melancholy  story  that 
unfolds.  Two  years  ago  wo  spent  nearly 
£300,000  on  manufacturing  what  was 
considered  to  be  an  excellent  rifle  for 
the  Army,  the  Enfield-Martini.  Al- 
though a  magazine  rifle  was  then  before 
the  War  Office,  the  War  Office  decided 
that  they  would  not  manufacture  a  maga- 
zine rifle  but  the  Enfield-Martini,  and 
they  spent  the  sum  I  have  mentioned 
in  doing  so.  Now  the  War  Office  have 
decided  that  they  will  have  a  magazine 
rifle,  and  thus  the  money  spent  on  the 
Eafield  •  Martini  has  been  absolutely 
thrown  away.  And  what  are  they  going 
to  do  now?  They  are  converting  the 
Enfield-Martini,  which  had  a  smaller 
bore,  into  the  Martini -Henry,  which 
had  a  larger  bore.  That  is  the  second 
operation,  and  the  third  operation  is 
that  they  are  continuing  to  manufacture 
the  Martini-Henry,  although  it  is  likely 
to  be  superseded  very  soon  by  the  maga- 
zine rifle.  The  result  of  all  this  is, 
that  supposing,  for  the  sake  of  illustra- 
tion, this  country  was  invaded  in  1890, 
there  would  certainly  be  two  rifles,  and 
probably  three  rifles,  in  the  hands  of 
the  British  troops  defending  this  coun- 
try, with  certainly  two,  and  probably 
three,  different  sorts  of  ammunition. 
What  nonsense,  then,  to  talk  of  conceal- 
ing our  weakness  from  foreign  nations.  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  that  this  is  a 
sickening  and  heart  -  breaking  story. 
Now,  is  it  not  the  case  that  the  time 
has  come  for  rigid  and  vigorous  inquiry 
and  for  radical  reform  ?  A  Eoyal  Com- 
mission is  asked  for,  and  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  see  their  way  to  assenting 
to  the  Motion,  at  any  rate  in  the  form 
in  which  it  stands  on  the  Paper.  From 
the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  on  Monday  night  they  do  not 
appear  to  have  made  up  their  minds  on 
the  subject. 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  bog  my  noble  Friend's 
pardon.     I  distinctly  said  the  Qovern- 
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ment  were  prepared  to  grant  an  inquiry 
into  the  system  of  organization  and  into 
the  admiDistration  of  the  Army. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CEUEOHILL  : 
I  can  assure  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
though  I  listened  to  his  speech  with  great 
attention,  I  caught  nothing  of  that  kind, 
and  if  he  will  turn  to  the  report  in  The 
Times  I  do  not  think  he  will  find  those 
particular  words.  But  at  any  rate  the 
matter  comes  to  this,  the  Government 
refuse  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  for  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  requirements  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Empire.  Now,  a  Select 
Committee  would  he  absolutely  useless, 
and  a  Royal  Commission  of  the  ordinary 
kind  would  be  worse  than  useless — be- 
cause it  would  be  composed  probably  of 
a  great  number  of  men  who  would  meet 
three  or  four  timet  a  month  during  the 
Session  and  adjourn  over  the  Recess,  and 
it  would  be  highly  improbable  that  such 
a  Royal  Commission  could  possibly  give 
a  Report  before  next  year ;  probably  not 
before  three  years  would  they  be  able  to 
examine  the  mass  of  evidence  that  would 
fill  a  volume  or  two  of  the  Blue  Books. 
In  the  meantime  our  splendid  system 
would  go  on  in  all  its  glory.  There  are 
two  essential  points  about  a  Royal  Com- 
mission which  must  be  recognized.  It 
must  be  a  Commission  of  high  authority, 
and  it  must  be  a  Commission  which  will 
work  with  the  utmost  expedition.  I  do 
not  think  that  anybody  can  suppose  that 
the  need  for  an  inquiry  has  not  arrived. 
If  that  is  conceded,  I  will  tell  the  House 
that  what  we  want  is  a  Military  Com- 
mission, whose  function  it  will  be  to  tell 
they  people  what  they  do  not  know — 
what  is  the  real  opinion  of  the  military 
heads  upon  our  existing  military  state. 
That  has  always  been  kept  from  the 
people.  We  have  asked,  why  should  we 
know — what  is  the  necessity  for  know- 
ing these  things  ?  They  are  known  to 
the  military  experts  and  the  Government 
know  them.  I  know  the  Government 
know  it,  but  it  has  been  kept  from  the 
public.  What  these  high  military 
authorities  ought  to  do  is  to  discover 
what  they  know,  tell  us  what  we  want, 
and  they  ought  to  discover  and  inquire 
into  the  cost  of  putting  things  in  order 
and  maintaining  things  in  an  efficient 
state.  It  might  deliberate  and  report  to 
the  Government  in  less  than  six  weeks 
Without  doubt  such  a  Commission  might 
give  to  the  Government  and  the  country 
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and  Parliament  the  military  opiDion  on 
these  points.  Can  there  be  any  doubt 
that  we  should  be  infinitely  better  off 
than  we  are  now  ?  I  will  now  read  the 
last  extract  with  which  I  will  trouble 
the  House ;  it  is  from  the  evidence  of 
Lord  Wolseley,  who  said — 

"  The  greatest  misfortane  that  occurs  to  mo 
upon  this  subject  arises  from  the  fact  that  our 
military  requirements  have  ncTcr  been  inquired 
into — have  never  been  tabulated  and  laid  down. 
There  is  no  fixed  point  up  to  which  we  work, 
whether  it  is  the  Commander-in-Chief  or  anj 
official  connected  with  the  Armj  ;  we  haTO  h.id 
nothing  decided  by  the  country  as  to  what  the 
country  wants,  or  as  to  what  our  military  policy, 
its  aims  and  requirements  are.  Q.  2,642. — Then 
you  do  not  know  what  you  want  ?  A. — We  do 
not  know  what  we  want.     We  do  not  know  what 

wo  arc  working  up  to There  baa 

never  been  any  authoritative  inquiry  inititoted  as 
to  what  are  the  military  requirements  of  the 
Empire.  He  recommended  a  Royal  Gommiasion 
to  examine  experts  on  the  various  topics  con- 
nected with  the  subject." 

If  this  House  by  its  vote  pats  aside  all 
the  opinion  of  Members  of  the  House ; 
if  it  puts  aside  the  opinion  of  the  Ad- 
jutant General,  if  it  consents  to  an  in- 
quiry which  is  meant,  not  to  enlighten, 
but  to  blind  the  country,  this  House 
does  not  represent  the  opinions  of  the 
country.  There  are  other  matters 
to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  but  I  shaU  not 
go  into  them  now.  I  shaJl  confine  my 
remarks  to  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  perhaps  I  have  said  enough  to 
let  the  House  understand  the  position  of 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1886. 
Year  by  year,  as  a  private  Member,  I 
have  seen  the  expenditure  growing,  and 
year  by  year  I  have  seen  the  result. 
Year  by  year  I  have  seen  the  distress 
and  disquietude,  not  only  in  the  minds 
of  the  Army,  but  the  public,  growing 
deeper  and  stronger.  I  hoped  that  by 
putting  that  pressure  on  the  spending 
departments,  by  cutting  off  the  supplies 
— I  hoped  that  I  might  force  them  and 
compel  the  heads  of  these  departments 
to  look  into  their  own  affairs  and  make 
the  necessary  reforms ;  but  they  would 
not.  What,  therefore,  was  my  position  ? 
I  knew  that  in  the  Session  that  was  then 
coming,  I  should  be  called  upon  to  de- 
fend  an  expenditure  which  I  knew  was 
lavish  and  wasteful.  I  knew  I  should 
be  called  upon  to  sustain  and  maintain 
a  system  and  an  establishment  which 
was  rotten  and  bad,  and  I  ooneluded 
that  my  miserable  capacities  were  not 
equal  to  the  task,  and  that  I  must  leave 
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such  a  performance  to  some  one  more 
qualified.  The  attitude  the  Goyemment 
have  taken  up  is  one  of  resistance,  but 
what  are  we  called  upon  to  do  ?  To 
vote  confidence  in  the  existing  system. 
I  cannot  do  that,  because  I  know  it  is 
hopeless  and  bad. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  I  think  in  the  closing 
sentence  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech,  will 
be  found  perhaps  the  best  reason  for  the 
Address  he  has  made.  The  House  will 
probably  agree  with  my  noble  Friend 
that  he  was  bound  to  justify  the  re- 
signation which  took  place  12  months 
ago  at  perhaps  the  most  critical  period 
that  has  ever  been  arrived  at  in  the 
history  of  this  country.  For  motives 
which  were,  no  doubt,  entirely  satis- 
factory to  himself,  my  noble  Friend 
thought  it  necessary  to  place  his  re- 
signation in  the  hands  of  the  Prime 
Minister  at  that  time,  and,  therefore,  I 
am  not  surprised  when  the  Estimates  are 
again  before  us  my  noble  Friend  again 
feels  it  necessary  to  justify  in  some 
manner  the  step  he  has  taken.  I  have 
two  preliminary  observations  to  make 
on  his  speech.  When  this  debate  com- 
menced on  Monday  last  I  listened  with 
great  attention  to  the  speeches  made 
by  the  Naval  and  Military  Members  of 
the  House,  all  advocating  from  their 
different  points  of  view,  but  in  the 
kindest  manner  tp  myself  personally, 
an  enormous  increase  of  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  the  country.  And  it  would 
really  appear,  as  I  listened,  that  the 
Secretary  of  State,  instead  of  being  the 
reckless  spendthrift  my  noble  Friend 
described  him  to  be,  was  the  most  eco- 
nomical guardian  of  the  public  purse. 
After  that  I  had  hoped  we  should  have 
heard  from  my  noble  Friend,  who  has 
always  been  putting  forward  his  desire 
of  strengthening  the  Government  in  the 
direction  of  economy,  a  speech  offering 
some  substantial  assistance  towards 
effecting  economies  which  he,  at  all 
events,  desires  to  see  effected.  Well, 
now,  there  is  another  point  on  which  I 
expected  to  hear  my  noble  Friend  say 
something  more.  He  has  got  a  plan. 
I  do  not  allude  to  the  suggestion  which 
he  made  at  the  time  of  his  resignation 
last  year  that  the  necessary  economy 
should  be  effected  by  abandoning  or 
modifying  the  policy  of  defending  our 
ports  and  coaling  stations,  because  I 


understand  that  he  has  now  abandoned 
that  plan. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  would  still  decline,  under  the 
present  system,  to  spend  money  on  the 
coaling  stations. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  My  noble 
Friend  adheres  to  that  suggestion.  But 
he  has  another  plan.  He  told  us  that  in 
his  speech  at  Wolverhampton,  and  it 
seems  hardly  patriotic  to  continue  for 
a  year  to  hide  it  in  his  sleeve,  espe- 
cially as  that  plan  was  one  which,  we 
were  told  by  my  noble  Friend,  would  put 
right  the  defences  of  the  country  sub- 
stantially in  the  course  of  a  year  or  1 8 
months,  and,  at  the  same  time,  this 
could  be  effected  with  a  reduction  of 
about  £4,000,000  a-year.  I  regret  that 
my  noble  Friend  thinks  it  necessary 
that  he  should  still  keep  this  explana- 
tion back  from  Parliament  and  the 
country.  All  that  my  noble  Friend 
advocates  now  is  an  inquiry  by  Royal 
Commission  with  the  real  object  of  sub- 
stituting a  Military  head  for  the  civil 
control  as  it  at  present  exists  at  the  War 
Office.  I  come  now  to  deal  more  closely 
with  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
attacks  the  Department  for  its  ineffi- 
ciency and  its  extravagance.  My  first 
observation  is  that  if  it  be  an  extrava- 
gant system,  it  is  a  system  of  very  old 
standing  indeed,  and  if  you  make  a  com- 
parison, as  my  noble  Friend  has  on  many 
occasions  attempted  to  do,  between  the 
expenditure  of  the  most  economical 
times  in  recent  years,  say,  1874-5,  shortly 
after  Lord  Cardwell's  reforms,  and  the 
present  time,  you  will  find  that,  although 
there  has  been  a  considerable  increase 
of  expenditure,  the  causes  of  that  in- 
crease are  thoroughly  capable  of  being 
explained  to  the  country  and  the  House. 
I  have  taken  1874-5,  because  it  is,  par 
exeeUence,  the  economical  year.  The  re- 
forms of  Lord  Cardwell,  who  had  en- 
deavoured to  cut  down  the  cost  of  mili- 
tary administration,  were  beginning  to 
have  their  full  effect,  and  the  result  was 
a  considerable  reduction  over  the  expen- 
diture of  a  few  years  before.  Comparing 
the  Army  Estimates  of  1874-5  and  the 
present  time,  I  find  that  the  increase  has 
been  £3,500,000.  Let  me  analyze  that 
for  a  moment.  In  the  first  place,  20,000 
men  have  been  added  to  the  Army.  The 
cost  of  adding  these  20,000  men,  together 
with  the  additional  expenditure  caused 
by  the  institution  of  deferred  pay,  which 
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means  additional  pay  to  the  soldier, 
accounts  for  about  £1,000,000.  The 
extra  cost  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  which 
have  80  greatly  added  to  the  strength  of 
the  country,  is  about  £750,000.  The 
Non-Effectivo  Services  largely  caused  by 
the  abolition  of  purchase  and  the  cost  of 
increased  pensions  under  several  Ad- 
ministrations, account  for  £1,000,000. 
There  is  also  a  sum  of  about  £300,000  in 
the  present  Estimate  for  ammunition  and 
other  armaments  required  for  the  Mili- 
tary ports,  and  thus  there  remains  only 
£400,000,  which  is  required  for  our  field 
artillery,  small  arms,  and  other  defences 
which  have  been  necessitated  by  the 
great  advances  in  scientific  knowledge. 
But  I  want  to  go  a  little  further  into 
my  noble  Friend's  arguments.  He  has 
dwelt  in  particular  upon  the  enormously 
greater  cost  of  the  English  as  compared 
with  the  German  Army,  and  the  small 
result  we  get  in  England  as  compared 
with  Germany.  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  show  the  House  one  or  two  reasons 
why  any  such  comparison  is  practically 
valueless.  Germany  has  practically 
emancipated  herself  from  what  was 
described  by  a  distinguished  military 
critic  as  the  toils  and  trammels  of  an- 
nual Estimates.  All  Germany's  arma- 
ments and  equipments  have  not  been 
paid  for  out  of  annual  Estimates,  but 
from  large  sums  which  Germany  has 
received  from  other  sources.  I  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  work  out  the  course 
of  England  and  Germany  during  the 
last  16  years.  So  far  as  I  can  make 
out  Germany  has  spent  the  whole  of  the 
French  indemnity  and  a  further  sum,  in 
all  I  believe  £212,000,000,  upon  her  for- 
tresses and  the  arming  and  equipment 
of  her  troops. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL: 
Where  do  you  get  those  figures  from  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  got  them 
from  the  best  possible  source  I  can,  but 
my  noblo  Friend  must  be  aware  it  is 
impossible  to  get  them  with  complete 
accuracy.  They  are  not  official  figures, 
but  they  are  at  least  as  accurate  as  those 
of  my  noble  Friend. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL : 
My  figures  were  given  to  the  Oommittee 
by  General  Braokenbury,  who  had  taken 
them  from  the  German  Army  Estimates. 
Where  did  yours  come  from  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  From  General 
Brackenbury.  Mj  figures  are  these — 
the  German  Government  spent  during 
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that  period  £91,000,000  on  forts  and 
fortresses  ;  £75,000,000  were  spent 
upon  arms  and  armaments  of  varioas 
descriptions,  and  now  they  are  asking 
for  a  further  grant  of  £14,000,000  to 
add  to  the  armament  of  the  troops. 
You  thus  find  that  outside  the  annual 
EstimatiBs  Germany  has  during  the  last 
16  years  spent  £14,000,000  a-year. 
What  has  England  done  during  the 
same  time?  There  have  been  various 
Yotesof  Oreditin  that  period,  amounting 
to  £28,000,000,  or  £1,750,000  a-year. 
My  noble  Friend  will  not  contend  for  a 
moment  that  money  so  voted  all  goes  to 
the  equipment  of  the  Army.  A  large 
portion  is  spent  on  foreign  expeditions 
to  Egypt,  South  Africa,  or  other  parts 
of  the  world,  and  only  a  small  portion 
is  used  for  arms  or  equipments.  These 
Votes  of  Oredit,  as  I  say,  amount  to 
£28,000,000.  Germany  has  spent 
£212,000,000,  and  France  has  doubled 
her  National  Debt.  And  now  as  regards 
the  annualexpenditure, General  Bracken- 
bury  has  pointed  out  that  in  order  to 
make  a  fair  comparison,  you  must  add 
to  the  German  Estimate  the  amount 
which  would  be  required  if  the  German 
Army  were  on  the  same  system  as  our 
own,  and  the  rations,  clothing,  and 
other  items  cost  what  they  cost  in  Eng- 
land. You  must  add,  in  fact,  £9,000,000 
to  the  cost  of  the  German  Army,  and 
you  will  arrive  at  this  result.  Germany 
spends  £28,000,000,  a-year,  for  which 
she  gets  a  regular  army  of  470,000  men, 
besides  the  enormous  Reserves  whioh 
she  can  call  up  by  mobilization.  Eng- 
land, deducting  the  cost  of  the  Auxiliary 
Forces  and  the  cost  of  troops  in  the 
Oolonies,  gets  for  £8,000,000  at  the  out- 
side II 5, 000  men  in  this  country,  besides 
she  has  also  got  in  addition  those  very 
expensive  depots  which  have  to  be  kept 
up  to  feed  the  Army  in  India  and  the 
Oolonies.  In  support  of  what  I  say  I 
will  only  quote  one  single  answer  given 
by  General  Braokenbury.  In  that  sen- 
tence General  Brackenbury  expresses 
his  opinion  that,  taking  into  account 
the  difference  between  a  Oonsoript  and 
a  Volunteer  Army,  the  cost  of  living 
for  our  Army  and  the  greater  amount  of 
salaries,  diffierences  amounting  in  some 
items  to  50  or  100  per  cent,  if  we  could 
put  two  Army  Oorps  into  the  field,  we 
get  fairly  good  value  for  our  money. 
I  give  one  further  illustration,  if  the 
House  will  allow  me,  of  the  argument 
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which  I  am  now  using.  When  my 
noble  Friend  speaks  of  the  military 
strength  of  Germany,  and  of  her  being 
able  to  put  19  Army  Corps  into  the  field 
as  against  our  two,  why  does  he  not 
include  our  Beserves  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  do. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  We  have  an 
enormous  reserve  power  in  this  country. 
We  have  the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  of 
which  my  noble  Friend  is  not  disposed 
to  take  any  account.  The  result  of  our 
expenditure  is,  shortly,  this — that,  in 
addition  to  the  Army  which  we  can  put 
into  the  field  in  this  country,  or  for  the 
purpose  of  a  foreign  expedition,  we 
have  one  whole  Army  Corps  throughout 
the  Colonies  ;  we  have  available  for 
garrisons  and  allotted  to  garrisons, 
composed  of  Militia  and  Volunteers, 
124,000  men,  or  at  least  three  Army 
Corps;  and,  lastly,  we  have  an  avail- 
able force  in  this  country  of  152,000 
men  more,  or  four  Army  Corps,  which 
could  be  utilized  for  the  defence  of  the 
country  in  time  of  invasion.  I  have 
given  this  summary  in  order  to  show 
that  it  is  not  fair  in  making  comparisons 
between  England  and  Germany  to  take 
into  account  all  that  Germany  can  get 
together  by  conscription,  and  not  to 
make  allowance  for  what  we  in  England 
can  get  by  that  public  spirit  which  exists 
so  largely  in  our  population,  and  which 
supplies  us  with  Volunteers  who  will  be 
of  the  greatest  possible  value  in  time  of 
need.  Now  I  come  to  the  charge  of  ex- 
travagance. My  noble  Friend  alleges 
that  in  the  reorganization  which  it  has 
been  my  duty  to  introduce  into  the  War 
Office,  the  only  result  has  been  to  abolish 
some  offices  and  substitute  others.  If 
that  were  true,  I  should  still  claim  some 
credit  for  it.  I  do  not  believe  that  there 
has  over  been  a  great  reorganization  at 
the  War  Office  which  has  been  effected 
at  so  little  cost.  My  noble  Friend  says 
we  have  abolished  a  Director  of  Supply 
and  Transport,  and  made  Sir  Arthur 
Haliburton  an  Assistant  Secretary  for 
War.  Everybody  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  War  Office  will  acknowledge  his  great 
services  to  the  War  Office.  Instead  of 
allowing  him  to  retire,  as  he  was  en- 
titled to  do,  we  asked  him  to  under- 
take the  difficult  duty  of  assisting  in  the 
transfer  of  the  Commissariat  and  Trans- 
port Departments  from  the  civil  to  the 
military  side.    He  can  render  most  effi- 


cient assistance  to  the  Quartermaster 
General,  and  I  therefore  entreated  him 
to  remain  at  least  one  year  to  give  us 
the  benefit  of  his  experience  in  carrying 
these  reforms  into  operation.  My  noble 
Friend  also  calls  attention  to  the  fact 
that  we  are  adding  to  the  financial  de- 
partment, and  that  although  we  have  abo- 
lished the  Assistant  Director  of  Trans- 
port, have  added  an  Assistant  Account- 
ant General.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
the  control  of  the  financial  department 
had  now  been  extended  for  the  first  time 
to  the  expenditure  of  £8,000,000  of  the 
public  moaey,  hitherto  without  such  con- 
trol, and  that  this  has  been  done  practi- 
cally without  any  increase  of  cost.  As 
to  the  other  criticisms  which  my  noble 
Friend  made  respecting  Army  reform, 
he  will  admit  that  in  the  Committee 
over  which  he  presided  last  year  we  bad 
a  good  deal  of  evidence  affecting  the 
department  of  the  Director  of  Artillery 
and  Stores.  I  would  remind  the  noble 
Lord  that  General  Alderson  told  that 
Committee  what  he  had  told  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ment, that  it  was  utterly,  entirely  im- 
possible for  any  Director  of  Artillery, 
however  industrious  and  able,  to  carry 
out  the  whole  work  devolving  on  him. 
He  explained  to  my  noble  Friend  that 
it  was  utterly  impossible  for  the  Director 
of  Artillery,  sitting  in  London,  to  exer- 
cise adequate  or  complete  control  over 
the  manufacturing  departments.  And 
accordingly,  in  the  reforms  which  I  have 
made,  I  have  adopted  the  proposals 
made  by  Lord  Morley's  Committee,  and 
have  cut  in  two,  as  it  were,  the  office  of 
Director  of  Artillery,  and  have  put  over 
the  manufacturing  departments  one 
single  head,  and  limited  the  Director  of 
Artillery,  under  military  control,  to 
ordering  all  weapons  for  the  use  of  the 
Army,  and  to  inspecting  them  before 
they  are  passed  into  service.  I  do  not 
conceive  there  is  any  man  in  the  House 
who  will  rise  up  and  say  that  it  is  not 
desirable  there  should  be  a  competent 
man  at  the  head  of  those  manufacturing 
departments.  To  fill  that  office  I  have 
appointed  General  Maitland  —  one  of 
the  most  popular  men  in  the  Army, 
and  a  man  who  will  command  the  uni- 
versal confidence,  not  only  of  his  own 
profession,  but  of  all  who  understand 
gunmaking.  Lord  Morley's  Commit- 
tee had  proposed  that  tho  departments 
under  General  Maitland  should  be  ad- 
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ministered  not  by  a  military  man,  but 
by  a  civilian  ;  but  I  have  not  acceeded 
to  the  proposal,  for  this  reason — that  I 
think  the  best  man  ought  to  beappointed, 
whether  he  is  a  military  man  or  not. 
The  spirit  in  which  that  proposal 
has  been  carried  out  will  best  be  seen 
when  I  tell  the  House  that  while  at  the 
bead  of  the  manufacturing  departments 
I  have  appointed  General  Maitland. 
I  have  put  a  Eoyal  Engineer  at  the  head 
of  the  carriage  department,  and  for  the 
head  of  the  Enfield  Eifle  Factory  I  have 
appointed  tbe  best  gun  maker  I  could 
find.  With  respect  to  the  gun  factory, 
after  every  inquiry  which  it  was  possible 
to  make,  1  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not  an  artillery  but  a  Naval 
officer  who  would  be  best  man  at  the 
bead  of  it,  and  I  have  accordingly  ap- 
pointed Captain  Younghusband.  What- 
ever prejudices  may  have  existed  on 
previous  occasions,  I  trust  the  House 
will  think  that,  acting  with  the  advice 
of  General  Maitland,  himself  an  artillery 
officer,  I  have  chosen  the  best  men  for 
the  various  positions.  I  pass  to  another 
point.  We  have  taken  away  the  control 
of  the  stores  from  the  manufacturing 
departments.  They  cannot  now  inspect 
the  stores.  That  inspection  has  been  a 
very  great  difficulty.  We  have  now 
handed  over  to  the  Military  authorities 
complete  control  in  the  matter.  I  hope 
and  believe  that  the  system  which  has 
now  been  introduced  will  lead  not  only 
to  greatly  increased  efficiency  in  the  in- 
spection, but  will  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  such  great  scandals  as  have  happened 
in  recent  years,  and  that  the  issue  of 
defective  weapons  will  be  put  an  end 
to.  We  have  thought  it  right  that  all 
manufacturing  departments  should  be 
entirely  placed  under  Civil  control. 
Manufacture  is  one  thing,  but  order- 
ing and  inspecting  is  another,  and  that 
has  in  all  cases  been  placed  under 
Military  control.  Though  the  cloth- 
ing department  is  undoubtedly  a  Civil 
department,  there,  again  the  Military 
authorities  order  the  supplies  of  clothing. 
A  representative  of  the  Quartermaster 
General  seals  the  patterns  and  the 
clothing  is  inspected  by  a  Board  of 
officers.  To  make  the  inspection  as 
eflfective  as  possible  various  reports  on 
the  clothing  are  made  out.  It  is  very 
ensy  to  say,  as  is  sometimes  done,  that 
the  clothing  supply  is  bad.  [Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  :  Lord  Wolseley  said  so.]     I 
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will  give  the  House  an  instance  which 
occurred  only  recently.  Some  woollen 
clothing  was  supplied  to  particular 
regiments,  and  the  officers  complained  of 
it.  At  the  same  time  they  sent  up  a 
sample,  which  they  said  was  much 
cheaper.  It  appeared  to  be  a  much 
better  article  to  all  appearance ;  but 
when  ordinary  tests  were  applied  it  was 
found  that  while  the  clothing  supplied 
to  the  Army  was  made  of  pure  wool, 
the  article  sent  as  a  sample  as  being  so 
much  superior  was  almost  if  not  en- 
tirely cotton.  Now  I  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  contracts.  No  doubt  the  Director 
of  Contracts  remains  under  civilian  con- 
trol. I  think  it  is  highly  important  that 
the  Director  of  Contracts  should  be  in 
the  closest  possible  communication  with 
whatever  official  is  responsible  for  the 
financial  administration  of  the  Army  to 
Parliament,  and  the  Amendment  I  have 
introduced  will  have  the  advantage  that, 
instead  of  the  Director  being  under  the 
control  of  the  Surveyor  of  Ordnance,  he 
will  in  future  be  placed  entirely  under 
the  Financial  Sooretary,  who  will  be  re- 
sponsible to  the  House.  The  post  of 
Director  of  Contracts  is  a  most  diffi.cult 
and  responsible  one;  but  in  order  to 
keep  touch  with  the  various  Depart- 
ments, the  Head  of  each  will  be  asked  to 
give  an  opinion  with  regard  to  tenders, 
before  those  tenders  are  accepted  by  the 
Director  of  Contracts.  My  noble  Friend 
asks  as  to  the  financial  responsibility  of 
the  Military  Authorities.  I  wish  that 
financial  responsibility  to  be  as  complete 
as  it  can  be,  subject  to  the  legitimate 
control  which  must  be  exercised  by  the 
heads  of  the  Department  in  Parliament. 
My  noble  Friend  has  given  two  or  three 
very  amusing  oases  as  instances  of  the 
result  of  the  system  on  which  the  busi- 
ness affairs  of  the  Army  are  now 
managed.  He  said  that  there  was  an 
enormous  correspondence  with  reference 
to  a  deficiency  of  2(f.  I  happen  to  know 
about  that  case.  It  was  started  by  a 
Military  officer,  and  after  passings 
through  I  do  not  know  how  many 
hands,  it  was  observed  by  a  civilian — 
the  Assistant  Director  of  Clothing  — 
that,  instead  of  its  having  been  allowed 
to  give  rise  to  a  voluminous  correspond- 
ence, the  difficulty  might  have  been 
easily  settled  by  means  of  a  needle  and 
thread.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as 
to  the  necessity  of  more  decentralization, 
and  I  shall  be  quite  prepared  to  oon- 
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sider  any  proposal  with  that  object  which 
may  be  put  forward  by  the  Military 
Authorities.  As  to  the  trumpery  details 
which  the  Military  Authorities  have  been 
called  upon  to  deal  with,  it  will  be  their 
fault  if  they  do  not  devise  some  system 
under  which  those  trumpenr  details  can 
be  got  rid  of.  The  Civil  Authorities 
have  been  guided  by  the  Military  on  the 
question  of  moving  regiments  from  one 
place  to  another.  Although  a  good 
deal  of  criticism  might  be  passed  upon 
these  constant  transfers,  in  justice  to 
the  Military  Authorities  it  ought  to 
be  said  that  they  desire  to  render  the 
Service  as  popular  as  possible  by  not 
keeping  any  particular  regiment  too 
long  at  a  station  which  was  not  con- 
sidered agreeable.  Turning  to  another 
point,  I  must  refer  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  greater  financial 
powers  should  be  conferred  upon  the 
Military  Authorities  so  as  almost  to  put 
an  end  to  the  necessity  for  the  continu- 
ance of  the  office  of  Secretary  for  War. 
[Lord  Eandolpu  Ohubohill  dissented.] 
As  the  noble  Lord  does  not  admit  that 
that  is  his  meaning,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  further  upon  the  point.  I 
will  now  pass  on  to  the  proposal  that  a 
Hoyal  Commission  should  issue  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  the  War 
Office.  The  War  Office  has  been  a 
good  deal  inquired  into  of  late  years, 
inasmuch  as  there  is  scarcely  a  branch 
of  it  that  has  not  formed  the  subject 
of  a  special  and  exhaustive  inquiry. 
But  if  it  is  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
that  a  Royal  Commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  further  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Department,  or  any  division 
of  it,  I  may  say,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  we  shall  offer  no  oppo- 
sition to  such  further  inquiry.  The 
labours  of  such  a  Commission  as  has 
been  suggested  by  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  would, 
however,  be  a  very  different  thing,  for 
it  must  necessarily  occupy  an  enormous 
extent  of  time.  It  would  embrace  the 
requirements  of  this  country,  the  Colo- 
nies, and  India,  the  defence  of  our  ports 
and  coaling  stations,  the  reserve  of 
stores,  and  their  maintenance  in  store- 
houses throughout  the  world,  long  and 
short  service,  and  numberless  other 
questions  which,  I  venture  to  say,  would 
occupy  not  months  but  years.  More- 
over, in  approaching  the  consideration 
of    a  EoyGil   Commiaeioni  the   House 


would  like  to  know  whether  it  was  in- 
tended to  promote  economy  or  promote 
extravagance.  My  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  wanted  a  Boyal 
Commission  because  the  French  had  got 
a  number  of  melenite  shells. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  explained  that  he  had 
merely  adverted  to  it  as  a  subject 
worthy  of  inquiry. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Yes,  my  noble 
Friend  regards  it  as  a  question  which  a 
Royal  Commission  could  inquire  into. 
I  may  further  point  out  that,  if  a  Royal 
Commission  of  the  character  suggested 
were  to  be  appointed,  much  danger  to 
the  public  interest  might  occur  through 
the  publication  to  the  world  of  the  weak 
points  of  our  military  service,  our  stores, 
our  home  forts,  and  our  coaling  stations 
abroad.  In  the  Report  upon  the  Mili- 
tary Ports  now  before  the  House,  we 
have  given  only  a  general  account  of 
our  deficiencies.  Every  word  of  it  was 
considered  by  me  with  my  Military  ad- 
visers, who  assured  me  that  to  give  more 
detail  would  be  dangerous  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  country.  If  such  matters 
were  to  be  made  public,  there  would  be 
an  end,  not  only  of  the  responsibility  of 
a  Government  in  reference  to  military 
matters,  but  of  their  freedom  of  action 
in  regard  to  them,  while  with  the  report 
of  such  a  Commission  before  it,  if  the 
report  is  to  be  considered  binding, 
any  Government  which  is  responsible 
for  the  safety  of  the  country  would  find 
it  far  more  than  ordinarily  difficult  to 
grant  such  an  increase  of  the  military 
resources  of  the  country  as  they  might 
think  necessary  on  an  emergency ;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  any  Government  that 
desired,  as  I  hope  we  all  desire,  to 
carry  out  legitimate  economies,  would 
also  find  it  increasingly  difficult  to  cut 
down  useless  expenditure.  In  these 
circumstances.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment cannot  consent  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Royal  Commission  which  has  been 
asked  for,  and  they  adhere  to  the  pro- 
posal which  was  put  forward  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  on  Monday 
night.  He  repeated  to  the  House  the 
terms  on  which  he  thought  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  might  be  granted.  To  those 
terms  we  are  perfectly  willing  to  adhere. 
They  cover  an  inquiry  into  the  whole 
naval  and  military  system  as  at  present 
organized.  That,  surely,  is  large  enough 
for  any  Commission  to  undertake  for  all 
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practical  purposes.  Notwithstanding  the 
inordinate  amount  of  time  during  which 
I  have  trespassed  upon  the  attention  of  | 
the  House,  I  cannot  sit  down  without 
touching  briefly  upon  another  matter  of 
great  importance.  I  cannot  but  feel 
that  the  speeches  such  as  have  been 
delivered  by  my  noble  Friend  and  by 
some  of  my  Naval  and  Military  Friends, 
as  reported  to  the  public,  are  calculated 
lo  diminish  the  influence  of  this  country 
in  the  eyes  of  foreign  nations,  and  in  so 
far  as  these  speeches  do  not  accurately 
represent  the  true  state  of  our  defences, 
they  diminish  that  influence  to  an  extent 
that  is  unfair  and  unreasonable.  There- 
fore, I  propose  shortly  to  dwell  upon 
the  condition  of  the  defences  of  the 
country  in  greater  detail  than  I  have 
dwelt  upon  the  subject  in  my  State- 
ment. In  my  Statement,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  see  who  have  read  it,  I  desired 
to  leave  the  impression  that  the  defences 
of  our  ports  and  of  our  coaling  stations 
wore  far  from  satisfactory  at  the  present 
moment.  We  have  at  those  places 
obsolete  guns,  and  the  defences  are  not 
suited  to  the  requirements  of  modern 
service,  and  there  are  great  steps  which 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  take,  if  we 
mean  to  keep  abreast  of  modern  re- 
quirements, even  to  the  most  reasonable 
extent.  The  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment now  before  the  House  consist  of 
an  honest  attempt  to  grapple  with  all 
the  main  difficulties,  and,  indeed,  all 
the  criticisms  which  have  been  passed 
upon  those  proposals  accept  them  as  a 
moderate  and  reasonable  attempt  to 
deal  with  the  great  difficulties  in  which 
the  country  is  placed  at  the  present 
time.  First,  as  to  the  coaling  sta- 
tions, I  said  last  year,  with  a  blunt- 
ness  that  gave  offence  in  some  quarters, 
that  the  Colonies  had  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  delay  which  this  country 
had  shown  in  fulfilling  in  spirit  the 
promises  we  had  made ;  and  for  not 
having,  as  soon  as  possible,  put  those 
defences  in  a  thoroughly  efficient  condi- 
tion. The  Government  now  propose  to 
complete  entirely  tho  defence  of  the 
coaling  stations.  That  statement  has 
been  received  in  some  quarters  with 
cynical  laughter,  and  although  it  is  true 
that  the  statement  has  been  made  in 
previous  years,  yet  never  in  any  pre- 
vious year  have  the  Government  asked 
Parliament  to  grant  once  and  for  all 
tho  money  required  for  that  purpose. 

J/r,  JE  Stanhope 


With  the  exception  of  certain  orders 
which  await  the  result  of  this  debate 
and  the  approval  of  Parliament,  almost 
all  the  guns  that  are  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  the  coaling  stations  are  not 
only  ordered,  but  will  be  ready  in  the 
course  of  the  year. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  By  the  end  of  this  month— 
this  financial  year  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No ;  certainly 
not.  The  hon.  Member  misunderstands 
me.  I  am  speaking  of  the  next  financial 
year  ;  and  I  trust  and  believe  it  will  be 
pushed  on  by  the  Government,  and  that 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Colonial  GK>- 
yernments,  who  hitherto,  I  am  bound  to 
say,  have  shown  every  desire  to  go  be- 
yond us  in  this  matter  and  to  push  on 
the  works  for  which  they  are  respon- 
sible, these  coaling  stations,  which,  are  of 
great  importance  to  the  Mother  Country 
and  her  Colonies,  and  of  general  advan- 
tage to  the  Empire,  may  be  completed, 
if  not  within  the  next  financial  year,  at 
any  rate  very  shortly  after.  Now,  Sir,  I 
come  to  the  military  ports.  The  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  contemplate 
an  immediate  completion  of  all  tho 
urgent  works  connected  with  our  mili- 
tary ports.  When  I  was  face  to  face 
last  year  with  the  enormous  expenditure 
asked  for  by  the  military  authorities, 
I  felt  the  great  difficulty  of  knowing 
what  really  ought  to  be  done  at  once  and 
what  could  be  postponed  until  a  more 
convenient  period.  I  took  a  step  which 
is,  I  think,  a  reasonable  one.  I  asked  a 
Committee  to  assemble  with  me  and  to 
recommend  to  me  and  to  the  House 
what  wore  the  most  urgent  works  of 
defence  of  our  military  ports.  All  those 
urgent  works  are  now  taken  in  hand. 
Although  we  do  not  forget  such  im- 
portant ports  as  that  mentioned  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend — the  defences 
of  Gibraltar  urgently  requiring  some 
addition — wo  mean,  in  the  first  place,  to 
direct  our  attention  to  the  important 
great  military  ports  of  this  country ; 
and  I  hope  this  financial  year  will  not 
pass  without  our  being  able  to  say,  both 
in  respect  of  Portsmouth  and  the 
Thames,  that  all  substantial  and  main 
difficulties  have  been  removed.  I  come 
now  to  the  mercantile  ports.  I  felt  that 
if  we  were  undertaking  the  defences  of 
our  military  ports  and  coaling  stations, 
the  groat  mercantile  ports  of  this 
country    are    also    bound   to    be    rq- 
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mombered.    We  knew  that  there  was  a 
desire  in  all  those  ports  of  the  coantry 
to  raise,  for  the  service  of  the  country, 
submarine  mining  corps  which  were  so 
urgently  required  for  the  protection  of 
those  ports.     Wo  have  included  a  pro- 
vision in  the  Estimates  for  the  raising  of 
those  corps,  and  we  have  included  pro- 
posals which  we  are  now   making  to 
Parliament    for    money    towards   the 
carrying  out  of  submarine  mining.     We 
have  also  added  whatever  sums  may  be 
required  for  light  armaments  to  protect 
the  submarine  mines.    But  it  may  be 
said    that  is  not  all    they  want.     Of 
course  not.    We  know  it,  but  we  have 
put  it  in  that  way  because  we  want  to 
induce  the  localities  to  come    forward 
and  co-operate   with   us  in  their  own 
defence.     If  they  desire  to  see  increased 
defences   given  to  them,  they   should 
come  and  meet  us  and  tell  us  what  they 
will    do    in   the   way   of    contribution 
towards  their  own  defence.     I  can  say 
for  the  Government  that  if  they  will  do 
that  we  shall  be  prepared  to  meet  them, 
and  I  am    anxious,   at    any    rate    as 
regards  the  principal  mercantile  ports, 
that  no  time  shall  be  lost  in  providing 
for  them  such  defences  as  are  adequate 
to  the  needs  of  the  case.     It  may  be 
said,   ''  Why  do  you  not  do  more  than 
this  ?    Why  do  you  not  ask  for  all  the 
money  required  to  put  the  ports  of  the 
country  in  a  suJQ&cient  state  of  defence, 
and  be  done  with  it  ?"     I  will  tell  the 
House  why.     Simply  because  it  is  im- 
possible to  do  more  than  we  are  doing 
at  the  present  time.     The  rules  I  have 
endeavoured  to  lay  down  aro  these — the 
defence  of    those    ports    ought    to  be 
carried  out  as  quickly  as  you  can  do  it, 
and  I  have  asked  those  who  are  most 
responsible  for  advising  me  in  carrying 
out  these  defences,  how  quickly  they 
can  do  it.    I  am  acting  on  their  advice 
when  I  fix  the  term  I    have  decided 
upon.     But  I  would  say  at  once  to  the 
House— and  it  is  abundantly  clear  in 
our  proposals — that  we  are  not  going  to 
bo  limited  by  a  notion  of  the  three-year 
rule,  if   we  can  do   it  more    quickly. 
That  was  the  reason  why  we  have  asked 
to  put  a  certain  amount  of  money  out  of 
the  control  of  Parliament.     My  second 
rule  is  this— we  ought  to  get  value  for 
our  money.     I  urge  the  House  not  to 
open  the  flood-gates  of  extravagant  ex- 
penditure.   Lay  down  a  definite   pro- 
grammoi  as  we  are  endeavouring  to  do, 


and  then  let  those  who  are  intrusted 
with  the  expenditure  of  that  money — I 
mean  the  War  Office,  both  the  military 
and  the  civil  side— show  their  power  to 
carry  out  that  programme  with  efficiency 
and  economy;    and  let  them  come  to 
Parliament  as  that  programme  is  being 
completed,  and,  if  they  think  fit,  ask 
Parliament  to  grant  them  further  re* 
sources  to  carry  out  further  work.    As 
regards  the  garrisons  of  the   military 
ports  and  the  mercantile  ports,  we  have 
arranged  all  the  garrison  required.  En- 
gineers were  required,  most  of  which 
have  been  provided.   Submarine  miners 
were  required,  and  we  believe  no  diffi- 
culty wiU  be  found  in  raising  among 
the  Volunteers  efficient  members  for  the 
mining  corps  at  these  ports.      As  to 
the  general  condition  of  the  Army,  I 
say,  and  say  gladly,  with  a  full  sense  of 
responsibility    which    attsushes    to    the 
thankless  office  which  I  at  present  hold, 
that  the  Army,  according  to  the  reports 
of  military    authorities,  is  in  a  satis- 
factory state,  and  steady  improvement  is 
taking  place.     When  we  are  asked  for  a 
Eoyal  Oommission  for  the  purpose  of  ad- 
vising us  with  regard  to  some  questions 
relating  to  the  Army  I  would  ask  whether 
it  is  possible  for  the  Government  to  find 
among  those  persons  who  would  con- 
stitute Hlq  p$r»onn$l  oi  the  Boyal  Oom- 
mission   any   better    military  advisers 
than  those  who  are  at  present  at  the 
War  Office  subject  to  the  Commander- 
in-Ohief?      We    have    Lord  Wolseley 
and  Sir  Eedvers  BuUer,  both  men  who 
command  in  a  remarkable  degree  the 
confidence  of  the  country.      The  new 
organization  set  on  foot  by  them  has 
only  been  in  force  for  one  year.    Great 
progress  has  been    made  during  that 
period,  and  I  am  satisfied,  unless  we  are 
perpetually  digging   up  the    roots   in 
order  to  see  how  the  plant  is  growing, 
that  the  organization  lately  set  on  foot 
is    destined    to    accomplish  what  this 
country  so  urgently  requires — namely, 
the  organization  of  the  limited  force 
in  this  country  in    a    manner    which 
will  be  sufficient  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses.   I  admit  that  the  equipments  of 
those  two  Army  Corps  are  not  fully  com- 
pleted ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  oriticize  do  not  fully  realize 
the  great  producing  power  of  the  country. 
I  believe  it  is  the  practical  experience  of 
the  War  Office  that,  although  we  have 
gone  on  year  after  year  adding  to  the 
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equipments  and  to  the  armaments  and 
transports  required  for  those  Army 
Oorps,  neyertlieless  there  has  been  no 
expedition  of  any  magnitude  since  the 
Crimean  War  that  we  have  not  been 
obliged  to  go  to  the  trade  and  obtain 
special  articles  and  equipments  for  the 
wants  of  the  troops  in  that  war.  The 
statements  which  have  been  made  in 
the  House  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  require  some  answer. 
My  noble  Friend  says  that  he  believes 
we  have  got  very  little  gunpowder,  and 
that  obtained  abroad  would  be  stopped 
if  war  broke  out.  I  assure  my  noble 
Friend  that  we  are  fully  alive  to  the 
fact  that  all  the  gunpowder  made  abroad 
would  be  stopped  from  coming  into  this 
country  if  war  broke  out.  I  am  also 
able  to  inform  him  that  we  are  able  to  get 
an  adequate  supply  of  gunpowder  in  this 
country.  And  further,  we  have  at  the 
present  time  a  very  large  supply  of  gun- 
powder of  all  descriptions  ;  and  I  am 
informed,  on  unquestionable  authority, 
that  we  are  better  off  than  ever  before 
in  that  respect. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR:  That 
is  not  saying  much. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  perfectly 
aware  of  one  very  difficult  question 
affecting  gunpowder,  and  that  is  that 
the  annual  expenditure  of  some  new 
forms  of  powder  has  not  at  present  been 
ascertained.  But  even  of  these  de- 
scriptions of  powder,  only  recently 
discovered,  we  have  a  very  fair  sup- 
ply. Another  complaint  has  been 
mentioned.  We  have  been  told  that  we 
have  a  very  limited  number  of  good 
field  guns,  and  that  all  the  remaining 
field  guns  in  the  Army  are  worth 
nothing  at  all.  With  perfect  frankness, 
I  teU  the  House  that  we  shall  have  with 
the  proposals  now  made  to  the  House 
33  field  and  horse  batteries  equipped 
with  12-pounder  guns.  The  12-pounder 
g^n  is  known,  I  believe,  to  be  the  best 
field  gun  in  Europe  at  the  present 
time.  With  all  the  remaining  batteries 
we  have  got  14  equipped  with  13- 
pounder  guns,  and  we  have  a  large 
number  of  16-pounder  guns  for  other 
batteries.  I  am  told  by  those  who 
advise  me  in  this  matter  that  the  13- 
pounder  gun  is  at  the  present  time  as 
powerful  a  gun  as  any  army  abroad 
possesses.  If  the  armament  of  our  field 
batteries  with  new  guns  is  resolutely 
pushed  forward,  before  long  we  shall 

JO*.  B.  Stanhope 


be  able  to  say  that  all  our  batteries  are 
better  armed  than  the  field  batteries 
of  any  other  country  in  Europe.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  rifles,  I  really 
think  the  noble  Lord  was  a  little  hard 
in  the  terms  which  he  used.  The  mili- 
tary authorities,  after  a  great  deal  of 
experiment,  have  chosen  a  mag^ine 
rifle  for  the  purpose  of  a  final 
trial.  This  matter  has  exercised  very 
much  the  minds  of  the  military  autho- 
rities during  some  years  past  in  this 
and  in  other  countries.  A  commit- 
tee, mainly  composed  of  military  men, 
but  having  the  advantage  of  the  pre- 
sence upon  it  of  one  or  two  others  who 
were  either  specially  connected  with  the 
Volunteer  Force  or  who  knew  about 
shooting,  in  the  first  instance  selected  a 
rifleof  *4  bore,  and  inconsequence,  those 
responsible  for  the  administration  of 
the  Army  ordered  these  rifles.  The 
military  authorities,  as  well  as  those  of 
other  countries,  have  since  discovered 
that  the  bore  is  larger  than  is  desired 
for  the  rifle  of  the  future,  and  so,  instead 
of  pressing  on  the  manufacture  of  a 
rifle,  which  might  after  all  have  proved 
not  thoroughly  good  or  efficient,  they 
decided  to  admit  their  mistake,  and  say 
that  they  would  have  a  smaller  bore. 
I  was  put  into  this  very  uncomfortable 
position.  We  had  an  enormous  number 
of  rifles— over  90,000— of  -4  bore.  What 
was  to  be  done  with  them  ?  Was  I  to 
say  that  they  were  not  of  any  further 
use,  and  to  put  the  country  to  an  enor- 
mous loss  if  they  were  not  made  avail- 
able for  service  ?  The  course  which  was 
taken  was,  I  contend,  the  only  practical 
one  to  be  adopted  ;  we  converted  these 
rifles  at  a  small  cost  into  Martini-Henry 
rifles,  and  added  them  to  the  store  of 
those  rifles  with  which  the  troops  are 
still  equipped.  If  I  were  not  to  con- 
tinue to  manufacture  Martini-Henry 
rifles,  but  only  to  manufacture  the  new 
rifle,  I  should  not  be  able  to  keep  up 
the  adequate  reserve  of  Martini-Henry 
which  is  requisite.  That  is  not  how  I 
am  inclined  to  regard  my  responsibility. 
I  have  been  taunted  with  saying  that 
we  were  only  going  to  give  these  new 
rifles  to  the  Army,  and  not  to  the  Volun- 
teers. But  everybody  knows  that  you 
cannot  give  them  all  at  once  to  all 
branches  of  the  Service,  and  in  the 
meantime  the  Volunteer  Force  will 
naturally  continue  to  be  armed  with  the 
Martini-Henry.    I  hope  I  have  giTon  a 
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frank  and  candid  explanation  of  those 
points  to  which  reference  has  been  made; 
if  there  are  any  others  which  may  re- 
quire to  be  answered,  by  the  leave  of 
the  House  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer 
them  afterwards.  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
deny  any  responsibility ;  I  am  personally 
conscious  that  much  remains  to  be  done, 
and  I  feel  deeply  the  responsibility  that 
rests  upon  me.  I  know  perfectly  well 
that  this  is  not  merely  a  question  of 
money,  although  enormous  sums  are 
required;  it  means  the  utilization  of 
our  existing  forces,  and  the  application 
to  all  the  forces  of  the  country  of  that 
system  of  organization  which  we  are 
endeavouring  painfully  and  carefully 
to  build  up.  I  know  that  good  and 
honest  work  is  now  being  done  in  this 
matter  in  this  country,  and  efficiency  is 
being  gradually  obtained  without  undue 
extravagance.  The  only  danger  we 
have  to  apprehend  is  the  fluctuation  of 
public  opinion,  and  in  that  respect  there 
is  no  more  certain  way  of  producing  that 
fluctuation  than  to  hold  out  an  exagge- 
rated account  of  the  money  required  in 
order  to  put  us  in  an  efficient  condition. 
If  we  are  allowed  to  go  on  for  a  few  years 
in  the  direction  in  which  we  are  at  pre- 
sent tending,  I  am  certain  that,  although 
we  have  much  lee- way  to  make  up,  we 
should  gradually  achieve  our  purpose, 
and  that  all  the  defensive  forces  of  the 
country,  whether  Eegular,  or  Militia, 
or  Volunteers,  can  be  and  will  be  so 
organized  as  to  enable  the  country  to  feel 
as  safe  as  any  country  could  feel  against 
any  dangers  which  may  threaten  it. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I 
have  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
statement  that  has  just  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope).  I  con- 
sider that  the  present  debate  is  by  far 
the  most  important  debate  upon  Army 
and  Navy  administration  that  has  taken 
place  during  the  last  20  years.  What  is 
the  position  of  affairs?  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  in  Office  now  for  two 
and  three-quarter  years  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  months.  They  have  ap- 
pointed Commiseions  and  Committees 
without  end  on  this  subject  of  Army 
organization  and  the  work  of  the  De- 
partments of  the  Army  and  Navy.  They 
have  introduced  very  great  changes  in 
the  organization  of  the  Departments, 
and  have  proposed  very  heavy  expendi- 
ture. No  opposition  has  come  to  any  part 


of  their  proposals  from  these  Benches ; 
on  the  contrary,  we  have  done  our  best, 
while  fulfilling  our  duty  of  criticizing,  to 
give  our  general  support  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  And  let  me  remind 
the  House  that  the  debate  has  been 
aimed  at  the  object  of  increasing  the 
expenditure  incurred  by  this  country. 
[ Criei  of  "No,  no ! '*]  Well,  wait  a  littte, 
and  I  will  prove  it.  I  have  taken  some 
pains  to  compsure  the  expenditure  in 
the  two  Estimates  for  the  Army  and 
Navy  now  before  Parliament  with  those 
of  1881 — the  last  year  in  which  there 
were  practically  no  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates and  no  Vote  of  Credit.  In  1881 
there  was  no  special  expenditure,  except 
a  small  expenditure  with  regard  to  the 
Transvaal.  What  was  the  expenditure  of 
that  year  ?  According  to  the  Statistical 
Abstract,  which  enables  us  to  compare 
like  with  like,  it  was  £25,190,000,  and 
this  year  it  is  £30,870,000— that  is  to 
say,  that  there  is  an  increase  of  about 
£5,700,000;  'and,  in  addition  to  that, 
there  is  the  one-third  of  the  £2,000,000 
which  is  to  be  spread  over  three  years. 
Is  that  a  time  to  ask  for  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission with  the  object  of  increasing 
that  expenditure  ?  Again,  we  know  no- 
thing from  its  proposers  as  to  its  length 
and  scope.  Is  the  proposed  Oonmiission 
to  sit  for  a  few  weeks  only,  or  to  sit  until 
the  naval  and  military  expenditure  of 
the  country  is  brought  into  a  satisfac- 
tory state  ?  If  the  Commission  is  tem- 
porary, how  will  it  get  through  the 
enormous  duties  assigned  to  it  ?  If 
the  Commission  is  to  be  a  permanent 
one,  it  becomes  really  a  body  of  irre- 
sponsible Ministers.  What,  then,  are 
to  be  the  objects  and  functions  of  this 
Commission,  because  we  have  had  a 
great  deal  of  vague  statement?  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot}, 
in  arguing  for  the  appointment  of  this 
Commission,  said  that  he  wanted  to  know 
what  was  to  be  our  policy  with  regard  to 
Bulgaria,  and  as  to  preventing  the  Bus- 
sians  getting  that  country ;  and  he  said 
something  more  about  Bussia  getting 
Constantinople  as  the  reason  why  we 
should  appoint  this  Commission.  He 
said  that  he  wanted  the  new  rifle  to  be 
at  once  issued  to  the  whole  Army,  as 
well  as  to  the  Militia  and  Volunteers. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward  Hamley ),  whose 
speeches — marked  by  great  ability^— I 
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always  listen  to  with  great  interest, 
quoted  at  some  length  the  words  of 
Admiral  Aube,  of  the  French  Nayy,  in 
which  ho  described  the  duty  of  the 
French  Navy  in  future  to  be  to  attack 
defenceless  towns  like  Brighton.  He 
ought  also  to  have  added  that  other  and 
far  more  able  French  naval  officers  have 
repudiated  entirely  that  proposal.  Be- 
sides, French  officers  are  as  opposed  to 
their  Admiralty  as  some  of  ours.  I  read 
the  other  day  an  article  by  a  French 
officer  of  great  ability  severely  animad- 
verting upon  the  present  condition  of  the 
French  Nayj,  and  I  was  startled  at  the 
similarity  of  language  to  that  with  which 
we  are  not  unaccustomed  here,  and  I 
could  pair  off  quite  as  many  adverse  com- 
ments by  French  officers  upon  the  French 
Navy  as  are  made  by  the  English  naval 
officers  upon  the  English  Navy.  Other 
Members  have  urged  the  appointment 
of  this  Oommittee  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
creasing expenditure.  It  is,  according 
to  one,  to  supersede  all  the  existing  for- 
tifications of  our  Military  Ports ;  accord- 
ing to  another,  to  insist  on  the  fortifi- 
cation of  our  coal  shipping  ports,  to 
supersede  the  present  military  organi- 
zation and  increase  the  depots,  to  set  on 
foot  a  largo  increase  in  the  construction 
of  magazine  guns  ;  in  fact,  there  is 
hardly  any  form  of  addition  to  expen- 
diture which  has  not  been  given  as  a 
reason  for  forming  this  Oommission. 
But  whatever  it  is  to  do,  what  is  the 
body  itself  to  be  and  what  its  functions  ? 
It  is  simply  to  supersede  the  Cabinet  by 
a  Commission  of  irresponsible  experts. 
I  have  had  a  little  experience  lately 
of  the  work  undertaken  by  a  Commis- 
sion, which  wandered,  as  all  Commis- 
sions tend  to  wander,  from  the  original 
object  for  which  it  was  appointed. 
There  was  a  very  interesting  Commis- 
sion and  Eeport  referred  to  during 
the  debate  —  the  Commission  presided 
over  by  Sir  James  Filzjames  Stephen. 
It  was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
system  under  which  patterns  of  warlike 
stores  were  adopted  and  the  stores  passed 
into  the  Service  during  the  last  five 
years.  Now,  for  that  purpose  it  was  an 
excellent  Commission,  presided  over  by 
a  learned  Judge  who,  alike  as  a 
Judge,  a  literary  man,  and  a  journalist, 
we  all  very  much  admire;  but  they,  un- 
fortunately, went  far  beyond  what  was 
referred  to  them.  That  Commission 
travelled  into  the  most  important  Con- 
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stitutional  questions  regarding  the  func- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Cabinet  and  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment, which  were  not  for  a  moment 
the  subject  which  they  were  appointed 
to  consider.  In  examining  what  ought 
to  be  the  Constitutional  functions  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  they  made  abso- 
lutely erroneous  statements,  without  ever 
thinking  it  necessary  to  examine  any 
Secretary  of  State  except  one  who  had 
held  the  Office  for  a  few  months.  I  was 
myself  the  subject  of  one  of  those  abso- 
lutely incorrect  statements,  and  I  wrote 
about  them  to  the  Chairman  to  take  the 
necessary  steps  to  have  the  matter  put 
right.  It  has  not  been  done,  and  the 
subject  has  now  passed  by  ;  but  it  shows 
the  danger  of  referring  Parliamentary 
and  Constitutional  questions  to  a  Hoyal 
Commission  presided  over  by  great 
Judges.  What  was  the  main  recom- 
mendation of  this  Boyal  Commission? 
It  was  to  substitute  for  the  Secretary  of 
State,  in  respect  of  half  his  functions,  a 
great  General,  holding  office  on  tiiie 
tenure  of  a  Judge — that  is  to  say, 
only  removable  by  the  vote  of  both 
Houses.  We  have  heard  about  the 
extravagance  and  want  of  system  in  the 
framing  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti* 
mates  in  recent  years.  What  would  the 
House  think  of  Estimates  brought  before 
Parliament  by  a  great  General,  for  which 
Estimates  nobody  in  Parliament  was  to 
bo  responsible,  and  according  to  a 
system  under  which  the  whole  ground 
of  Parliamentary  control  of  the  Army 
and  Navy  expenditure  would  be  entirely 
lost?  IfEoyal  Commissions,  with  a  Judge 
as  their  Chairman,  tend  to  run  riot  in  tho 
particulars  to  which  I  have  alluded,  what 
is  likely  to  be  the  outcome  of  one  under 
military  influence,  to  whom  all  military 
matters  are  to  be  referred  ?  I  ask  how 
it  would  be  possible  for  a  Boyal  Oom- 
mission, whoever  they  may  be,  to  deter- 
mine what  would  be  required  as  to  the 
Army  with  respect  to  events  in  Bulgaria 
or  Constantinople,  or  difficulties  with 
any  Foreign  Powers,  unless  they  saw  the 
despatches  on  which  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was  founded  ?  Then  we 
are  told  that  this  Commission  is  to  be 
independent  of  Parliament  and  made 
popular.  All  I  can  say  is  that  these 
words  are  not  very  consistent  with  some 
of  the  ideas  of  a  democratic  House  of 
Commons,  and  I  doubt  whether  any 
democratic  House  of  Commons  would 
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resign  the  control  of  £30,000,000  or 
£40,000,000  of  expenditure  to  the  revi- 
sion of  experts  according  to  the  present 
idea  of  a  Koyal  Commission.  I  do  not 
counsel  that  we  should  do  nothing.  I  had 
the  honour  of  being  Secretary  of  State 
shortly  after  all  these  questions  of  Army 
organization  had  been  settled.  The 
settlement  commenced  with  Lord  Card- 
well*  s  proposal,  and  proceeded  after- 
wards for  some  years,  and  was  com- 
pleted under  other  Secretaries  of  State, 
including  Lord  Cranbrook.  I  made  no 
change  in  a  system  I  found  so  recently 
reformed,  and  I  therefore  feel  perfectly 
impartial  at  the  present  moment  with 
respect  to  any  proposals  which  may  be 
made  to  improve  the  administration  of 
the  War  Office  ;  and  I  admit  that  there 
are  several  points  on  which  we  shall  re- 
quire further  information.  There  is  one 
point  on  which  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  will  throw  a 
little  light.  According  to  his  Memo- 
randum— as  I  read  it — he  does  contem- 
plate the  expenditure  of  something  like 
£6,000,000  upon  the  defences  of  the 
country  and  coaling  stations  abroad,  but 
he  only  proposes  to  raise  £3,000,000. 
What  does  he  propose  to  do  as  to  the 
other  £3,000,000  ?  We  must  remember 
that  this  is  not  the  first  time  we  have 
had  loans  raised  for  a  limited  number  of 
years  for  certain  operations.  There  was 
the  loan  asked  for  by  Lord  Palmerston 
in  1861,  and  Lord  Cardwell's  loans  more 
recently.  In  those  cases  Parliament 
made  arrangements  for  the  entire  cost 
of  the  work.  How  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  propose  to  raise  the  whole 
sum  ?  I  must  also  say  a  word  as  to  the 
new  organizations.  I  say  nothing  about 
naval  administration ;  but  as  to  Army 
administration,  I  think  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
has  hit  one  great  blot.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  made  a  very  great  change  in 
the  administration  of  the  Army ;  he  pro- 
poses that  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the 
Military  branch  should  have  cast  on  him 
the  duty  of  preparing  the  Estimates  of 
his  Department.  But  under  Mr.  Card- 
welPs  Order  of  1870  the  head  of  a 
spending  branch — say  that  of  the  Sur- 
veyor General — had  not  only  the  charge 
of  preparing  the  Estimates,  but  also  the 
responsibility  cast  on  him  of  soi^  t  hat 
the  cost  and  expenditure  were  duly  and 


carefully  examined.  That,  I  think,  is  a 
sound  principle.  But  these  later  words 
are  omitted.  It  is  true  the  military 
officers  are  charged  with  preparing  the 
Estimates,  but  there  is  no  responsibility 
for  the  expenditure.  There  is  nothing 
more  agreeable  than  to  prepare  Esti- 
mates; but  without  responsibility  for 
the  expenditure  under  those  Estimates 
the  charge  of  preparing  them  is  a  mere 
sham.  I  agree  with,  the  remarks  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Fad- 
dington in  regard  to  this  matter.  I  have 
referred  to  one  or  two  points  in  a  prac- 
tical spirit,  and  I  hope  that  the  remarks 
I  have  made  may  have  some  influence 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

General  ERASER  (Lambeth,  N.) 
said,  he  distinctly  repudiated  the  idea 
that  the  Motion  that  had  been  brought 
forward  was  an  indictment  of  the  Go- 
vernment. On  the  contrary,  those  who 
supported  it  wished  to  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Government  in  every  possible 
way.  They  had  made  no  claim  for  con- 
trol over  expenditure,  and  they  had  not 
attacked  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  the  system  which  caused 
the  extravagance  that  had  been  attacked, 
and  in  which  they  had  no  confidence. 
The  great  evil  was  that  no  matter  what 
happened,  there  was  no  responsibility 
attaching  to  any  particular  Minister. 
No  soldier  wished  for  extravagance ; 
but  they  wished  that  the  country  should 
get  value  for  its  money.  They  gave  the 
Government  full  credit  for  any  saving 
that  had  been  effected  during  the  past 
year,  an^  they  also  recogpiized  the  ad- 
vances that  had  been  made  towards 
organization.  They  were  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  country  should  know  the 
true  state  of  affairs  with  regard  to  the 
position  in  which  it  stood.  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  who  had  spent 
their  lives  in  the  Service  knew  only 
enough  to  make  them  anxious  to  know 
more.  They  had  very  little  information 
from  the  War  Department  to  guide 
them,  except  the  Army  Estimates  and 
the  Memorandum  issued  with  them. 
But  this  Memorandum  threw  no  light 
on  many  questions  of  vital  interest  to 
the  nation.  For  instance,  no  mention 
was  made  of  the  Horse  Artillery  branch 
of  the  Service,  although  the  question 
had  a  very  prominent  place  in  last 
year's  debates,  in  which  numbers  of 
I  Members  expressed  their  strong  sense 
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of  the  inadvisability  of  the  reduction 
of  four  batteries  of  Royal  Horse  Ar- 
tillery. On  last  year's  Estimates  the 
Secretary  for  War  announced — 

"  Our  object  is  to  have  no  longer  a  large  pro- 
portion of  attenuated  batteries,  but  to  make 
those  we  have  efficient  and  valuable  for  service. 
Instead  of  many  skeleton  batteries,  we  hope  to 
have  a  few  organized  in  the  most  effective 
manner,  ready  to  be  produced  whenever  they 
are  wanted."— (3  tiantard  [312]  300.) 

On  this  year's  Estimates  the  Secretary 
for  War  announced  that  the  Aldershot 
Division  had  been  raised  with  the  object 
of  organizing  a  small  force  to  despatch, 
complete  in  every  detail,  on  the  shortest 
notice  without  calling  out  a  man  of  the 
Beserves.  This  surely  implied  that  the 
promised  increase  to  the  attenuated 
batteries — retained  in  the  Service  after 
last  year's  reduction  of  four  Horse 
Artillery  batteries — had  taken  place. 
Tet  on  reference  to  page  10  of  this 
year's  Army  Estimates  it  was  found 
that  no  battery  had  been  raised  to  war 
strength,  and  that  the  Horse  Artillery 
batteries  remained  now  as  attenuated  as 
before.  It  was  evident  that  to  raise  the 
four  batteries  of  the  1st  Army  Oorps 
to  war  strength  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  break  up  entirely  the  re- 
msdning  batteries ;  and  for  all  this  there 
would  not  be  sufficient  horses.  It  was 
evident  that  any  call  for  an  extra  battery 
of  horse  to  India  or  elsewhere  would 
cause  further  confusion;  and  that  in 
case  of  one  Army  Corps  being  despatched 
the  United  Kingdom  would  be  left  with- 
out horse  artillery;  They  were  told  that 

*^The  whole  of  the  units  necessary  to  com- 
plete the  organization  of  two  Army  Corps,  a 
Cavalry  Division,  and  troops  for  the  communi- 
cations are  now  actually  in  existence." 

There  was  a  great  deficiency  in 
the  Horse  Artillery,  and  it  now  ap- 
peared that  the  units  were  but 
cadres,  and  there  were  no  means  of 
completing  them.  As  the  Memorandum 
stated  that  the  Eeserves  were  not  to  be 
touched,  were  the  other  units  more  fully 
prepared  ?  In  view  of  the  statement  in 
the  Memorandum  he  would  ask  was  it  a 
fact  or  not  that  the  three  regiments  of 
Oavalry  at  Aldershot  were  100  horses 
and  nearly  300  men  short  of  the  com- 
plement? If  this  was  the  position  of 
the  troops  at  Aldershot,  were  they  better 
prepared  elsewhere?  He  feared  not. 
The  strength  of  the  Oavalry  regiments 
set  forth  in  different  parts  of  the  Esti- 
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mates  varied.  For  years  they  had  been 
assured  that  all  was  done  on  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  But  what  was  the  worth  of  re- 
sponsibility without  penalty  ?  Who  had 
suffered  of  late  years  for  his  respon- 
sibility? Who  had  suffered  for  not 
relieving  Gordon?  Who  suffered  for 
Majuba  Hill?  There  was  no  wish  to 
relieve  the  Government  of  responsibility ; 
but  they  did  think  that  it  should  under- 
stand what  it  was  responsible  for  in  the 
interests  and  welfare  of  the  nation,  and 
the  inquiries  of  the  suggested  Com- 
mission might  effect  this. 

Da.  FAEQUHAR80N  (Aberdeen- 
shire,  W.)  said,  that  although  the 
debate  had  afforded  him  an  intellectual 
treat,  he  had  watched  its  progress  with 
wonder,  confusion,  and  with  something 
like  alarm.  They  knew  that  sooiety 
abounded  with  croakers  and  alarmists, 
who  told  them  on  all  possible  oooasions 
that  the  country  had  no  Army  and  no 
Navy,  and  that  if  it  had  a  Navy  it  would 
be  useless.  Until  now,  however,  these 
sentiments  had  found  no  widespread  or 
authoritative  echo  in  the  House.  During 
the  present  discussion  they  had  heard 
hon.  Member  after  hon.  Member  give 
forth  with  dismal  wails  prophecies  as  to 
the  terrible  consequences  which  must 
ensue.  Various  speakers  had  said  that 
our  coaling  stations  were  absolutely  un- 
prepared for  any  contingency  in  time  of 
war.  They  had  been  told  that  if  the 
Ohannel  Fleet  was  away  for  a  week  or 
two,  or  was  incapacitated  for  service,  the 
country  would  be  a  prey  to  the  nearest 
foreign  invader.  They  were  told  that 
the  Army,  if  the  country  had  one  at  all, 
was  inefficient,  and  that  the  Navy  was 
also  not  in  the  state  it  ought  to  be  in. 
Then,  again,  they  were  told  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Ohurchill)  that  it  did 
not  matter  how  much  was  spent  because 
the  system  was  all  wrong.  It  was  said, 
too,  that  they  had  got  no  fixed  point, 
and  that  they  were  absolutely  deceiving 
the  public  as  to  what  was  going  on. 
There  was  some  comfort  to  be  found  in 
the  fact  that  nearly  all  these  aoousa- 
tions  were  made  by  Gentlemen  of  the 
military  persuasion,  who  were  rery 
naturally  inclined  to  take  a  gloomy  yiew 
of  the  condition  of  our  Army,  and  who 
were  apt  to  wish  and  to  press  for  large 
and  ever  increasing  expenditure.  He 
did  not  desire  to  introauce  any  Party 
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oonsiderations  into  the  debate ;  bat  he 
ooald  not  help  thinking  that  a  certain 
amount  of  suspicion  attached  to  state- 
ments made  upon  the  opposite  Benches. 
The  demands  made  for  increased  ex- 
penditure had,  in  the  main,  been  made 
from  the  Tory  side  of  the  House — from 
what  might  be  called  the  professional 
Jingo  side  of  the  House.  Of  course,  he 
did  not  want  in  amy  degree  to  go  counter 
to  those  who  had,  he  thought,  with  some 
amount  of  right  on  their  side,  pressed 
the  Government  to  give  a  Committee  or 
a  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  present 
state  of  things.  After  all  the  alarmist 
expressions,  the  very  able  and  very  clear 
and  interesting  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  came  with 
a  most  refreshing  flavour.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  them  that,  within 
our  narrow  limits  of  expenditure  and 
size  of  the  force,  the  Army  was  good 
and  was  doing  well.  That,  no  doubt, 
was  true  in  a  very  great  measure ;  but 
it  was  certainly  very  probable  that  the 
country  would  become  some  what  alarmed 
in  consequence  of  the  statements  which 
were  now  being  made  in  very  influential 
quarters.  He  was  sure  the  people 
would  like  to  get  a  little  more  informa- 
tion, and  therefore  he  thought  it  was 
right  and  just  and  reasonable  that  the 
Commission  asked  for  should  be  ap- 
pointed. He  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  agreed  to  give  pretty  nearly 
all  that  had  been  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  who  opened  the  debate.  Of 
course,  the  size  of  our  Army  must  depend 
very  largely  upon  what  we  wanted  to  do 
with  it — whether  we  wanted  it  for  offen- 
sive or  purely  defensive  purposes.  There 
was  still  the  Eassian  bogey  in  front  of 
us ;  but  if  at  any  time  the  Eussian  Army 
dreamt  of  crossing  the  Indian  frontier,  he 
thought  we  should  find  it  a  far  better  de- 
fence to  have  a  happy,  contented,  united, 
and  well  govemed-people  there  than 
any  amount  of  force.  If  he  j  udged  from 
what  he  had  seen  in  India  lately,  the 
people  were  persuaded  that  the  Army 
was  not  the  best  that  could  be  invented, 
but  it  was  better  than  what  they  had 
before ;  it  was  certainly  better  for  them  to 
have  it  than  to  have  the  Russian  Army. 
There  was,  too,  the  old  bogey  of  foreign 
invasion.  For  a  century  or  more  people 
bad  talked  about  forei^pi  invasions,  but 


they  had  never  come  off.  There  had 
not  been  an  invasion  of  England  since 
the  time  of  Julius  Csosar,  and  he  did 
not  suppose  we  were  likely  to  have 
another.  Surely  the  day  was  past  when 
one  country  invaded  other  countries  for 
the  mere  lust  of  booty  or  plunder. 
Some  reason  must  be  given  for  proceed- 
ings of  that  kind ;  and  he  thought  that 
probably,  by  the  aid  of  diplomacy  and 
the  observance  of  a  cautious  policy,  we 
should  avoid  dangers  of  that  kind. 
They  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
wishes  of  the  constituencies.  One  hon. 
Member  opposite  told  them  that  the 
people  were  desirous  to  see  a  large  in- 
crease of  our  armaments.  He  doubted 
that  very  much.  What  he  saw  in  his 
own  part  of  the  country  was  quite  the 
opposite.  He  believed  that  the  people 
would  like  to  see  the  armaments  dimi- 
nished, if  possible,  and  the  great  bur- 
dens of  the  country  diminished  in  equal 
proportion.  What  the  people  said  was 
that  we  must  defend  ourselves,  keep  what 
we  had  got,  not  mix  ourselves  up  in  the 
affairs  oi  the  Continent ;  we  must  take 
care  of  our  force  and  power  as  directed 
to  the  preservation  of  our  own  coasts, 
our  own  property  at  home,  and  the  de- 
fence of  our  honour  and  position  abroad. 
Of  course,  the  country  must  have  a  strong 
Navy ;  but  we  could  never,  with  our 
Military  Service,  attempt  to  play  at  the 
game  of  brag  with  Foreign  Powers.  We 
must  have  a  small  Army  at  home^ — per- 
haps a  mere  skeleton  Army  which  could 
be  rapidly  filled  up.  He  would  not 
venture  to  make  any  more  remarks  upon 
the  general  question.  He  did  not  think 
he  should  have  risen  at  all  if  it  had  not 
been  for  certain  statements  in  the  very 
valuable  Memorandum  submitted  to 
them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with  respect 
to  the  Service  with  which  he  was  for- 
merly connected — namely,  the  Army 
Medical  Department.  He  hoped  he 
would  not  be  out  of  Order  in  saying  one 
or  two  words  on  the  present  aspect  of 
that  Department.  It  would  be  more 
convenient,  no  doubt,  that  remarks  on 
that  subject — (ft  on  any  specifie  subject — 
were  deferred  till  the  particular  Votes 
relating  to  the  different  subjects  came 
on.  But  they  had  often  heard  that  the 
Army  Medical  Department  must  be  put 
on  a  proper  footing.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who    so    ably    presided    over    Army 
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matters  in  the  House  met  thorn 
in  a  very  cordial  way  in  a  Committee 
upstairs  last  year.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman recommended  that  they  should 
defer  any  discussion  on  Army  medical 
matters  until  Vote  4  came  on,  and  he 
promised  them  a  good  opportunity  of 
discussing  that  Vote.  Of  course,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  arrange 
the  Business  of  the  House;  he  could 
not  arrange  when  any  particular  topic 
should  come  on.  He  might  propose, 
but  the  House  disposed ;  and  it  hap- 
pened that  the  discussion  took  place  in 
the  small  hours  of  the  morning.  Al- 
though they  had  now  put  their  House  in 
order,  and  they  would  hare  no  more 
small  hours,  still  the  discussion  upon 
Army  medical  matters  would  very  likely 
come  on  at  an  inconvenient  time— either 
late  in  the  evening  or  late  in  the  Ses- 
sion, when  many  Members  who  took 
freat  interest  in  the  question  might 
e  away.  Now,  one  or  two  alterations 
in  the  medical  department  of  the  Army 
had  filled  the  Service  with  a  certain 
amount  of  discomfort  and  alarm.  It 
was  said  that  doctors  were  grumblers ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  any  people 
grumbled  unless  there  was  some  foun- 
dation for  grumbling.  The  fact  was 
that  the  medical  department  had  for 
years  been  in  a  state  of  perpetual  un- 
certainty and  unrest ;  what  had  been 
given  to  it  one  day  had  been  taken 
away  the  next.  The  general  feeling  of 
discomfort  and  uncertainty  culminated 
in  1878  in  a  practical  Boycotting  of  the 
department ;  in  other  words,  no  candi- 
dates came  forward,  and  the  condition 
of  the  Army  Medical  Department,  as 
regarded  the  influx  of  new  men,  was 
really  at  a  standstill.  The  Government 
of  the  day  very  properly  gave  a  Commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  grievances  and  to 
suggest  remedies.  Evidence  was  taken, 
including  that  of  the  leading  surgeons  of 
the  Medical  Schools  of  London.  It  was 
then  distinctly  stated  that  the  condition 
of  unrest  and  the  want  of  stability  in 
the  department  was  the  reason  of  the 
great  paucity  of  candidates,  and  the 
principal  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  the  medical  men  in  the 
Army  Medical  Department  should  bo 
allowed  the  privilege  of  retiring  after 
20  years'  service.  The  adoption  of  that 
recommendation  was  quite  successful. 
There  was  a  large  influx  of  candidates, 
and,  in  spite  of  certain  ups  and  down. 

Dr.  Farjuharson 


the  supply  has  been  continual.  Although 
doctors  gained  a  good  deal  in  being 
able  to  retire  after  20  years'  service, 
they  gave  up  something  to  get  it.  Be- 
fore that  they  had  had  the  right,  if  in- 
capacitated by  illness,  to  retire  before 
20  years  on  a  pension.  They  gave  that 
up,  and  now  they  had  no  such  right. 
Not  many  had  retired ;  but 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order !  The 
subject  of  retiring  medical  pensions  has 
no  direct  reference  to  the  Amendment 
now  before  the  House,  which  relates  to 
the  military  resources  of  the  Empire. 

Dr.  FAEQUHARSON  said,  he  would 
not  pursue  the  subject  any  further,  and 
apologized  if  he  had  in  any  way  tres- 
passed on  the  House  at  the  wrong  time. 
He  would  only  add  that  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  undertake  to  give 
them,  on  Yote  4,  ample  opportunity  of 
discussing  fully  the  question  he  had  re- 
ferred to.  Had  it  been  proper  for  him 
to  do  so,  he  should  have  referred  to  the 
question  of  increased  foreign  service, 
and  also  to  the  burning  question  of  the 
relative  rank  of  the  Army  Medical  De- 
partment. Before  he  resumed  his  seat 
he  must  join  his  voice  to  that  of  others 
as  to  the  necessity  of  some  kind  of  Com- 
mission, as  had  been  suggested  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  express  bis 
satisfaction  that  the  wishes  of  those  who 
wanted  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  had 
been  so  justly  met,  as  he  thought  they 
had  been,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  that  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  he 
wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
he  did  not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  intend 
to  reflect  either  upon  the  Government 
generally  or  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  personally.  As 
an  officer  of  the  Army,  he  had  had  the 
privilege  of  seeing  the  working  of  the 
present  military  system,  which  civilians 
had  not.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  given  them  his  opinion ; 
but  then  he  had  had  no  experience.  A 
man  might  be  at  the  head  of  a  Depart- 
ment, and  yet  know  nothing  of  the 
working  of  the  Army  generally ;  there 
were  many  things  which  never  came 
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under  the  cognizance  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  tVar ;  and  what  the  sup- 
porters of  this  Amendment  particularly 
wished  to  do  was  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  system  at  present  prevailing 
in  the  Army  was  not  one  of  decentrali- 
zation, but  of  centralization — a  system  of 
red  tape,  a  system  of  inefficiency.  One 
of  the  greatest  reasons  he  could  con- 
ceive for  the  granting  of  this  Commis- 
sion  was  the  statement  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  made  to  the  effect  that  his  Military 
Advisors  included  Lord  Wolseley.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Handolph  Churchill) 
quoted  the  evidence  of  Lord  Wolseley, 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  there  was 
no  information  as  to  what  the  Army 
required.  If  an  officer  in  the  position 
of  Lord  Wolseley  was  not  aware  and 
had  no  means  of  ascertaining  what  the 
Army  required,  he  (General  Goldsworthy  ) 
did  not  know  how  any  other  means  were 
to  be  devised,  except  the  appointment 
of  a  Eoyal  Commission,  through  which 
to  obtain  the  requisite  information. 
Many  officers  did  know  what  waa 
wanted,  so  far  as  their  own  particular 
branch  was  concerned ;  but  they  did  not 
like  to  say  it  was  wanted.  Officers  who 
were  independent  and  expressed  their 
feelings  too  freely  had  black  marks  put 
against  their  names.  One  of  the  reasons 
which  induced  him  to  make  up  his  mind 
to  become  a  Member  of  that  House  was 
that  he  was  determined,  as  far  as  in  him 
lay,  to  get  the  Army  put  upon  a  good 
footing.  An  immense  amount  of  useless 
correspondence  took  place  in  the  Army ; 
if  there  was  the  same  in  any  private 
business,  the  business  could  not  last 
a  day.  He  was  able  to  say  that  there 
were  hundreds  and  hundreds  of  letters 
every  year  sent  up  to  the  Department 
abput  things  which  ought  not  to  need 
any  reference  being  made  to  it.  They 
might  have  a  general  officer  nominally 
commanding  in  a  district,  and  yet  find 
that  the  district  was  really  com- 
manded in  London  or  in  Dublin,  or 
in  some  other  place.  How  could  such 
a  system  as  that  work  ?  If  a  general 
officer  was  not  fit  to  be  entrusted  with 
responsibility,  do  not  appoint  him  ;  and 
if,  when  they  had  appointed  him,  they 
found  he  was  a  failure,  they  ought  at 
once  to  remove  him,  and  never  let  an 
inefficient  officer  remain  in  a  high  posi- 
tion a  single  moment.    What  he  had 
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maintained  all  along  was  that  they  must 
decentralize.  The  War  Office  or  tho 
Horse  Guards  must  look  to  higher  things 
than  interfering  with  general  officers, 
and  general  officers  should  have  a  great 
deal  more  power  than  they  now  pos- 
sessed ;  and  colonels  commanding  regi- 
ments should  have  more  power  than 
they  had  at  present.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  extra  money  was  required.  If 
the  money  they  now  had  waa  properly 
applied  they  would  be  enabled  to 
do  a  great  deal  more  than  thev  at  pre^ 
sent  did.  He  complimented  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  upon  his  Memorandum,  and  upon 
the  evident  attention  he  had  given  to  the 
subject.  His  (General  Goldsworthy's) 
desire  was— and  he  believed  it  was  the 
desire  of  nearly  every  Member  in  the 
House  who  had  spoken  upon  this  Amend- 
ment— to  strengthen  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's hands.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  Memorandum,  remarked — 

<*Tbe  only  remaining  defloienoy  ooniUti  of 
four  companies  of  fortresi  engineers  which  it  is 
not  proposed  to  raise  this  year." 

Now,  those  were  just  the  sort  of  remarks 
which  made  military  men  rather  vexed. 
What  they  said  to  this  was — ''If  these 
companies  are  necessary,  why  are  they 
not  raised  ?  or  if  they  are  not  necessary 
the  deficiency  does  not  exist.  There 
are  only  four  companies  wanted.  Why 
not  raise  them  ?  "  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman admitted  there  was  a  deficiency, 
so  that  if  there  was  a  deficiency  the  men 
were  wanted.  Then,  again,  in  another 
paragraph  of  his  Memorandum,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*<  In  all  these  particulars  considerable  progress 
had  been  made  in  the  past  year." 

Progress  had  been  made  for  a  long  time, 

but  they  had  not  yet  arrived  at  finality. 

Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  remarked 

in  his  Memorandum — 

*'  These  stores  have  been  hitherto,  to  a  great 
extent,  concentrated  in  large  depdts.  The 
arrangements  for  the  decentralization  of  a  large 
portion  of  them  which  is  indispensable  to  avoid 
delay  and  confusion  are  being  proceeded  with." 

That  was  a  very  good  thing ;  but  all 
these  things  had  been  proceeded  with, 
and  what  he  and  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friends  wanted  to  see  was  that  all  these 
things  should  be  completed.  They  did 
not  like  the  present  uncertainty.  Very 
likely  next  year  they  would  find  that 
these  things  were  still  being  proceeded 
with  when  they  should  have  been  com- 
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pleted.  It  was  just  tlie  same  with  tlie 
coaling  stations ;  the  sooner  they  were 
put  into  a  proper  state  of  defence  the 
Detter  it  would  be  for  the  country.  It 
had  been  remarked  just  now  that  it 
would  be  well  if  there  was  one  head  for 
the  Army  and  the  Navy.  He  did  not 
know  that  that  would  be  a  bad  thing  if 
they  had  one  Cabinet  Minister  with  great 
power  responsible  to  the  House  and  the 
country  for  the  defences  of  the  country. 
Mr.  ARTHUE  0'CONNOR(Donegal, 
E.)  said,  he  did  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  very  few 
moments ;  but  he  desired  to  express  the 
satisfaction  with  which  he  had  followed 
the  course  of  the  present  debate,  because, 
carrying  back  his  mind  some  eight  or 
nine  Sessions  ago,  and  comparing  what 
he  then  witnessed  with  what  he  witnessed 
to-day,  he  was  more  than  satisfied  with 
the  great  advance  which  had  been  made. 
It  would  not  be  any  exaggeration  to  say 
that  eight  or  nine  years  ago  the  com- 
mand which  that  House  had  of  the 
military  or  naval  expenditure,  the  check 
which  the  House  haa  upon  the  Ministers 
of  those  two  Services,  was  merely 
nominal ;  but  during  these  years  there 
had  been — and  he  had  watched  it  with 
great  interest  and  satisfaction — a  great 
advance  in  the  attitude  of  the  House 
and  a  much  firmer  grasp  of  the  conduct 
of  affairs  than  used  to  be  the  case.  Now, 
the  Government  were  challenged  from 
their  own  side  with  regard  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Army.  That  of  it- 
self was  a  good  sign.  The  arguments 
which  had  been  advanced  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers and  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  were  suoh  that  no  intelligent 
and  reasonable  Member  could  help  feel- 
ing it  was  necessary  that  he  should 
address  himself  to  the  points  which  were 
urged  upon  him.  All  this  was  very 
different  from  what  used  to  be.  He 
remembered  hearing  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  Rossendale  Division  of 
Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton)  declare  that  ho  had  never  known 
a  discussion  on  the  Army  Estimates 
result  in  any  reduction  of  the  public 
charge  except  on  one  solitary  occasion, 
when  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  objected 
to  an  exaggerated  establishment  of  a 
minor  character.  That  was  perfectly 
true ;  but  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  had  raised  a 
number  of  points  which  would  certainly 
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force  themselves  upon  the  attention  of 
the  House  and  of  the  country.     Now, 
the  reason  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
rose  was  to  express,  in  spite  of  the  satis- 
faction with   which    he  regarded    the 
general    situation,  the    disappointment 
with  which  he  read  the  Statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man claimed  credit  for  his  administration 
for  having,  as  it  were,  put  his  house  in 
order,  and  yet  his  very  Statement  showed 
he  was  conscious  that  his  house  was  not 
in  order.     He  said  that  in  past  years 
many  millions  of  pounds  sterling  had 
been  spent  upon  the  Army,  and  the  re- 
sult had  not  been  satisfactory,  and  he 
proceeded  then  to  indicate  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  come  to  the  House 
and  ask  for  a  further  sum  of  money  out- 
side the  Annual  Estimates  altogether, 
and  which  the  Army  Administration  or 
the  War  Office  was  to  have  the  manage- 
ment   of    without    any    possibility    of 
effective  check  on  the  part  of  the  House. 
He  (Mr.   Arthur  O'Connor)  hoped  the 
House  would  be  very  chary  of  entrusting 
these  large  sums  to  the  War  Minister 
without  some  assurance   that  the   ex- 
penditure could  from  time  to  time  be 
checked  by  the  House.     He  regarded 
much  of  the  Statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    as  a    mere    official    letter 
making  the  best  of  things  and  really 
avoiding  anything  of  a  practical  cha- 
racter.   The  Army  was  a  practical  thing, 
organized  and  maintained  at  an  immense 
expense  for  practical  purposes.     If  the 
country  wanted  to  know  whether  it  got 
value  for  its  money,  if  it  wanted  to 
ascertain  whether  the  weapon  for  which 
it  paid  so  much  was  really  effective  and 
ready  for  service  at  any  moment,   why 
in  the  name  of  common  sense  did  it  not 
resort  to  tests  ?    There  was  absolately 
no  test  used  at  all  with  regard  to  the 
efficiency  or  the  readiness  of  the  Army 
for  practical  purposes.    What  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest,   and  what   he   sag- 
gested  last  year  was — and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  was 
then  good  enough  to  smile  complacently 
at  it — something  of  a  very  simple  and 
practical  character.     He  suggested  that 
they  should    test    the  Army  and   our 
military  resources,  and  he  would  sub- 
mit to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  plan 
by  which  he  could  do  so  without  any  addi- 
tion to   his  Army  expenditure.     They 
had  a  number    of   military    diviaions 
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covering  the  whole  country ;  in  each  of 
those  military  districts  they  had  In- 
fantry, Cavalry,  Commissariat,  Trans- 
port, Medical  Service,  everything,  in 
fact,  for  effective  military  operations. 
They  had  their  Reserve  Force  and  they 
had  their  Volunteers.  What  was  easier 
than  to  test  the  whole  of  their  adminis* 
trative  system  by  giving  notice  at  the 
beginning  of  the  year  that  one  or  other 
of  these  military  divisions  or  districts 
would  be  called  upon  during  the  course 
of  the  year  to  show  its  efficiency? 
Suppose  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
having  given  that  general  warning,  were 
to  select  a  particular  district,  say  the 
York  district,  and  give  notice  to  the 
general  commanding  that  district  that 
he  was  to  make  preparations  against  an 
invader  at  Scarborough  in  10  days  or  a 
fortnight,  and  direct  that  officer  to  have 
all  the  military  resources  at  his  com- 
mand ready  to  meet  the  supposed  in- 
vader. They  would  thus  test  not  only 
the  real  strength  of  their  military  re- 
sources within  the  district,  but  they 
would  test  their  Commissariat;  they 
would  test  their  Transport ;  they  would 
test  their  stores,  and  they  would  test  the 
general  working  of  their  system.  They 
could  ascertain  what  their  resources  in 
that  particular  district  were  really 
worth,  and  they  could  ascertain  what 
their  Volunteer  Force  was  really 
worth.  His  suggestion  might  be  met 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
by  the  plea  that  its  adoption  would  in- 
volve expenditure.  Of  course  it  would 
involve  expenditure,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  consider  how  they  could  econo- 
mize in  one  direction  in  order  to  be  able 
to  enforce  this  practical  test.  As  he 
suggested  before  he  suggested  now,  and 
he  was  fortified  on  this  occasion,  he  was 
glad  to  see,  by  the  high  authority  of 
Lord  Wolseley  himself — he  said  last 
year  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
money  wasted  in  unnecessary  moving 
of  troops,  in  the  shifting  of  regiments 
from  one  station  to  another  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  He  believed  they 
might  with  very  g^eat  advantage  save 
£50,000,  £60,000,  or  £70,000  a-year  on 
that  particular  item,  and  he  did  not 
believe  it  would  cost  very  much  more 
to  make  the  experiment  he  had  sug- 
gested in  the  York  district.  They 
could  economize  on  that  single  item  for 
the  movement  of  troops,  which  was  now 
SO  inflated  and  so  perfectly  unjustifiable 


on  other  grounds  than  those  of  mere 
economy.  That  was  the  practical  sug- 
gestion he  made  last  year,  and  what  was 
the  result  ?  Within  three  weeks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  smiling  disdainfully  at 
it,  the  French  authorities  put  it  in  force ; 
they  mobilized  some  of  their  troops  in 
one  of  the  Southern  Departments,  and 
set  the  whole  of  Germany  wondering 
what  it  was  the  French  authorities  were 
at.  The  result  of  that  experiment  in 
France— as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
through  his  Intelligence  Department, 
would  be  able  to  ascertain — was  such 
that  the  whole  mobilization  arrangments 
of  France  were  revised,  corrected,  and 
made  perfect.  It  was  an  experiment  of 
immense  value  to  the  French  War 
Minister,  and  the  French  had  no  reason 
to  complain  of  the  expenditure,  though 
it  was  much  heavier  than  was  expected. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  suggested 
that  if  they  wanted  to  test  the  value  of 
their  military  administration — if  they 
wished  to  test  their  Army  resources — 
they  should  adopt  the  plan  which  was 
ready  at  hand,  and  which  was  not  likely 
to  involve  any  large  expenditure  of 
money.  But  it  should  be  clearly  under- 
stood, when  this  experiment  was  carried 
out,  that  whenever  they  found  a  weak 
spot  in  the  system,  that  weak  spot  should 
be  made  good,  no  matter  at  what  cost, 
and  that  wherever  they  found  the 
system  broke  down  by  reason  of 
the  shortcominfcs  of  any  particular 
officer,  whether  he  be  a  general  officer 
or  a  lieutenant,  that  particular  officer 
should  be  made  to  suffer  for  his  delin- 
quencies. As  it  was,  on  many  occasions 
they  had  opportunities  of  judging  in  a 
small  way  of  their  existing  system  ;  but 
where  they  had  clear  proof  of  short- 
comings on  the  part  of  officers,  there 
was  no  result  of  an  unpleasant  kind  to 
the  officer  which  was  shown  to  be  in- 
efficient. What  they  wanted  was  to 
make  their  officers  understand  that 
each  and  every  one  was  responsible  for 
the  efficiency  and  complete  discharge  of 
the  duties  entrusted  to  them.  If  they 
found  men — ^no  matter  what  their  posi- 
tion might  be — unfit  for  their  position, 
they  should  get  rid  of  them  and  have 
no  mercy;  then  they  would  have  an 
efficient  instrument  in  the  shape  of  the 
Army.  Until  they  did  something  of 
that  kind,  they  would  find  that  the 
Army  was  not  in  a  bit  better  position 
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than  it  was  at  tlie  outbreak  of  the  Orhnean 
War. 

Mr.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field,  Central)  said,  that  many  state- 
ments had  been  made  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  which  were  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  all  sorts  and  conditions 
of  men  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and 
thanks  were  due  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  for 
haying  brought  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  Amendment,  as  submitted 
to  the  House,  had  been  supported  by 
men  of  world-wide  reputation,  world- 
wide experience;  and  ho  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  Government,  even  if  they  were 
not  able  to  accede  to  the  very  letter  of 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  Amend- 
ment, would,  at  all  events,  be  able^  to 
give  a  cordial  assent  to  the  spirit  of  it. 
He  had  no  intention  of  prolonging  the 
debate ;  indeed,  there  was  very  little  to 
be  said.  He  ventured,  however,  for  one 
moment  to  express  dissent  from  some 
of  the  rather  pessimistic  opinions  ex- 
pressed concerning  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment of  the  Army  of  this  country. 
He  believed  that  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment, as  at  present  organized 
under  General  Brackenbury — an  officer 
who  was  well  known  not  only 
in  this  country  but  almost  in  every 
European  Army — was  in  the  highest 
degree  deserving  of  the  confidence  of 
the  country.  Ho  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent) 
would  be  unwilling  the  debate  should 
conclude  without  an  expression  of  the 
acknowledgments  of  that  branch  of  the 
Service  with  which  he  had  the  privilege 
to  be  associated  for  what  had  been 
done  for  them  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
He  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  had  always 
taken  the  very  greatest  interest,  since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the 
House,  in  all  that  concerned  the  welfare 
of  the  Volunteer  Force,  and  he  was  sure 
he  had  the  assent  of  his  hon.  Friends 
who  were  members  of  that  Force  when 
he  said  the  right  hon.  Gontloman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  done  a 
great  deal  to  contribute  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Force.  The  increase  in  the  Capi- 
tation Grant  had  the  cordial  approval  of 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country ;  and  in 
spite  of  what  had  been  said  in  the  course 
of  debate,  he  was  quite  certain  that  out 
of  the  Volunteer  Force  an  Army  of 
150,000  men  at  the  very  least — second 
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to  none  in  muscle,  in  physique,  and  in 
courage — would  be  forthooming  when- 
ever the  country  needed  it.  But  he 
hoped  that  before  that  period  arrived 
a  great  improvement  might  take  place 
in  the  equipment  of  the  Force.  He 
could  not  share  the  consolation  hi« 
hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
derived  from  the  contemplation  of  the 
fact  that  one-fourth  of  the  Volunteer 
Force  were  provided  with  g^atooats. 
The  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  the 
Petersfield  Division  of  Hants  (Visooont 
Wolmer)  took  comfort  in  the  refleotion 
that  the  remaining  three-fourths  might 
take  the  field  with  blankets;  but  he 
could  not  find  comfort  in  that  view 
either.  It  was  exceedingly  necessary 
that  the  Government  should  take  every 
possible  opportunity  they  could  of  im« 
proving  the  equipment  of  the  great 
National  Army.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had,  in  his  Memorandum,  referred  to  the 
Auxiliary  Forces  as  those  ''  upon  whom 
our  main  reliance  must  necessarily  be 
placed."  He  was  certain  that  this  ex* 
pression  of  opinion  could  not  be  other- 
wise than  highly  encouraging,  not  only 
to  the  Volunteers,  but  also  to  the  Militia, 
and  that  if  they  were  met  in  the  spirit 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
in  his  Memorandum  they  would  be  met — 
namely,  in  a  spirit  of  hearty  encourag'e- 
ment  from  the  War  Office  authorities, 
their  efficiency  would  improve  as  years 
wont  on,  and  when  the  day  of  need  came 
the  country  would  have  no  cause  to  com- 
plain of  the  efficiency  of  the  Volunteer 
Force. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  (Sunderland)  said, 
that  from  all  he  had  heard  in  the  course 
of  this  discussion  he  thought  the  Govem- 
ment  would  act  wisely  In  accepting  the 
Besolution  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North- West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot).  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Ohurchill),  who 
asked  for  the  appointment  of  a  Oom- 
mission  composed  entirely  of  experts. 
To  his  (Mr.  Gourley's)  mind,  so  far  as 
experts  wore  concerned,  that  was  where 
the  groat  blot  in  our  system  rested.  We 
had  too  much  government  by  experts 
and  too  little  government  by  civilians, 
and  if  there  were  now  appointed  a  Boyal 
Commission  or  Committee  of  Inquiry-^ 
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he  did  not  care  which — it  would  be  good 
policy  to  compose  it  in  part  of  civilians. 
What  had  been  the  main  cause  of  failure 
in  all  recent  experiences?  Why,  the 
main  source  of  failure  in  the  field  had 
been  in  connection  with  Commissariat 
and  Transport,  and  that  was  a  reason 
why,  if  they  had  this  Eoyal  Commission 
or  Committee,  they  should  have  on  it 
men  like  Spiers  and  Pond  or  Bertram 
and  Eoberts.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  had 
given  an  illustration  of  the  defects  of 
the  existing  system — the  system  they  all 
found  fault  with.  He  had  referred  to 
our  Egyptian  experiences — badfood,  bad 
forage,  defective  clothing,  and  defective 
ammunition  having  been  served  out. 
The  fact  that  we  had  had  such  an  experi- 
ence proved  the  necessity  of  some  Parlia- 
mentary control  over  the  War  Office  in 
the  shape  of  a  Boyal  Commission  or 
Committee  of  the  House.  The  Memo- 
randum of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  indicated  the 
necessity  for  an  inquiry.  He  found 
on  page  9,  paragraph  11 — 

*'  With  regard  to  the  dofeooe  of  our  ports  and 
coaling  stations,  generalljr  speaking,  it  ma/  be 
said  that  recent  improvements  in  guns  have  com- 
plotelj  altered  the  conditions  of  naval  attack  and 
defence,  and  it  has  appeared  to  Her  Mnjest/'s 
Government  that  a  general  examination  of  the 
state  of  our  defences  should  no  longer  bo  delayed." 

That  paragraph  alone  proved  the 
necessity  of  inquiry.  It  alluded  to  the 
altered  system  of  attack  and  defence. 
We  found  that  our  ships  with  modern 
artillery  could  deal  blows  at  a  distance 
of  something  like  six  miles  ;  but  what  he 
should  like  to  arrive  at  was,  at  what  dis- 
tance could  the  ports  strike  ships  with 
modern  artillery  ?  Modern  artillery  had 
a  range  of  something  like  five  or  six 
miles.  Well,  was  it  possible,  in  making 
calculations  with  regard  to  the  defence 
of  our  coaling  stations  and  commercial 

gorts,  to  provide  means  of  attack  suf  • 
cient  to  drive  off  ships  at  a  distance  of 
six  miles  ?  He  would  like  to  have  an 
expression  of  opinion  from  some  experts 
in  the  House  on  that  question.  The 
engagement  which  had  taken  place 
between  the  ships  and  the  forts  in  Egypt 
had  only  been  at  a  distance  of  two  or 
three  miles,  so  that  the  experience  we 
had  gained  in  that  part  of  the  world 
could  not  be  taken  as  a  guide  to  what 
would  be  likely  to  happen  in  the  future, 
if  we  were  at  war  with  a  strong  Naval 


Power.  He  desired  to  know,  in  regard 
to  the  provision  to  be  made  in  the  future 
for  the  defence  of  our  military  ports  and 
commercial  ports,  what  was  ;the  policy 
of  the  Government  as  to  the  strength  of 
the  forts  and  the  calibre  of  the  guns. 
He  found  it  was  proposed  to  spend  a 
large  amount — £  1 ,  200, 000 — on  the  forti- 
fications of  our  coaling  stations,  military 
ports,  and  commercial  ports.  A  large 
proportion  of  that  sum  would  be  spent 
on  Malta  and  Gibraltar — places  which 
he  had  always  understood  were  in  them- 
selves actual  fortresses.  He  should  like 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Mioister  for  War  what  kind  of 
works  under  the  new  system  of  defence 
were  to  be  undertaken  at  Gibraltar  and 
Malta  ?  Then  he  would  also  liko  to 
ascertain  from  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  description  of  forts  it  was 
contemplated  constructing  in  connec- 
tion with  our  military  organization  for 
the  defence  of  our  commercial  harbours  ? 
He  thought  the  experiment  with  regard 
to  the  construction  of  forts  in  our  com- 
mercial harbours  was  to  a  large  extent 
unnecessary,  for  this  reason — the  only 
recent  experience  we  had  as  to  what 
forts  could  do  was  that  of  Plevna,  where 
the  Turks  made  so  protracted  a  stand 
against  the  Eussians.  We  all  knew 
that  in  those  celebrated  operations  the 
Turks  ran  up  earth  forts  which  defied  the 
Russians  for  a  considerable  period.  His 
contention  was  that  whilst  we  had  suoh 
an  admirable  force  as  the  Volunteers  the 
men  ought  to  be  mado  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  use  of  the  spade,  the 
pick,  and  the  axo.  Ho  did  not  see  why 
Volunteers  should  not  be  engaged  in  run- 
ning up  earth  forts  and  in  mounting  the 
guns  with  which  it  was  proposed  to  de- 
fend our  harbours.  He  should  like  to 
know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  his 
opinion  was  with  regard  to  the  construc- 
tion of  forts  for  our  military  ports  and 
commercial  ports  ?  Again,  granted  that 
our  coaling  stations  and  commercial 
ports  were  in  what  might  bo  considered 
a  reasonable  condition  of  defence,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  was  their 
stock  of  coal  to  be  ?  Did  the  Govern- 
ment intend  in  every  case  to  have  a 
sufficient  supply  of  coal  at  the  coaling 
stations  ?  for  it  struck  him  very  forcibly 
that  unless  they  had  sufficient  supplies 
of  coal  on  hand  to  meet  emergencies  in 
the  event  of  a  war  breaking  out,  they 
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would  find  that  each  coaliDg  Btation 
would  bo  neither  more  nor  less  than  a 
white  elephant.  Then,  with  regard  to 
the  defence  of  our  home  ports,  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  an  iron-clad  squadron 
as  at  present  constructed  was  not  able  to 
carry  more  than  five  days'  fuel,  so  that 
the  longest  period  for  which  an  iron-clad 
could  leave  its  base  would  be  something 
like  two  and  a-half  days.  It'  it  was 
away  a  longer  period  a  disaster  would 
happen,  for  it  would  not  have  sufficient 
fuel  to  enable  it  to  get  back  into  port. 
He  would  like  an  answer  to  this  question 
— what  arrangement  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  keeping  a  stock  of  coal  on 
hand  at  the  various  coaling  stations  for 
use  in  the  event  of  war  breaking  out  ? 
His  own  idea  and  view  with  regard  to 
the  condition  of  the  Army  and  Navy  was 
that  our  chief  want  was  organization. 
We  had  the  mafenel  and  per aonn el,  but  to 
his  mind — and  he  would  speak  plainly 
— we  wanted  most  of  all  that  which  we 
had  never  had — namely,  a  Von  Moltke. 
If  we  had  such  an  organizer  we  should 
find  a  different  state  of  things  prevail 
not  only  in  connection  with  our  Army, 
but  also  in  regard  to  our  Navy,  and  our 
organization,  instead  of  being  a  defective 
one,  would  be  in  a  large  measure  perfect. 
Hence  the  view  he  held  was  that  it 
would  be  a  wise  policy  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  grant  either  a  Eoyal 
Commission,  not  composed  entirely  of 
experts,  or  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  composed  of  experts  and  civilians, 
for  the  purpose  of  exercising  that  control 
over  the  Army  which  hitherto  no  one  had 
possessed. 

CoLOxNEL  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  said,  that  in  rising  to  speak  on  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North- Weet  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  ho  felt  a  little 
embarrased.  lie  thought  they  were 
right  in  asking  for  some  form  of  inquiry 
into  the  administration  of  the  Army; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  they 
would  be  wrong  if  they  refused  the  form 
of  inquiry  that  had  been  offered  by  the 
Government.  He  was  sure  they  all 
meant  the  same  thing — the  Military  and 
Naval  Members.  They  wanted  to  get 
at  the  truth  and  to  adopt  a  means  of  im- 
proving the  administration  of  the  Ser- 
vices of  the  country,  and  if  they  could 
avoid  a  Division  he  was  sure  they  would 
be  wise.  Ho  did  not  know  that  he 
should  have  risen  to  speak  at  all  had  it 
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not  been  for  the  remarks  made  a  few 
nights  ago  by  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  War  Office  (Mr.  Brodrick) — a  Gen- 
tlemanjwho,  from  his  (Colonel  Dimoan's) 
own  experience,  he  could  say  had  mas- 
tered his  work  in  an  admirable  manner 
and  had  always  applied  the  closest  at- 
tention and  the  greatest  industry  to  every 
question  brought  before  him.     But  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  to  some  extent 
infected  with  the  official  element  which, 
more  or  less,  permeated  the  permanent 
officials.     The  hon.  Member  spoke  as  to 
the  manner  born.     He  told  them,  almost 
in  terms  of  resentment,  that  their  Mili- 
tary and  Naval  Members  were,  like  Oliver 
Twist,  always  asking  for  more.     Well, 
the  Military  and  Naval  Members  cer- 
tainly did  wish  the  good  of  the  Serrioe, 
and  sometimes  that  meant  asking   for 
more,  and  sometimes  asking   for  less; 
and  when  the  hon.  Member  had  appealed 
to  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
opposite  to  him  to  help  him,  he  (Colonel 
Duncan)  could  not  but  feel  it  a  g^eat 
pity  that  the  hon.  Member  had  mastered 
his  lessons  so  well  as  to  have  forgotten 
to  some  extent  the  interests  of  the  Army, 
which  were  the  interests  the  House  were 
now  considering.     The  Army  was  a  rea- 
sonable one,  and  though  they  were  told 
that  the  Military  Members  did  not  repre- 
sent the  Army,   but  only  represented 
their  constituents,  he  (Colonel  Dunoan) 
wished  to  observe  that  they  did  repre- 
sent the  Army  in  a  very  high  and  special 
manner.     They  thought  only  of  the  inte- 
rests of  the  country,  but  in  thinking  of  the 
interests  of  the  country  they  thought  also 
of  the  interests  of  the  Army.     There  was 
no  Secretary  for  War  who   had  done 
better  service  than  the  present  Secretary. 
He  (Colonel  Duncan)  did  not  know  any 
document    which    it    had    given     him 
greater  pleasure  to  read  than  the  states- 
manlike document  prepared  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  which  accompanied  the 
Estimates.     He  should  have  oeen  glad 
if  the   Estimates  themselves  had  been 
presented  in  a  better  form ;  but  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  own  Eeport  they 
saw  everything  to  encourage  them,  and 
in  any  criticism  they  might   make  he 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  believe  that  they  were  actuated  by 
any  hostile  feeling  towards  himself.     In 
the  first  part  of  the  document  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  submitted  to  them 
he  referred  to  alterations  in  the  organi- 
zation and  administration  of  the  W'ar 


653 


ProUotion  of 


{March  8,  1888} 


the  Empire, 


654 


Office.  He  (Colonel  Duncan)  sincerely 
trusted  everyone  in  the  House  would 
pause  before  criticizing  any  one  of  these 
alterations.  Let  them  give  them  a  little 
time  to  work.  He  was  sure  they  were 
all  in  the  right  direction,  and  it  would 
be  unfair  for  them  to  criticize  them  yet. 
Let  them  pause,  and  then  he  was  sure 
that  they  would  see  that  either  the  altera- 
tions were  very  good,  or  that  they  were 
not  very  good.  Without  exaggerating 
the  duties  of  experts,  and  the  responsi- 
bilities of  experts,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  steps  had  been  taken  in  the  right 
direction  in  handing  over  the  Army  to 
those  who  best  understood  military 
wants.  But  when  they  came  to  other 
parts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
document  they  were  entitled  to  use 
stronger  criticism.  He  frankly  admitted 
that  he  could  use,  with  regard  to  the 
document,  no  words  except  words  of 
praise.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
allusions  to  the  defences  of  the  Empire 
— that  was  to  say,  the  coaling  stations 
and  the  defences  of  our  military  ports — 
were  couched  in  words  of  the  highest 
statesmanship,  and  now,  for  the  first 
time,  they  had  had  placed  before  the 
country  the  real  necessities  of  the 
Empire.  He  could  not  speak  too  highly 
of  the  scheme  in  the  Memorandum 
with  regard  to  the  defences  of  the 
Empire.  In  the  Estimates  themselves, 
there  were  many  changes  made  in 
regard  to  which  he  differed  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  With  regard  to 
the  medical  branch  of  the  Army,  Mr. 
Speaker  had  ruled  in  thecase  of  another 
hon.  Member  that  that  subject  could 
not  be  gone  into.  All  he  would  say, 
therefore,  in  regard  to  it  was  that  it  was, 
of  course,  necessary  to  the  Army  that 
they  should  have  an  efficient  Medical 
Service,  and  further  observations  upon 
the  matter  he  would  defer  to  a  future 
occasion.  But  it  must  be  remembered 
that  one  of  the  greatest  resources  of  the 
Army  was  the  Eeserve  Forces.  They 
were  told  that  the  men  were  not  passing 
through  into  the  Reserve  in  any  large 
numbers,  and  they  were  also  warned  that 
men  were  leaving  thoHeserves  to  an  ex- 
tent which  the  country  would  some  day 
deplore.  Well,  it  did  appear  to  him 
that  something  should  be  done  for  the 
Beserve  men,  and  that  they  should 
bear  in  mind  that  when  they  had 
taken  away  the  oream  of  the  lives  of  a 
large  number  of  men,  it  was  not  fair  to 


turn  thein  adrift  heedless  of  what  be- 
came of  them,  and  leaving  them  with- 
out any  prospect  which  was  the  case 
in  a  great  number  of  instances  of 
employment.  They  had  heard  that 
various  Government  Departments  were 
doing  all  in  their  power  to  give  employ- 
ment to  men  in  the  Beserve.  This  was 
the  answer  given  to  those  who  made 
inquiries  on  the  point ;  but  it  was  not 
one  satifactory  either  to  himself  or  to 
those  who  were  interested  in  the  Be- 
serve.  As  the  answer  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  was  being  given,  he  could 
not  help  remembering  a  very  amusing 
story  told  by  Artemus  Ward.  During 
the  American  War  everyone  in  a  certain 
village  voted  his  father  and  brother  and 
cousin  into  the  ranks,  but  forgot  to  vote 
himself,  and  one  wild  patriot  even  went 
so  far  as  to  vote  his  mother-in-law  there. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  Departments 
thought  it  right  to  employ  men  who 
were  in  the  Beserve;  but  there  they 
stopped — they  voted,  so  to  speak,  that 
the  men  should  be  employed,  but  did 
not  employ  them  themselves  to  any  ex- 
tent. He  would  urge  the  Departments 
to  do  all  they  possibly  oould  to  increase 
the  Beserve  by  setting  an  example  to 
employers  of  labour.  If  there  was  any 
danger  of  the  Conscription  coming  upon 
us,  no  doubt  much  would  be  done  to 
spur  on  the  Departments  to  give  a  fair 
share  of  employment  to  the  men  who 
had  passed  through  the  ranks  of  the 
Army,  so  as  to  give  an  example  to 
ordinary  employers  of  labour.  The 
House  would  be  astonished  to  hear  how 
many  letters  he,  as  a  Military  Member 
of  the  House,  received  from  men  who 
felt  that  they  had  a  claim  on  the  coun- 
try, having  given  up  many  years  of  their 
lives,  and  that  they  deserved  some  sup* 
port  from  the  State.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  rule  as  to  the  age  of  the  men 
had  been  relaxed ;  but  they  could  not 
take  men  of  the  age  of  18,  keep  them 
seven  years,  and  find  them  18  years  of 
age  at  the  end  of  the  term.  It  was 
necessary  to  relax  the  age.  These  men 
left  the  Army  infinitely  better  men  than 
they  were  when  they  joined  it.  They 
left  it  with  something  of  virtue,  loyalty, 
steadiness,  and  obedience  —  qualities 
which  were  not  very  largely  developed 
in  some  of  them  when  they  entered  the 
Service.  On  leaving  the  Army  their 
services  and  their  moral  and  social  im- 
provement ought  to  receive  some  reoos^- 
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nition  at  the  hands  of  the  country.  Did 
they  receive  it  ?  They  did  not,  for  their 
reception  by  employers  of  labour  had 
been  utterly  inadequate.  All  over  the 
country  were  to  be  found  soldiers,  who 
ought  to  be  a  great  source  of  strength 
to  the  country  in  the  Reserve,  in  the 
workhouses  and  living  under  conditions 
which  absolutely  had  the  effect  of  de- 
terring other  people  from  entering  the 
Army.  He  maintained  that  a  soldier 
who  was  well  treated  and  who  was  con- 
tented with  his  lot  was  the  best  recruit- 
ing sergeant  in  the  world ;  but  that  a 
soldier  who  went  about  with  a  sense  of 
grievance  and  was  able  to  tell  his  fellow- 
oitizens  that,  after  having  given  up  the 
best  years  of  his  life  to  the  country,  ho 
was  allowed  by  it  to  live  in  want,  and 
was  never  able  to  rise  from  the  ranks  of 
the  very  poorest  of  the  country,  was  the 
very  worst  man  they  could  have  to  deal 
with  in  working  up  the  Army  or  the 
voluntary  system.  They  had  in  this 
demand  for  an  inquiry  perhaps  forgotten 
one  great  point.  So  far  as  he  under- 
stood, the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  De- 
partment (Mr.  Brodrick)  had  deprecated 
inquiry  on  the  ground  that  it  would  re- 
veal the  weaknesses  of  our  Army ;  but, 
to  his  mind,  a  Hoyal  Commission,  or  a 
Committee  of  the  House,  would  not  only 
reveal  weaknesses,  but  would  reveal  also 
strength.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
country  understood  the  great  strides 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Army  of 
late  years.  The  Army  had  become  to 
an  extent  utterly  unsuspected  throughout 
the  country  a  great  scientific  profession. 
Not  long  ago  the  heaviest  shot  fired 
only  weighed  some  68  lbs. ;  but  shot  was 
now  fired  weighing  some  1,800  lbs.,  and 
whereas  the  heaviest  charge  of  powder 
had  been  18  lbs.,  charges  were  now  fired 
weighing  960  lbs.  Such  things  as  this 
showed  what  immense  strides  had  been 
made  by  the  Army,  and  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, such  as  was  suggested,  would 
show  that  the  Army  had  not  only  failures 
to  record,  but  great  successes  as  well. 
It  was  not  possible  for  the  country  to 
rest  satisfied  unless  it  knew  the  real 
condition  of  the  Army,  and  it  could  not 
know  that  unless  an  inquiry  were 
granted.  They  did  not  know  that  the 
Government  would  grant  an  inquiry. 
They  had  done  a  great  deal  for  the 
Army,  and  were  anxious  to  do  a  great 
deal  more.    People  talked  of  the  guns 
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that  cracked ;  but  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  there  were  also  guns  that  did  not 
crack.  Guns  were  very  like  men.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  a  large  proportion  of 
men  were  cracked  ;  but  it  could  be  said 
of  guns,  as  it  had  been  said  of  men, 
that  *'  the  evil  that  they  do  lives  after 
them ;  the  good  is  oft  interred  with  their 
bones.''  The  strength  of  these  modem 
guns  was  almost  moredible,  and  no 
doubt  a  great  deal  to  re-establish 
confidence  in  our  Artillery  would  be  the 
result  of  the  granting  of  this  inqoizy. 
If  it  were  granted,  he  did  not  thins  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  would  have  any  reason 
to  regret  it.  On  the  other  hand,  any 
attempt  to  resist  an  inquiry  would,  he 
was  sure,  produce  a  wrong  impression 
in  the  Army.  If  they  did  not  let  the 
country  know  the  actual  strength  of  the 
personnel  and  its  maiiriel^  it  would  be 
always  living  in  a  fool's  paradise,  or 
dreading  to  &ow  the  terrible  truth.  If 
an  inquiry  were  given,  Members  of  the 
House  would  be  very  much  surprised  to 
find  how  valuable  were  the  resources  of 
this  country.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Financial  Secretary  evidently  feared  that 
it  would  only  be  weakness  that  would  be 
revealed ;  but  he  thought  that  if  they 
had  the  whole  truth  before  them,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  no  cause  for 
regret.  He  (Colonel  Duncan)  had  been 
32  years  in  the  Army,  and  had  been 
living  in  daily  touch  with  it,  and  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  never  was 
the  Army  better  or  stronger  than  at  this 
moment. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said, 
he  had  in  the  first  place  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  andjgallant  Member  for  North- 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
that  there  ought  to  be  some  sort  of  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  our  defenoes  at 
the  present  moment;  but  he  looked 
upon  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's 
proposal  as  altogether  too  gigantic  for 
the  occasion ;  for  he  believed  that  if  a 
Commission  were  appointed  on  the  lines 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  it  would  recommend  that  everything 
in  connection  with  the  Army  and  Navy 
should  bo  of  the  very  best.  It  would 
recommend  the  manufacture  of  500,000 
small-bore  rifies;  it  would  recommend 
the  putting  of  all  our  forces  into  apple- 
pie  order,  and  would  very  likely  recom- 
mend a  very  large  increase  in  the  Army, 
It  would,  for  the  purpose  of  self-defenoOi 
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recommend    the  country  to  go  to  an 
enormous    and    extravagant    expense. 
That  was  not  the  only  objection  he  would 
have  to  suuh  a  Oommission.  As  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  had  pointed 
out,  it  would  take  a  long  time  for  such 
a  body  to  present  its  Report — the  noble 
Lord,    he    thouebt,  said  four  years — 
which  would  be  by  far  too  long  a  period. 
The  next  objection  he  took  to  such  an 
inquiry  was  that  it  would  haVe  the  effect 
of    relieving    the    Government    from 
responsibility,  and  it  was  the  Govern- 
ment which  should  bear  responsibility 
for  the  state  of  the  defences  of  the 
Empire.    It  would  be  easy  to  make  the 
Government  safe  if  someone  would  un- 
dertake to  pay  the  cheques  and  procure 
the  taxes  necessary  to  pay  the  cost  of 
large  increases  in  the  Army.     It  would 
be  very  easy  to  have  50,000  more  men 
and  plenty  of  guns  and  horses  if  the 
taxpayers  were  willing  to  pay  the  money 
and  such  expenditure  was  recommended 
by  a  Commission.     If  for  any  experi- 
ment they  had  to  carry  out  in  conse- 
quence of  a  Eeport  of  a  Commission 
they  were  called  upon  to  pay  £1 ,000,000, 
the  bill  would  be  regarded  as  a  pretty 
large  one,  and  he  bad  no  doubt  that  an 
experiment  of  a  much  cheaper  descrip- 
tion would  serve  the  necessities  of  the 
time.     But    no  doubt  if   the  state  of 
things  were  such  as  the  noble  Lord  had 
pointed   out  in  such  glowing  colours, 
and  a  Commission  were  appointed  which 
would  report  in  six  weeks,  such  a  de- 
lightful Commission  they  certainly  ought 
to  have.     He  (Colonel  Nolan)  had  been 
on    the    Committee  appointed  on   the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  College  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Dr.  Cameron)  which  inquired  into  the 
circumstances  of   the  Egyptian    Cam- 
paign.    That  Committee   found  that  a 
great  many  of  the  Supply  Departments 
had  failed  in  numerous  respects,   and 
had  watted  a  vast  amount  of  money. 
They  had  not  thrown  the  money  about 
recklessly  and  paid  no  attention  to  the 
expenditure,  but  they  had  fallen  into  a 
great  many  mistakes — for  instance,  they 
had  bought  the  wrong  kind  of  flour — 
flour  that    could    not    stand    the    hot 
climate,  and  so  on.   But  what  happened 
in  connection  with  the  Committee.     The 
whole  of  the  Members   of    the    War 
Office  used  to  attend    the    Committee 
every  day.    He  used  to  joke  with  Mem- 


bers of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
inquiry,  and  to  one  of  them  he  said — 
'*  You  will  not  be  able  to  carry  on  this 
Committee    with   all  your   officials    in 
this  room  if  you  should  have  a  military 
expedition  going  on  at  the  same  time ;  " 
and  the  reply  made  to  him  was—**  No 
doubt  you  are  right."     His  observation 
had  turned  out  to  be  accui^te,  because 
in  the  following  year  there  was  an  ex- 
pedition,, and  the  Committee  was   not 
continued ;  the  result  being  that  they 
were  unable  to  report  as  to  what  had 
been  the  system.     The  next  inquiry  he 
was  on  was  Lord  Morley's  Committee, 
and  in  the  course  of  that  inquiry  they 
did    not    find    that    the   Departments 
were  in  very  bad  order.     He  (Colonel 
Nolan),  however,  had  signed  a  Minority 
Beport.    He  had  practically  signed  that 
by  himself;  and,  though  he  was  almost 
alone  in  his  view,  he  was  glad  to  see 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  had  acted  very  largely 
upon  his  Minority  Report.     The  third 
Committee  had  been  appointed  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had,  in  the  most  praise- 
worthy manner,  shown  himself  not  only 
willing  to  accept  all  the  recommendations 
of  that  Committee,  but  to  be  guided  by 
everything  which  came  out  in  the  course 
of  the  inquiry.     His  (Colonel  Nolan's) 
experience  of  these  Committees  was  that 
they  were  most  useful.    They  stirred  up 
the  War  Office,  and  were  the  only  things 
that  would  stir  up  that  Office,  on  account 
of  the  prevailing  system.     The  system 
was  to  appoint  to  the  War  Office  states- 
men,  or  Members  who  wished  to  be 
statesmen — some  of  them  were  states- 
men, and  some,  perhaps,  would  be  in 
the  fruition  of  time.     They  did  not  ask 
a  Member,  when  they  first  put  him  into 
the  War  Office,  whether  he  knew  any- 
thing at  all  about  War  Office  matters. 
They  selected  very  often  clever  men,  no 
doubt,  but  men  being  entirely  ignorant 
of  the  Department.     No  doubt,  these 
Gentlemen  soon  acquired  a  knowledge 
of  their  Departments;   but  they  were 
soon  promoted  to  other  places.     Great 
statesmen  had  to  be  in  the  Cabinet  in 
order  to  prepare  measures  of  the  most 
vital  consequences ;  and  it  was  necessary 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  appoint 
the  best  men  to  take  over  those  difficult 
duties.    The  young  Ministers  or  states* 
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men,  when  placed  at  the  War  Office 
under  the  present  constitution  of  that 
Department,  were  entirely  in  the  hands 
of  permanent  ofhoials,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, of  great  use  to  have  these  Oom- 
mittees,  as  they  had  the  effect  of 
frightening  the  officials.  A  Committee 
or  Commission  was  able  to  cross-examine 
the  officials  from  evidence  they  got  from 
outside  people.  The  best  inquiries,  no 
doubt,  were  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  not  because  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  knew  more  about 
these  subjects  than  everyone  else,  but 
because  they  were  much  more  accept- 
able than  other  people.  People  could 
come  to  see  Members  of  the  House,  and 
make  recommendations  to  them.  People 
availed  themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
coming  down  into  the  Lobby — probably 
availed  themselves  too  much  of  these 
opportunities  —  and  primed  Members 
upon  subjects  as  to  which  they  had 
special  knowledge.  In  this  way,  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  became 
far  more  weighty  in  dealing  with  these 
matters  than  any  other  inquiry.  Then 
the  House  of  Commons  was  more  inde- 
pendent. What,  personally,  did  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  care 
about  the  Army  ?    They  were  at  high 

Pressure  to-night  with  regard  to  it,  no 
oubt,  but  a  fortnight  hence  they  would 
be  equally  at  high  pressure  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Ireland  or  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  The  House  might  forget  these 
Army  questions  too  rapidly  if  it  were 
not  for  the  fact  of  these  Committees 
keeping  the  subject  before  their  minds 
and  keeping  them  up  to  their  work  on 
such  matters.  If  the  Committee  could 
finish  their  work  before  June,  their  Ee- 
port  would  be  most  valuable,  and  there 
could  be  another  discussion  in  the 
House,  and  everybody  would  work  up 
for  it.  In  his  opinion,  the  very  worst 
of  all  forms  of  inquiry — the  most  abso- 
lutely useless  and  damning  form — was 
a  Departmental  Committee.  Such  a 
Committee  would  simply  say  that  every- 
thing was  right  and  beautiful,  and  would 
end  in  recommending,  probably,  the  ap- 
pointment of  two  more  officials  at  large 
salaries,  and  the  thing  would  be  done 
accordingly.  He  thought  a  Commission 
would  be  of  value  if  it  reported  quickly ; 
but  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment —  though  he  had  the  greatest 
respect  for  his  opinion  on  these  sub- 
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jects — was  altogether  too  gigantic  If 
the  Amendment  were  adopted  as  it  at 
present  stood,  they  would  be  handing 
the  functions  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  the  Commission.  With  reference  to 
the  recommendations  of  Lord  Morley's 
Committee,  he  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  not  adopted  the  Beport  of  the 
majority,  and  haa  not  laid  it  down  that 
a  certain  number  of  appointments  should 
be  handed,  over  to  military  men  and  a 
certain  number  to  civilians.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  adopted  the  right 
principle  in  deciding  upon  taking  the 
best  man  for  each  Department.  As  to 
what  had  been  said  with  regard  to  the 
43-ton  gun,  it  was  true  that  it  had  been 
manufactured  by  Colonel  Maitland ;  but 
Colonel  Maitland  was  not  responsible 
for  the  failure;  that  was  the  fault  of 
the  designer,  who  had  not  known 
what  was  discovered  by  Herr  Krupp, 
that  it  required  two  pieces  of  metal 
to  make  a  ffun.  The  48-ton  gun  had 
been  manuiactured  in  only  one  piece, 
and  that  had  been  the  cause  of  its 
failure.  The  whole  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
they  had  got  the  fullest  information 
from  Colonel  Maitland,  and  that  he  had 
shown  himself  a  perfect  master  of  every 
detail  of  iron  and  steel.  They  had  had 
some  of  the  best  steel  men  of  the  United 
Kingdom  on  the  Committee,  and  they 
all  pronounced  that  opinion.  In  ad- 
dition to  that,  Colonel  Maitland  had 
done  one  of  the  most  valuable  things 
that  had  ever  been  done  in  connection 
with  the  Army  of  this  country.  He  was 
the  first  man  to  introduce  breech-loading 
guns  into  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  no  doubt  been 
the  first  in  Ministerial  circles  who  had 
gone  in  for  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  two  years  behind  himself 
(Colonel  Nolan),  but  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  he  had  only  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple just  as  he  was  going  out  of 
Office.  Colonel  Maitland,  however,  had 
been  the  first  to  introduce  the  principle 
of  breech-loading  guns  in  the  Arsenals, 
and  carried  it  through.  For  a  long  time 
this  country  had  gone  on  a  wrong  tack, 
but  instead  of  England  being  in  the  last 
position  as  to  ordnance  as  it  used  to  be 
in,  it  was  now  numbered  in  the  first 
position  in  Europe  in  respect  of  its  guns. 
But  Colonel  Maitland  had  introduoed 
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aaother  thing.  He  had  been  anxious 
to  change  from  iron  to  steel,  and  had 
written  to  the  War  Office  on  the  sub- 
ject, without  being  able  to  get  a  satis- 
factory answer.  At  last,  however,  ho 
had  set  up  a  steel  factory  for  himself — 
converting  an  iron  factory  into  a  steel 
factory,  and  the  Government  had  not 
raised  any  objection.  A  man  who  would 
do  that  was  undoubtedly  the  proper 
man  to  be  put  at  the  head  of  the  whole 
artillery  manufacture  of  the  country. 
He  (Colonel  Nolan)  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  could  have  made  a  better 
selection.  There  was  another  point  with 
regard  to  which  he  (Colonel  Nolan)  was 
almost  alone  in  the  minority  in  regard 
to  it,  but  still  it  was  a  suggestion  which, 
if  it  had  been  adopted,  would  have 
effected  the  saving  of  £500,000.  It 
was  a  point  which  had  not  come  before 
the  Committee  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington,  and 
therefore,  he  had  no  opportunity  of  exa- 
mining upon  it,  although,  if  there  was 
a  new  inquiry,  he  hoped  that  the  matter 
would  be  gone  into.  The  principle  to 
which  he  alluded  was  one  which  was 
adopted  by  all  merchants  in  their  private 
businesses.  It  was  thought  that  they 
should  buy  their  stores  by  open  tender 
— by  open  advertisements.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  that  there  was  a  list 
of  firms  in  Ireland,  but  he  knew  that 
many  firms  were  kept  away  by  the  diffi- 
culties connected  with  this  arrangement. 
The  Government  did  not  buy  their 
goods — or  used  not  to  do  so — by  open 
tender,  but  confined  their  purchases  to 
two  or  three  firms,  and  it  was  the  same 
with  regard  to  almost  everything  else 
they  required.  The  consequence  was 
that  the  Government  very  often  bought 
things  at  a  very  much  larger  price  than 
what  they  could  have  got  them  for  if 
they  had  bought  them  by  open  tender. 
When  he  said  **  open  tender,"  he 
meant  that  the  Government  should  ad- 
vertise for  what  they  wanted ;  but  he 
did  not  mean  that  they  should  always 
accept  the  lowest  tender.  No  doubt 
they  should  do  so  unless  there  was  strong 
reason  to  the  contrary,  and  they  would 
in  most  cases  do  so,  knowing  that  if  they 
did  not  their  conduct  was  likely  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  severe  criticism  in 
the  House.  On  the  Committee  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington   he    had    asked   the  Director 


General  of  Artillery  whether  he  could 
not  often  get  goods  under  cost  price,  and 
this  official  had  replied  that  he  would 
not  care  for  such  goods.  But  it  was  a 
fact  that  they  could  often  get  goods  of 
the  best  quality  under  cost  price.  It 
frequently  paid  a  manufacturer,  who, 
no  doubt,  made  up  for  it  afterwards,  to 
manufacture  under  cost  price  rather 
than  discharge  his  hands  and  discon- 
tinue his  business.  Goods  in  this  way 
were  sometimes  to  be  obtained  10  and 
20  per  cent  under  cost  price.  It  was 
not,  however,  from  permanent  officials 
that  they  were  likely  to  get  these  recom- 
mendations. He  agreed  that  there  was 
nothing  to  be  said  against  the  rectitude 
of  these  gentlemen ;  but  they  were  not 
experts  on  all  subjects,  and  they  could 
not  always  rely  upon  their  own  judg- 
ment, the  result  being  that  there  was  a 
constant  temptation  for  them  to  deal  with 
a  limited  number  of  contractors,  know- 
ing that  these  contractors,  in  order  to 
retain  the  monopoly,  would  not  be 
likely  to  supply  them  with  inferior 
articles.  The  result  of  this  was  that 
very  often  much  larger  sums  were  paid 
than  the  articles  purchased  could  be 
procured  for  elsewhere.  He  would 
strongly  recommend  the  War  Depart- 
ment to  look  into  this  matter  very  care- 
fully, and  see  if  they  could  get  the 
manufacturers  to  deal  with  them  more 
through  open  tender  than  they  had  done 
up  to  the  present.  He  did  not  think  in 
other  respects  they  would  be  able  to  save 
much  in  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments, which  were  very  well  managed. 
He  did  not,  on  the  whole,  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  make  much  reduction  in  the  Manu- 
facturing Departments.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  was  not  quite  fair 
in  his  remarks  when  he  compared  the 
two  English  Army  Corps  with  the  three 
Army  Corps  in  Germany,  and  said  that 
the  latter  cost  little  more  than  half  of 
what  the  former  cost.  He  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  great  discrepancy  in 
this  respect  between  the  two  countries, 
the  pay  of  the  officers  being  much  less 
in  Germany  than  in  England.  It  might 
be,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  able  to  make  some  im- 
provements in  this  direction.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  making  some  efforts  at  reduc- 
tion ;  and»  among  other  things,  he  pro- 
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posed  to  reduce  the  expense  of  the 
Medical  Depaitment.  That  was  a  very 
good  step  to  take,  because  there  was 
considerable  room  for  improvement  in 
the  Department.  He  (Colonel  Nolan) 
knew  of  the  case  of  a  man  of  44  years 
of  age  who  was  receiving  £450  a-year 
from  Government ;  he  was  a  good  officer 
and  willing  to  work  longer,  but  the  Go- 
vernment offered  him  £500  a-year  to  go 
out.  That  was  an  instance  of  the  way 
in  which  the  Medical  Department  was 
managed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  system  of  the  Pay- 
masters' Department  was  extravagant, 
and  that  he  was  going  to  make  some  re- 
ductions there  also.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  whole  system  of  the  De- 
partment was  cumbersome  and  expen- 
sive. For  instance,  the  men  were 
obliged  to  give  up  their  old  clothing ; 
among  other  things  their  caps.  If  they 
did  not  give  up  that  they  were  fined  a 
farthing,  and  that  farthing  had  to  be 
entered  in  the  book,  and  by  the  time  it 
was  gotitmustcost  the  country  a  consider- 
able sum.  But  there  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  other  articles  of  old  clothing 
treated  in  this  way,  and  the  trouble 
taken  with  them  would  be  represented 
by  a  very  large  sum.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  no  doubt  paid  attention 
to  these  matters,  and  would,  probably, 
remedy  the  defects  complained  of.  He 
(Colonel  Nolan)  was  glad  there  was  not 
to  be  any  increase  in  the  expenditure 
for  schools.  Nothing,  in  his  opinion, 
was  more  ridiculous  than  this  expendi- 
ture, which  was  all  very  well  a  few 
years  ago,  but  was  quite  unnecessary 
now  that  board  schools  had  sprung  up 
in  England  and  Ireland.  The  soldiers 
hated  the  system  which  required  them 
to  attend  schools,  and  certainly  the 
taxpayers  hated  it,  because  they  had  to 
pay  for  the  schoolmasters.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  need  not  be  afraid  that  he  will 
have  too  many  new  charges  put  on  the 
Estimates.  The  permanent  officials 
would  Boycott  any  man  who  came  for- 
ward with  new  items  of  expenditure, 
but  they  were  determined  not  to  allow 
anything  to  be  taken  off  the  Estimates 
if  they  could  help  it,  and  it  was  to  that 
point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should 
direct  his  attention.  Altogether,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  had  a  very  uncom- 
fortable time  of  it ;  but,  for  the  short 
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space  that  he  had  been  in  Office,  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  exceedingly  welL 
He  believed,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  effect  further  eeono- 
mies  without  knocking  out  a  single  man. 
From  that  point  of  view  a  farther  in- 
quiry, instead  of  injuring,  would  help 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  to  go 
into  the  wide  question  of  the  defence  of 
the  Empire  would  simply  be  equivalent 
to  shuffling  the  whole  problem  for  a 
couple  of  years,  and  then  they  wonld 
be  told  to  spend  £7,000,000  or 
£8,000,000. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  I  desire  to  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North -West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  especially  as 
that  proposal  has  been  developed  to- 
night by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Itandolph 
Churchill).  Now,  having  listened  to 
most  of  the  speeches  in  the  debate,  I 
may,  perhaps,  not  be  saying  too  much  if 
I  express  the  opinion  that  there  may  be 
some  advantage  in  recalling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  some  very  elemen- 
tary facts  relating  to  the  nature  of  the 
Constitutional  system  under  which  we 
live  and  conduct  our  Business.  The 
direct  responsibility  to  Parliament  of 
the  Ministers  who  control  the  affairs  of 
the  nation  is  the  very  keystone  of  that 
system,  and  no  innovation  could  be 
imagined  more  fatal  to  the  Constitution 
than  to  adopt  any  change  whatever 
which,  whether  temporarily  or  perma- 
nently, invalidated  that  Ministerial  re- 
sponsibility on  which  our  whole  system 
rests.  I  observe  it  has  lately  become 
the  fashion,  not  so  much  among  practi- 
cal politicians  as  among  eminent  men  in 
the  country,  literary,  scientific,  some- 
times judicial,  who  tender  to  the  world 
their  opinion,  or  who  may  be  called  in 
to  give  their  opinion  on  some  branch  of 
administration,  to  speak  lightly  of  repre- 
sentative government,  covertly  if  not 
openly  to  sneer  at  it,  and  to  attribute  to 
it  some  supposed  defects.  They  speak 
of  it  as  being  cumbrous,  unreasoning, 
illogical,  and  costly.  Now  I  Tenture  to 
say  that,  whether  it  can  or  oannot  be 
proved  that  representative  government 
IS  open  to  such  objections,  there  is  no 
doubt  that  in  the  view  of  the  people  of 
this  country  its  advantages  greatly  out- 
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weigh  any  disadyantages  which  may 
attach  to  it ;  and  it  is  the  first  business  of 
this  House  to  see  that  by  nothing  that 
it  does  shall  that  principle  of  Ministerial 
responsibility  suffer  damage  at  our 
hands.  It  is  easy,  however,  to  see  that 
that  principle  is  endangered,  not  only  by 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North-West  Sussex,  but  by 
certain  other  ideas  which  are  in  vogiie 
at  the  present  day.  In  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  that  proposal,  I  agree 
with  every  word  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  on  Monday 
night.  It  is  not  only  that  the  duties 
to  be  transferred  to  such  a  Oommission 
are  among  the  most  ordinary  functions 
of  the  Executive  Government,  whose 
discretion  in  the  matter  would  be  super- 
seded. It  is  not  only  that  the  questions 
with  which  the  Commission  would  deal 
are  questions  which  depend  largely  upon 
matters  of  policy  which  would  not  be 
submitted  at  all  to  the  Commission.  It 
is  not  only  that  the  recommendations  of 
the  Oommission  would  for  years  to  come 
hamper  the  action  of  the  Executive.  It 
is  not  only  that  the  Commission  would 
not  be  answerable  to  Parliament  for  its 
recommendations,  or  for  the  success  of 
those  recommendations,  and  that  on  the 
contrary,  it  might  happen  that  those  re- 
commendations would  be  used  to  cover 
or  excuse  neglect  or  mistakes  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  Government.  Be- 
sides, and  above  all  these  considerations 
— serious  enough  in  themselves — there 
is  this  further  consideration,  to  my  mind 
the  most  fatal  of  all,  that  while  the  men 
who  would  compose  such  a  body — emi- 
nent men  no  doubt,  and  capable  and 
patriotic — would  make  suggestions  in- 
volving large  expenditure,  they  would 
themselves  have  no  share  whatever  in 
the  task  of  finding  the  cash  necessary  to 
defray  the  cost  of  the  expenditure  which 
they  recommended.  The  point  is  not 
one  of  mere  theory,  but  of  practice.  It 
may  well  be  thought  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  has  enough  to  do  in 
deciding  questions  as  to  the  organiza- 
tion and  establishments  of  the  Army, 
and  the  supply  of  stores  for  its  use. 
But,  besides  this,  he  is  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  who  knows  what  burden  can  be 
placed  upon  the  taxpayer,  and  he  has, 
therefore,  the  further  task  of  adjust- 
ing the  demands,  not  unreasonably 
made  upon  him  by  his  Department,  to 


what  he  knows  to  be  the  money  avail- 
able. This  is  apparently  regarded  now- 
a-days  as  a  somewhat  low  and  grovelling 
view  of  the  case.  The  eminent  Judge 
who  presided  over  the  Commission 
which  has  often  been  alluded  to,  and 
who  in  his  Eeport  frequently  allows  his 
rhetoric  to  carry  him  off  his  feet,  in 
talking  of  the  present  system,  by  which 
professional  officers  make  full  demands, 
and  the  Minister  reduces  these  to  the 
amount  that  can  be  reasonably  spent  on 
Army  service,  says  that  it  cannot  pos- 
sibly succeed,  because  it  is  a  system  of 
**  extravagance  controlled  by  stingi- 
ness." The  words  he  uses,  of  course, 
merely  beg  the  whole  question;  it  might 
equally  be  described  as  a  system  of 
*'  generosity  checked  by  prudence."  It 
is,  in  fact,  a  system  of  ^common  sense, 
and  it  is  the  system  we  each  try,  with 
more  or  less  success,  to  apply  in  our 
common  daily  life.  But  the  House  will 
observe — and  this  is  the  point  I  wish  to 
make — that  the  whole  of  this  necessity, 
which  constitutes  the  greatest  difficulty 
of  administration,  of  having  regard  to 
the  burdens  to  be  laid  on  the  taxpayer, 
would  be  altogether  absent  from  the 
Commission.  But  I  am  bound  to  say, 
bad  as  was  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  North- West 
Division  of  Sussex,  it  was  not  bad 
enough  for  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUBOHILL  : 
What? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
I  said,  bad  as  the  proposal  was,  it  was 
not  bad  enough  for  the  noble  Lord, 
for  he  proposes  something  worse,  and 
would  constitute  the  Commission  en- 
tirely of  military  men.  He  would 
capitulate  to  the  demands  of  the  mili- 
tary men,  and  allow  I  them  to  fix  what 
they  required  as  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  That  would  practically  be 
handing  over  the  control  of  the  expendi- 
ture to  soldiers,  and  I  need  hardly 
point  out  that  such  an  arrangement  is 
practically  irreconcilable  with  respon- 
sibility in  this  House.  There  was  a 
time— the  time  of  pocket  boroughs— 
when  it  was  possible  to  secure  the 
presence  in  this  House  of  the  best 
soldiers  and  the  best  sailors  of  the  day ; 
but  that  has  passed  away.  No  one  will 
suggest  that  the  administration  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  should  be  placed  in  he 
hands   of    anyone    but    soldiers    and 
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Bailors  of  the  highest  rank,  charaoter, 
and  distinotion  in  the  Profession  ;  and 
although  we  have  in  this  House — as 
Members  of  the  House — officers  who  are 
highly  distinguished  and  deserving  of 
all  praise  and  respeot,  it  does  not  follow 
that  we  find  among  them  indiridual 
officers  who  would  fill  adequately  the 
high  places  to  which  I  have  referred. 
We  may,  therefore,  put  aside  as  imprac- 
ticable the  idea  of  extinguishing  the 
civilian  element  in  the  administration 
of  the  Army;  but,  even  far  short  of  that 
oomplete  transference  of  power  to  the 
heads  of  the  Army,  it  seems  to  me  that 
in  the  comparatively  limited  scheme  of 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  there  is 
some  danger  of  mistake.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  intends  by  his  scheme 
to  concentrate  upon  the  Military  De- 
partment in  the  War  Office  the  respon- 
sibility for  furnishing  the  Army  with  all 
stores — both  for  determining  and  stating 
the  requirements,  and  also  for  supplying 
them.  But  to  whom  will  it  be  respon- 
sible? It  will  not  have  the  responsi- 
bility of  which  I  have  been  speaking — 
namely,  direct  responsibility  to  this 
House ;  the  responsibility  will  be  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  He  will  remain  the 
person  responsible  to  Parliament;  and 
wherever  that  responsibility  lies,  there 
will  also  be  the  power.  It  is  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  assisted  by  civilians, 
who  really  is  the  master  hand,  and 
I  am  afraid,  therefore,  if  the  other 
impression  has  prevailed  it  may  lead  to 
some  disappointment.  It  certainly  will 
lead  to  disappointment  if  it  Is  supposed 
that  the  step  now  taken  will  greatly  in- 
crease the  power  of  the  Military  Authori- 
ties. Nor  will  it  do  in  future  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  or  his  successors 
to  use  the  plea,  in  order  to  cover  errors 
or  neglect,  that  he  has  given  the  control 
in  these  matters  to  the  soldiers ;  the  re- 
sponsibility will  be  his,  and  his  alone. 
We  are  told,  indeed — and  I  think  some 
witnesses  who  were  examined  before  the 
Committee  of  the  noble  Lord  have 
rather  tended  to  convey  that  impression — 
that  if  the  Military  Authorities  were 
allowed  to  have  their  own  way  great 
economies  would  be  effected.  Well, 
that  was  a  promise  that  was  made  in  a 
sketchy  way,  but  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
ffround  for  it,  and  our  experience  hardly 
justifies  it.  We  have  a  very  large  de- 
partment of  public  expenditure  placed 
practically  in  the  hands  of  a  most  dis- 
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tinguished  body  of  men — ^I  mean  the 
Corps  of  Boyal  Engineers.  Thej  have 
had  for  years  the  charge  of  the  whole 
business  of  building  barracks  and 
erecting  fortifications  in  this  oountry. 
I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  word  in  dis- 
paragement of  them ;  but  I  will  saj  that 
the  very  last  quality  which  would  be 
attached  to  their  management  is  the 
attribute  of  economy.  Then,  ag^in,  we 
are  told  that  if  civilians  were  dispensed 
with,  and  if  the  Military  Authoritiee  had 
it  all  in  their  own  hands  alterations  of 
method  and  organization  would  be  more 
readily  adopted.  This,  also,  I  venture  to 
question.  On  the  Headquarters  Staff  of 
the  Army  at  present  there  are  ofi&eers  of 
distinction  and  experience,  and  of  en- 
lightened and  progressive  views.  Those 
officers  have  been  in  favour  of  the  great 
reforms  of  recent  years:  of  the  abolition 
of  Purchase,  whereby  the  oommissioned 
ranks  of  the  Army  were  relieved  from 
the  incubus  of  money  investment ;  of 
enlistment  for  short  service,  adopted  at 
a  time  when  long  service  had  noto- 
riously failed ;  and  of  giving  to  the  In- 
fantry a  more  efficient  and  eLEistic  orga- 
nization. But  will  any  one  of  those 
distinguished  officers  say  that  a  single 
one  of  those  reforms  would  have  been 
carried  into  effect  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  aid,  the  influence,  and  even  the 
pressure  of  the  civilian  administrators 
in  the  War  Office,  backed  by  publio  opi- 
nion? Therefore,  I  regard  with  some 
degree  of  scepticism  the  promises  whieh 
depend  upon  the  weakening  of  civilian 
control  in  the  War  Office,  Coming  back 
to  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  it  practically  means  increased 
expenditure.  No  doubt  he  would  say 
it  would  be  made  up  of  savings  from  the 
extravagant  cost  of  the  Army,  and  here 
he  joins  hands  with  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington.  Per- 
haps the  noble  Lord  will  allow  me  to 
say  that  I  heard  his  speech  with  sur- 
prise and  deep  disappointment.  There 
was  a  great  deal  of  interesting  matter  in 
it,  great  knowledge  of  particular  features 
of  Army  organization,  and  there  was  a 
great  desire  to  expose  anything  open  to 
criticism  in  the  proposals  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War;  but  I  fsiled  to  see  the  signs  of 
his  ardent  love  for  economy.  The  noble 
Lord  bas  done  such  good  service  in 
awakening  public  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  making  economy  populary 
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that  I  hardly  like  eyen  to  appear  not 
fully  to  appreciate  his  position ;  but  I 
would  say  that  in  the  animadyersions 
which  he  made  on  the  existing  state 
of  affairs  sufficient  account  was  not 
taken  of  the  difficulties  in  our  way.  I 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the 
costliness  of  the  Army,  and  I  belieye 
great  reductions  could  be  made  in  its  cost 
on  condition — and  that  is  an  essential 
condition — that  all  persons  concerned  or 
interested  in  the  matter  co-operate  for 
that  purpose.  But  there  is  no  use  of 
underrating  the  obstacles  which  stand 
in  our  way  in  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  has  referred  to  the  case  of  Germany. 
That  is  an  instance  with  reference  to 
which  we  ought  to  bear  in  mind  the 
French  proyerb — Comparaison  n'est  pas 
ration.  In  attempting  a  comparison  we 
must  be  sure  that  the  circumstances  are 
parallel.  The  noble  Lord,  for  instance, 
quoted  the  case  of  a  Cayalry  regiment 
at  Berlin  which  had  perfect  independ- 
ence, financial  and  administratiye,  which 
was  in  all  respects  totus  teres  atque  ro- 
tundtUf  haying  its  money  and  supplies 
in  its  own  hand.  But  such  a  system  is 
incompatible  with  our  rules  of  Parlia- 
mentary account.  The  noble  Lord  left 
out  of  consideration  the  fact  that  we 
haye  in  this  House  an  organization 
for  the  purpose  of  examining  and 
auditing  the  expenditure  of  public 
money  in  this  country ;  and  the  truth  is 
that  the  cause  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
centralization  complained  of— certainly 
the  cause  of  the  bloated  scale  on  which 
the  War  Office  is  established  —  is  the 
jealous  control  exercised  by  this  House 
and  its  Accounts  Oommittee  oyer  the 
expenditure  of  public  money.  We  haye, 
howeyer,  some  experience  of  systems  in 
which  officers  of  regiments  haye  been 
allowed  to  manage  their  own  affairs; 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  the  history  of  the 
clothing  Oolonels  should  lead  us  to  renew 
any  such  proposal.  I  admit  that  the 
picture  which  the  noble  Lord  draws,  in 
comparing  the  German  Army  with  ours, 
is  startling  in  the  extreme,  but  you  do 
not  dispose  of  the  case  by  saying  that 
you  make  allowance  for  conscription. 
In  Germany  eyery  oiyil  interest  in 
the  country,  public  and  priyate,  is 
practically  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
their  great  military  organization.  Our 
Estimates  haye,  at  least,  the  merit 
of  bringing  to  the  surface  and  placing 
before    the    country  practically  eyery 


item  of  the  cost  of  the  Army  and  Nayy 
Seryices.  But  in  Germany,  on  the  other 
band,  apart  from  the  power  they  haye 
of  dipping  into  other  funds,  there  is  a 
great  deal  of  expenditure  practically  in- 
curred by  the  people  of  the  country 
which  is  really  incapable  of  being 
assessed  in  figures  at  ail.  It  must  also 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  necessities, 
and,  therefore,  the  system,  of  Germany 
are  simple,  uniform,  and  homogeneous  in 
character.  Germany  has  no  foreign  ser- 
yice ;  she  has  no  India,  no  small  wars ; 
the  one  thing  which  she  has  to  prepare 
for  is  a  great  European  war,  which  would 
be  conducted  either  in  her  own  territory 
or  within  some  conterminous  country 
similar  to  her  own.  She,  therefore, 
knows  what  she  has  to  proyide  for ;  and 
while  she  is  thus  obliged  to  maintain 
portentous  military  establishments,  from 
the  necessity  for  which  our  insular  posi- 
tion happily  freea  us,  her  position  ad- 
mits of  a  uniformity  of  system  which  in 
our  small  Army  is  impossible.  I  would 
not,  howeyer,  despair  in  this  country, 
if  we  had  a  tabula  raea,  of  creating  an 
organization  for  the  Army  much  cheaper 
and  much  more  efficient  than  we  haye, 
and  be  it  remembered  that  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Army  is  the  key  to  the  question. 
What  has  our  experience  been  r  In  this 
country,  whereyer  we  turn,  if  we  wish 
to  make  the  slightest  improyement,  we 
are  met  by  yested  interests,  by  preju- 
dices, by  prescription,  by  sentiment,  and 
by  traditions  of  which  we  may  haye  our 
own  opinion,  but  which  it  is  impossible 
for  us  to  oyerlook,  and  which  are  so 
supported  by  opinion  both  within  and 
without  the  Army,  as  well  as  by  opi- 
nion in  the  House,  that  they  cannot 
be  ignored.  I  speak  of  the  past  with 
some  experience,  and  I  should  be  happy 
indeed  if,  under  the  stimulus  of  the  noble 
Lord,  we  may  be  able  in  the  future 
to  oyeroome  those  obstacles.  I  shall 
mention  one  or  two  illustrations  which 
haye  oome  within  my  own  knowledge. 
In  looking  broadly  at  the  Estimates,  the 
most  striking  feature  is  the  enormous 
amoimt  of  the  Non-Effectiye  Vote,  which 
reaches  the  sum  of  £3,750,000.  Of 
this  sum  out-pensions  to  soldiers  cost 
£1,750,000.  Not  a  penny  of  that  sum, 
let  me  say,  has  been  incurred  owing  to 
the  claims  of  any  man  enlisted  since  short 
seryice  was  introduced.  It  is  the  legacy 
which  comes  to  us  from  the  long  service 
system,  and  I  belieye  it  has  now  reached 
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its  highoBt  point.  Passing  from  the  men, 
a  much  more  signifieant  item  is  the  re- 
tirement of  officers,  amounting  to  nearly 
£1,600,000.  What  is  the  history  of 
that  sum  ?  Some  years  ago  Purchase 
was  abolished,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
are  manyhon.  Members  who  now  doubt 
that  the  abolition  of  Purchase  was  in 
itself  a  good  thing.  At  the  time  it  was 
abolished  it  was  thought  necessary,  in 
consequence  of  those  strong  feelings  to 
which  I  have  referred,  to  make  a  promise 
to  the  Army  that  the  flow  of  promotion 
would  be  kept  up  to  the  standard  then 
prevailing.  It  was  an  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstance, because  the  flow  of  promo- 
tion was  at  that  time  above  its  normal 
rate.  A  Eoyal  Commission,  with  an 
eminent  Judge  at  its  head — and  let  the 
House  mark  here  the  effect  of  a  Eoyal 
Commission  —  was  appointed  to  look 
into  the  question.  It  made  several  re- 
commendations, and  among  other  things 
it  recommended  an  elaborate  scheme  of 
compulsory  retirement  up  and  down  the 
line  of  a  man's  career  in  the  Army. 
The  Government  of  the  day  —  not  a 
Liberal  Government  —  hastily,  though 
not  unnaturally,  adopted  en  bloc  the 
recommendations  of  that  Commission, 
and  the  result  has  been  nothing  but 
expense  to  the  taxpayer  and  discomfort 
and  grievance  in  the  Army  ever  since. 
All  the  efforts  of  succeeding  Secretaries 
of  State  have  been  directed  to  modi- 
fying the  evils  thus  created.  I  am 
speaking  my  own  opinion  when  I  say 
that  the  whole  plan  upon  which  that 
scheme  and  subsequent  action  of  Go- 
vernments were  founded  is  entirely 
wrong.  I  disapprove  of  it  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  but  I  do  not  blame  those 
who  adopted  it,  for  the  reason  that  in 
the  state  of  public  opinion  which  then 
existed  they  could  not  have  taken  any 
other  course.  But  if  it  had  been  in 
Germany,  does  anyone  suppose  that 
such  a  scheme  would  have  been  adopted  ? 
My  idea  is  that  in  the  Army  rank  should 
follow  duty,  and  the  officers  should  be 
selected  for  the  duty  to  be  performed. 
We  should  thus  afford  reasonable  retire- 
ment, but  avoid  all  compulsory  terms. 
But  how  was  it  possible  to  adopt  such 
a  system  in  this  country,  with  all  the 
sacred  claims  of  officers,  and  the  jealousy 
with  which  any  departure  from  the  old 
principle  of  seniority  is  regarded.  In 
fact,  when  the  principle  of  selection  be- 
gan to  be  used  somewhat  more  freely 
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there  was  hardly  an  officer  promoted  bat 
a  question  was  asked  in  the  House,  or 
certain    paragraphs   appeared    in    the 
newspapers  about  it,  and  the  words  Ca- 
vouritism  and  jobbery  were  freely  thrown 
about.    Another  instance  occurred  with 
reference  to  the  organization  and  locali- 
zation of  Infantry.     I  well  remember 
that  in  1871,  when  I  first  went  to  the 
War  Office  as  Financial  Secretary,  I 
was  at  once  handed  papers  by  several 
able  men  on  this  subject.     It  was  the 
problem  of   the  day.      Everyone  was 
agreed  that  the  system  of  organizing  our 
Infantry  in  single  battalions  with  nothing 
to  depend  upon  but  themselves  was  an 
ineffective  system.    It  had  been  fonnd 
in  the  Crimea  that  the  battalions  which 
belonged  to  the  Bifle  Brigade  and  the 
Guards  maintained  a  condition  of  effi.- 
ciency  long  after  the  single  battalion 
regiments  had  become  practically  ez« 
tinct.      There  were,  aocordinelyi   pro« 
posals  for  regimentis  of  two,  three,  and 
four  battalions.     My  own  belief  is  that 
three  would  be  better  than  two,  and 
four  better  than  three.   But  what  would 
it  have  involved?     It  would  have  in- 
volved the  doubling  of  all  the  regiments 
in  the  British  Army,  and  the  obliteration 
from  a  large  part  of  it  of  all  those  sacred 
memories    and   those  records    of   past 
glories  which  are  attached  to  the  dif- 
ferent regiments.      It  would  have  in- 
volved something  more.      There  arose 
the   question  of  county  interests  and 
county  jealousies ;   each  county  in  Eng- 
land insisted  on  having  at  least  a  regi- 
ment of  its  own;   every  country  town 
must  remain    the    headquarters  of  a 
Militia  battalion ;    and  in  the  face  of 
all  those  difficulties  it  is  small  blame  to 
those  who  were  responsible  that  they  had 
to  adopt  a  compromise.    They  adopted 
a  system  of  linked   battalions.      That 
went  on  for  some  years,  and  had  to  be 
replaced  by  a  more  thorough  amalga- 
mation of  the  battalions ;  but  the  whole 
system  has  resulted  in  the  duplication 
of  brigade  depots  at  great  expense  be- 
yond what  was  necessary,  and  at  the 
same  time  it  fails  of  full  efficiency,  be- 
cause of  the  modifications  and  the  com- 
promises which  the  influences  to  which 
I  referred  compelled  us  to  adopt.  I  think 
these  considerations  go  far  to  show  why 
it  is  our  Army  costs  so  much  more  than 
the  German  Army.      Does  the  House 
imagine  that  if  some  new  organisation 
was  found  necessary  in  Germany  any 
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modifioation  or  oompromise  would  be 
for  a  moment  tolerated  in  favour  of 
local  jealousies,  however  natural,  or  of 
traditional  associations,  however  honour- 
able and  worthy  they  might  be?  Now, 
Sir,  I  would  venture  to  say  that  it  is  not 
enough  to  make  economic  speeches,  as 
the  noble  Lord  sometimes  does.  It  is 
not  enough  for  him  to  endeavour  in 
Committee  upstairs  to  expose  anomalies 
and  extravagances.  If  this  House  is 
really  desirous  of  seeing  economies 
effected,  it  must  set  its  face  against, 
and  refuse  all  encouragement  to,  those 
sentiments  and  interests,  such  as  those 
to  which  I  have  referred,  which  prevent 
the  adoption  of  a  better  system.  The 
House,  also,  must  set  its  face  strongly 
against  individual  proposals  for  expen- 
diture sought  to  be  forced  on  responsible 
Ministers.  I  trust  I  am  not  saying  too 
much  if  I  warn  the  House  against 
giving  any  countenance  to  the  growing 
tendency  which  is  shown  by  various 
classes  of  men  in  the  Army  and  Navy 
to  enter  into  associations  for  enforcing 
their  own  interests.  I  have  received 
within  the  last  few  days  circulars  from 
the  chief  engine-room  artificers,  the 
gunners,  Eoyal  Navy;  and  the  Army 
quartermasters.  These  classes  of  public 
servants  form  associations,  they  earwig 
Members  of  Parliament,  they  canvass 
for  interest  in  the  constituencies,  and  I 
have  even  heard  of  an  hon.  Member 
who  interested  himself  on  behalf  of 
a  certain  class  being  presented  by 
his  clients  with  a  handsome  piece  of 
plate.  What  is  the  result?  Conces- 
sions are  made  to  these  various  classes, 
not  from  conviction  of  the  justice  of  their 
claims,  but  on  account  of  their  impor- 
tunity. Other  classes  require  similar 
treatment,  and  so  the  ball  is  kept  rolling. 
And  besides  classes  and  individuals  in 
the  public  Service,  other  interests  in 
the  country  are  desirous  of  an  increased 
expenditure,  and  hon.  Members  are  often 
made  their  unconscious  mouthpiece. 
There  are  particular  localities,  particular 
trades,  particular  firms,  particular  con- 
tractors or  inventors,  whose  interest  lies 
in  pushing  and  urging,  under  the  guise 
of  patriotism,  certain  forms  of  expendi- 
ture ;  and  I  trust  hon.  Members  will 
pardon  me  if  I  venture — having  had  a 
long  experience — to  warn  them  against 
being  led  into  taking  action,  in  all  inno- 
cence, on  behalf  of  such  interests — action 
which  can  only  be  mischievous  and  dis- 
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couraging  to  honest  and  prudent  admi- 
nistration. These  are  some  of  the  causes 
of  the  excessive  cost  compared  with 
the  efficiency  ol  our  Army  system.  The 
remedy  is  to  be  found  in  the  exhibition 
by  the  House  of  a  resolutely  economical 
temper,  and  a  determination  not  to  allow 
itself  to  be  influenced  by  individual  in- 
terest, prejudice,  or  sentiment.  It  will 
require  much  nerve,  patience,  and  per- 
severance to  do  this.  If  it  is  done,  it  is, 
in  my  opinion,  well  within  the  capacity  of 
statesmanship  to  furnish  at  a  more  rea- 
sonable cost  a  greater  and  more  effective 
force  than  we  now  possess ;  but  of  this 
I  am  sure,  that  the  worst  step  that 
we  could  take — the  worst  blunder  we 
could  commit — would  be,  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission  such  as  has 
been  suggested,  to  relieve  from  his 
proper  and  direct  responsibility  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  who  is  the 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  It  is  only  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  that  I  can 
answer  the  questions  that  have  been  put 
to  me.  First  of  all,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  asked  me  two 
questions  with  regard  to  the  scheme. 
The  first  question  was  whether  the  con- 
trol over  the  Director  General  of  Ord- 
nance Pactories  was  complete.  No  doubt 
there  is  complete  control  over  the  Direc- 
tor General,  as  he  cannot  undertake  any 
expenditure  without  the  sanction  of  the 
Financial  Secretary.  With  regard  to 
his  second  question,  I  have  only  to  say 
that  my  intention  is  that  those  spending 
the  money  shall  have  full  responsibility 
for  it,  and  I  will  make  any  alteration  of 
words  that  may  be  required  to  give 
effect  to  that  intention.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Galway  (Colonel 
Nolan)  in  regard  to  small  stoppages  firom 
soldiers'  pay,  I  will  take  care  that  for 
the  future  small  charges  of  less  than 
3d,  for  old  clothing  deficient  will  be 
dealt  with  so  as  to  avoid  their 
being  matter  of  account.  As  regards 
the  very  admirable  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stir- 
ling (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman),  I 
entirely  agree  with  him  as  to  the  im- 
portance of  preserving  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
That  responsibility  is,  no  doubt,  cona- 
plete  when  he  acts  on  the  advice  of  his 
Military  Advisers;    but  it  exists  to  a 
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greater  extent  when  lie  differs  from 
them.  If  he  agrees  with  them,  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  with  regard  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Horse  Artillery,  he 
sometimes  gets  into  a  great  scrape  with 
the  country ;  but  if  he  differs  from  them, 
he  takes  upon  himself  a  still  greater 
respouRibility.  I  do  not  think  anyone 
can  accuse  me  of  being  unable  to  trust 
my  Military  Advisers.  I  have  great 
confidence  in  their  experience,  and  I 
think  that  at  no  preyious  time  was  the 
Army  so  thoroughly  determined  to  do 
its  duty  to  the  country,  or  the  chief 
advisers  of  the  Secretary  of  State  so 
thoroughly  trained  for  their  duty  and  so 
desirous  of  carrying  it  out.  Under  their 
advice  I  have  initiated  the  reforms  which 
I  have  explained  to  the  House,  and 
which,  in  spite  of  some  criticism,  will,  I 
believe,  receive  the  favourable  judgment 
of  the  country.  With  respect  to  the 
Estimates  before  us,  it  is  necessary  for 
the  service  of  the  country  that  the  two 
first  Votes  for  men  and  money  should  be 
taken  to-night.  No  one  is  more  anxious 
than  I  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
forward  the  Question  of  which  he  has 
given  Notice ;  but  I  must  appeal  to  him 
to  postpone  the  speech  ho  intended  to 
make  to-night  to  another  occasion.  On 
our  part  we  will  undertake  to  bring  on 
a  Vote  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible 
to  give  him  the  opportunity  he  de- 
sires. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
If  the  Votes  are  going  to  be  taken 
upstairs,  how  can  the  Government  bring 
them  on  here  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  That  is  a  diffi- 
culty.  If  my  noble  Eriend  will  agree 
in  accelerating  the  progress  of  Vote  12 
in  the  Committee  upstairs  it  can  then  be 
discussed  here  at  any  early  day. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT : 
May  I  put  one  question  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  ?  It  has  been  proposed  to  us 
that  a  Royal  Commission  should  inquire 
''  To  what  extent  our  present  naval  and 
military  system  is  adapted  to  the  national 
wants."  That  Commission  is  to  have 
full  powers,  to  be  a  small  Commission 
of  eminent  men,  and  is  to  report  to  this 
House  as  soon  as  possible.  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  that  is  the  proposal  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  makes  in  substitu- 
tion of  the  Motion  ? 

Mr,  E,  Stanhope 


Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  said  on  Mon- 
day evening  that  the  Govemnient  wen 
perfectly  prepared  to  g^ve  an  inquiry  of 
the  character  which  has  been  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  Bat 
as  regards  this  particular  Motion,  we  can 
only  meet  it  by  a  direct  ne((ative.  I 
have  already  explained  to  the  House  that 
we  have  no  alternative. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT :  Do 
I  understand  that  it  is  to  be  a  Royal 
Commission  according  to  the  words  I 
have  read  out  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  re- 

peated  his  question,   and   asked  for  a 
decided  answer. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  stated  on  Mon- 
day that  I  was  prepared  to  g^rant  an  in- 
quiry in  these  terms — 

''The  extent  to  which  onr  present  nmrml  and 
military  sjstems,  as  at  preeeot  orgaoiied  and 
administered,  are  adapted  to  the  national  wants." 

But  I  distinctly  refused  to  grant  a  Com- 
mission which  should  in  any  way  lessen 
the  responsihility  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  which  should  in  any 
way  refer  to  the  amount  of  force  reqnired 
or  to  the  provision  to  be  made.  1  told 
my  hon.  Friend  that  I  was  prepared  to 
grant  any  inquiry  which  would  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  lessen  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government  of  the  day. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN  : 
I  should  like  to  understand  what  the 
system  is  which  is  to  be  inquired  into. 
Is  it  to  be  an  inquiry  into  the  organisa- 
tion of  the  Army,  or  into  the  org^anisa- 
tion  and  administration  of  the  War 
Office?  Is  the  inquiry  to  be  into  the 
organization  of  the  Army,  or  into  the 
organization  of  those  who  manage  and 
control  the  Army  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  it  is 
utterly  impossible  for  me  to  debate  at 
this  hour  of  the  night  what  the  meaning 
of  this  word  "  system  "  is.  I  can  do  no 
more  than  adhere  strictly  to  the  words 
in  which  I  expressed  the  intention  of 
the  Government  on  Monday  evening. 
I  then  expressed  the  meaning  whioh  the 
Government  attached  to  them. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL: 
May  I  ask  one  question  ?  Were  these 
words  whioh  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
read  out  to  the  House  agreed  upon  be- 
tween him  and  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
before  the  debate  began  this  evening  ? 
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Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir.  There 
was  no  agreement  whatever  between  mj 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and  myself.  I 
went  to  mj  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
yesterday  and  gave  him  the  words,  and 
he  took  them  into  his  consideration. 
We  arrived  at  no  agreement  whatever 
on  the  subject. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  retreat 
from  those  words  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No ;  I  do  not 
retreat  from  anything  I  have  ever  said. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.):  I  do  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  desire  to  controvert 
anything  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  now  said  in  extreme  good 
faith;  but,  having  been  one  of  those 
who  accompanied  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North- West  Sussex  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  in  his  interview 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  must 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  convey  to  me  the  impression  that  he 
has  just  now  communicated  to  the  House. 
I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
when  I  say  that  the  word  '^  Com- 
mission" with  regard  to  that  inquiry 
has  several  times  been  used  by  Ministers 
and  by  those  on  the  Front  Bench  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion,  and  I  can 
only  express  on  my  own  part,  and  on 
the  part  of  many  others  with  whom  I 
am  acting  in  this  matter — I  believe  in- 
cluding a  very  large  number  of  Mem- 
bers independent  of  Party  on  both 
sides  of  the  House — that  we  now  hear 
with  extreme  regret  that  the  proposed 
inquiry  instead  of  being  a  Royal  Com- 
mission is  only  to  be  a  Committee.  Is 
it  to  bo  a  Royal  Commission?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say  that  it  is 
to  be  so,  I  will  apologize  for  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  in  asking  this 
question. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  already 
said  that  I  have  never  changed  from  the 
words  which  I  have  used.  The  words 
agreed  upon  by  my  Colleagues  and  my- 
self on  Monday  evening  I  read  out  to 
the  House.  I  adhere  to  them,  and  I 
adhere  to  every  word  I  said  on  Monday 
evening.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  bear  me  out,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  will  bear  me 
out,  as  to  the  effect  of  the  interview  I 
had  yesterday. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  We  on  this  Bench 
i^re  anxioiis  in  this  matt^  of  an  inquiry 


to  support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
One  question  we  now  want  to  ask  is — 
Is  the  inquiry  to  be  in  respect  of  the 
strength  and  expenditure,  or  only  with 
respect  to  the  organization  of  the  Army  ? 
If  it  is  only  with  respect  to  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Army,  we  are  perfectly  satisfied. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That  is  so, 
Sir.  I  have  expressly  kept  out  any 
question  of  strength  and  expenditure. 
The  words  I  have  read  do  not  include 
any  question  of  strength,  material,  stores, 
financial  provision,  or  of  fortifications. 
I  distinctly  refused  to  admit  any  such 
questions  whatever  as  matters  of  inquiry 
by  the  Commission. 

Sir  EDWARD  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head) :  As  one  of  those  favoured  with 
the  interview  yesterday,  I  will  say  that 
up  to  the  present  moment  I  remained 
under  the  absolute  impression  that  thero 
was  an  agreement  in  the  terms  set  forth 
in  the  Resolution  that  has  just  been  read 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  behind 
me. 

Sir  HENRY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
then  again  asked  whether  it  was  to  be 
a  Royal  Commission  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Yes. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  proposed. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
who  had  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper 
relating  to  contracts  for  works  under  the 
War  Department  in  Ireland,  next  rose, 
and  was  about  to  address  the  House, 
when 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  rose  and  said: 
I  must  appeal  to  you,  Sir,  that  the 
Question  be  now  put. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided :-- Ay ea  250;  Noes 
75:  Majority  175.— (Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  268  ;  Noes 
63  :  Majority  205.— (Div.  List,  No.  88.) 

SUPPLY-ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1888-9. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
(1.)  149,667,  Land  Forces. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  would  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  all  parts  of  the  House  to 
allow  this  Vote  for  men,  and  also  theVoto 
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lor  money,  to  be  taken  to-night,  when 
I  assure  them  that  this  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  Public  Service.  A  full 
opportunity  will  be  afforded  on  a  future 
occasion  for  the  discussion  which  hon. 
Members  may  desire  to  raise.  I  exceed- 
ingly regretted  having  been  compelled 
to  make  the  last  Motion.  That  Motion 
was  not  prompted  by  any  discourtesy  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  rose  on  the 
opposite  Benches  (Mr.  Murphy) ;  but, 
under  the  circumstances  I  have  referred 
to,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  a  contiauation  of  the 
discussion.  There  will  be,  as  I  have 
remarked,  and  the  Government  will  do 
all  in  their  power  to  promote,  full  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  of  the  Estimates  in 
the  public  interest;  and,  there  fore,  having 
regard  to  the  short  time  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government,  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittee will  allow  these  Votes  to  be 
taken 

Sir'wILLIAM  H  AECOUET  (Derby): 
I  hope,  on  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  will 
be  a  future  opportunity  for  discussion, 
that  the  Committee  will  allow  these 
Votes  to  be  taken.  It  would  be  a  very 
bad  beginning  of  an  economical  career 
if  we  were  to  pass  the  Votes  for  the 
men  and  money  without  any  discussion. 
That  would  be  a  singular  way  of  in- 
augurating a  reformed  Army  Scheme. 
But  as  it  is  distinctly  understood  that 
there  will  be  at  an  early  day  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  all  questions  that  it 
may  be  necessary  to  raise,  I  do  not 
think  it  unreasonable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  allowed  to  take  the 
Votes  to-night. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork)  said,  he  had, 
of  course,  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle^ 
man  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  "William 
Harcourt)  as  to  the  necessity  of  a 
general  discussion  on  the  Votes  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  House  desired  to  obtain  that 
evening.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  a  gonoral  discus- 
sion was  most  desirable ;  but  from  the 
point  of  view  of  his  hon.  Friends  and 
himself  they  did  nut  ask  for  any  such 
discussion.  At  the  same  timo,  he  could 
have  wished  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Tresaury  had  made  his  appeal  a  little 
sooner.  He  was  quite  sure  that  neither 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  one  of 
the  Divisions  of  the  City  of  Dublin  (Mr. 

Mr.  jr.  If.  Smith 


Murphy),  nor  any  other  of  his  hon. 
Friends,  had  any  desire  or  intention  of 
preventing  the  Government  obtaining 
these  Votes  to-night;  but  his  hon. 
Friend,  very  legitimately,  had  put  a 
Motion  in  his  name  on  the  Paper,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  without 
making  any  appeal  to  him,  which  he 
thought  under  the  oircumstanoes  he 
might  have  done,  on  his  rising^  at  onee 
proceeded  to  apply  force — he  had  taken 
that  course  before  making  that  genUe 
appeal  to  the  better  feelings  and 
spirit  of  hon.  Members  which  he  had 
since  very  properly  made.  He  did  not 
object  to  the  tone  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  he  thought  that  appeal 
might  have  been  made  sooner,  with 
regard  to  the  speoial  question  in  wMch 
his  hon.  Friend  was  interested,  he 
trusted  he  would  now  be  allowed  to 
make  the  observations  which  he  desired 
to  make,  and  which  would  not  hare  oc- 
cupied many  minutes,  which,  so  far  as 
he  (Mr.  Parnell)  conceived,  would  not 
have  prevented  the  Government  from 
taking  these  two  Votes,  and  which,  he 
submitted,  his  hon.  Friend  had  a  right 
to  make. 

Mr.  MUEPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
said,  he  had  to  thank  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member    for    the    City    of  Cork   (Mr. 
Parnell)  for  clearing  away  the  obstacle 
to  his  being  hoard  on  a  subject  on  which 
he  was  about  to  offer  some  remarks  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  applied  the  Olosore  Hole. 
He  should  now,  in  the  fewest  possible 
words,  call  the  attention  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  the  subject  on  which  he  had 
before  intended  to  address  the  House. 
First,  with  regard  to  the  system  in  oon« 
nection  with  the  appointment  of  a  sur* 
veyor  and  as  to  the  place  where   the 
quantities  should  be  taken  ont  for  oon« 
tracts  for  new  works  to  be  carried  oat 
in  Ireland.     Since  he  had  put  his  Notice 
of  Motion  on  the  Paper,  that  question 
had  been  very  much  simplified   by  the 
fact  that  a  resident  in  Dubin  had  been 
appointed    as    Surveyor    for  the  new 
barracks    to    be     erected    in    Dublin. 
With  regar<l  to  the  quantities,  the  result 
of  tliese  being  taken  out  in  London  was 
that  it  involved  the  bringing  over  of  the 
gentleman  who  was  elected  by  the  con- 
tractors to  act  as  surveyor,  at  consider- 
able loss  of  time  and  at  considerable 
inconvenience,  to  do  the  work  in  London 
which  could  be  more  satisfactorily  per- 
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formed  on  the  other  side.    There  was 
odIj  one  other  case,  as  far  as  he  could 
loarn,  of  the  quantities  of  a  large  work  in 
Ireland  for  the  War  Department  being 
taken  out  in  London.     In  that  case  an 
Irish  surveyor  was  elected  by  the  con- 
tractors to  measure  the  work  in  con- 
nection with  the  surveyor  of  the  Eoyal 
Engineers.  The  latter  gentleman  worked, 
of  course,  only  the  limited  number  of 
office  hours,  and  as  the  work  had  to  be 
done  jointly  the  Irish  surveyor  found 
that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  spend 
such  a  long  time  away  from  his  home, 
and  he  accordingly  found  it  better  to 
pay  another  man  in  London  to  do  the 
work,  and  went  away  himself.     This 
system  was,  therefore,  a  practical  exclu- 
sion of  Irish  surveyors,  and  it  appeared 
to  have  been  onlv  once  done  before,  the 
rule  being  to  take  out  the  quantities  in 
the  district  where  the  work  was  to  be 
done.     He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary    of  State  for 
War  to  look  into    this  matter.     Then 
as   to  the  second   point  of  his  Notice 
of  Motion,   which  related    to  the    use 
of  materials  for  works  under  the  War 
Department    in    Ireland,    which  were 
imported  across  the   Channel,    he  had 
asked  a  Question  on  this  subject  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  the  other 
day,    and    it    was    the    unsatisfactory 
answer  of  the  right    hon.   Gentleman 
which  had  induced  him  to  put  this  Notice 
on  the  Paper.     He  had  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  the    right  hon.   Gentleman 
gave  him  a  perfectly  ^ond^itf  answer  as 
far  as  he  was  himself  concerned  upon 
the  information  supplied  to  him.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that   the 
stone  required  for  the   very   extensive 
works  to  DO  erected  in  Ireland  must  ne- 
cessarily be   brought  from  Yorkshire. 
He  (Mr.  Murphy)  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  most  eminent 
architects  in  the  United  Kingdom,  to 
the  effect  that  if  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  could  see  the  kind  of  stone 
which  came  from  the  Mount  Charles 
quarries,  in  Donegal,  and  which  was 
being  used    for  the  Science  and   Art 
Buildings     and    National    Library    in 
Dublin,  he  would  change  his   opinion 
with  regard  to  that  durable  and  useful 
stone ;  that  he  had  used  this  stone  in 
buildings  in  Dublin,  and  had  no  hesi- 
tation in   giving  the  palm    to    it  for 
durability,  and  that  its  introduction  into 
England    was    simply    a    question   of 


enterprize.  As  he  gathered  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  nodding  assent 
that  he  would  take  this  matter  into 
favourable  consideration,  he  would  not 
further  delay  the  Committee.  He  had 
now  only  to  thank  the  Committee  for 
their  attention,  and  to  submit  these 
points  to  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War. 

The  financial  SECEETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  said,  he  regretted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  forward  this 
subject  earlier.  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was  no  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  either  to  drive  contracts  out  of 
Ireland,  or  to  use  other  than  Irish 
material  where  it  was  possible  to  do  so. 
The  system  of  open  competition  had 
been  adopted  in  the  case  of  certain  con- 
tracts, because  the  system  of  limited 
competition  was  expensive,  although 
the  work  was  well  done,  and  because 
open  competition  was  the  rule  at  the 
War  Office.  With  regard  to  the  use  of 
Red  Mansfield  stone,  that  stone  was 
only  made  use  of  for  ornamental  dress- 
ing, which  was  a  very  small  portion  of 
the  whole  work,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  was  quite  willing  to  put  into  the 
specifications,  *' Best  Mansfield  stone,  or 
stone  of  similar  colour."  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  able  to  show  that  the 
stone  from  Donegal  was  on  an  equality 
with  the  Red  Mansfield  stone,  the  War 
Office  would  be  unwilling  to  enforce  the 
latter,  and  there  would  be  no  disin- 
clination to  meet  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  far  as  they  could. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  he  refrained  from  moving 
the  Amendment  standing  in  his  name 
on  what  he  understood  to  be  the  distinct 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  the  House  would  have  another 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  anhjeoto 
referred  to  in  the  Notices  of  Motions  on 
the  Paper. 

Vote  agradto. 

(2.)  £4,977,000,  Pay  and  Allowances. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
hoped  that  he  was  correct  in  under- 
standing that  there  was  a  distinct 
promise  on  the  part  of  the  Loader  of  the 
House,  that  another  opportunity  would 
be  given  for  discussion  ? 
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Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  that,  as  has  been  the 
case  on  other  occasions,  an  opportunity 
will  be  afiforded  for  discussion. 
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Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That  the 
Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leareto  sit  again,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Kesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow^ 
at  Two  of-the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  Te-morrow, 

TRAWLING  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Hunter^  Mr.  3facdonahlf  Mr.  Cameron^  Mr. 

Barclay ^  Mr.  Essehtnont.) 

[bill  165.]      SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BIGOAR  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  he 
did  not  mean  to  dispute  that  the  Bill 
might  be  an  exceedingly  good  one ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  always  aroused 
suspicion  in  his  mind  when  the  Member 
in  charge  gave  no  explanation  of  the  con- 
tents of  a  Bill.  He  thought  it  would 
only  be  reasonable  to  ask  that  some 
Member  whope  name  was  one  the  back 
of  the  Bill  should  give  the  House  some 
slight  indication  of  what  the  whole  thing 
was  about,  so  that  hon.  Members  might 
judge  how  far  they  would  be  justified  in 
allowing  this  stage  to  pass. 

Colonel  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire) 
said,  this  was  a  Bill  tliat  might  be  per- 
fectly good  on  the  East  Coast  of  Scotland 
but  it  seemed  to  take  rather  a  wide  range 
when  it  proposed  to  prevent  entirely  the 
system  of  trawling  within  the  throe-mile 
limit  all  round  the  Coast  of  Scotland. 
That  was  simply  the  object  of  the  Bill. 
He  also  observed  that  the  Bill  men* 
tionod  beam  or  other  trawling.  On  the 
West  Coaht  tishermen  followed  a  system 
of  trawliug  for  herrings  that  was  not 
beam  trawling,  and  the  Bill  without  some 
definition  must  load  to  considerable  con- 
fusion. For  these  reasons  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  being  read  a  second  timo 
without  any  explanation. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To'inorrow. 


OCCUPIERS'    DISQUALIFICATION     RE- 
MOVAL BILL. 

(Mr.  Whitmortf  Mr,  Jejfirtyt^  Mr,  ffozier,  Mr, 

Mowbray.) 

[bill     110.]      SECOND   BEADIira. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  Bill,  if 
its  object  were  expressed  in  the  title ; 
but  a  word  or  two  of  explanation  was 
desir&ble 

Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  said,  the 
object  of   the   Bill  was    to  remove   a 
technical    objection   which   disqualified 
occupiers  who  were  obliged  under  some 
contract  of  service  to  temporarily  leave 
their  houses.     This  disqualification  at- 
tached to  many  persons,  soldiers,  sailors, 
and  others,  bj  reason  of  their  beings 
obliged  to  break  the  continuous  oocupa- 
tion  of  their  premises.     This  disquali- 
fication  was  removed  in    the  ease  of 
policemen  by  the  Act  of  last  Session, 
and  he  wished  to  extend  the  removal  to 
others  who  might  sufl'er  from  this  merely 
technical  disqualification.    He  proposed, 
by  the  Bill,  that  those  persons  who  other- 
wise would  have  a  vote  should  have  it 
if  absent  not  more  than  four  months. 
He  asked  the  House  to  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  for  he  believed 
it  was  a  perfectly  reasonable  measure, 
enabling  those   who  were   qualified  in 
every  other  respect,  but  who  were  barred 
from  voting  by  the  technical  disqualifi- 
cation of  a  compulsory  absence.      He 
assured  hon.Memoers  opposite  it  had  no 
sort  of  sinister  object;  it  simply  removed 
a  legal,  a  techncially   legcu,  objection 
which  at  present  affected  many  railway 
servants,  domestic  servants,  derks,  and  * 
others. 

Mil.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S. W. )  said,  it  was  obvious  that  the  Bill 
required  some  little  discussion,  and  he 
must  object  to  the  second  reading  being 
taken  at  that  time. 

The  Motion  being  opposed,  the  De- 
bate stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 


GSS  Stltiii»  {Mai 

MO  TlOIfS. 

GRANT  OF  SUPPLIES. 

BESOLimOK. 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (WoWer- 
hamptoa,  £.)  said,  he  was  Dot  aware 
whether  there  was  any  objection  to  the 
Motion  he  was  about  to  make.  It  had 
met  with  the  coDcurrence  aod  approval 
of  Her  Maiestj's  Government,  and  he 
asked  the  House  to  accept  the  prin- 
ciple  that  a  Select  CommittBe  ahould 
inquire  into  the  procedure  by  which  the 
House  granted  annual  Supplies.  The 
House  would  have  observed  that  the 
Rule  which  he  had  set  down  with  re- 
ference to  improving  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure in  this  respect  was  not  moved  by 
himself,  and  he  did  not  propose  it,  for 
the  reason  that  there  was  a  general  feel- 
ing on  both  sides  ot  the  House  that  be- 
fore any  further  alteration  was  made  in 
reference  to  the  procedure  of  Supply,  a 
careful,  full,  and  independent  examina- 
tion should  be  made  into  the  eyatem  by 
a    Select    Committee.      He,    therefore, 

Sroposed  his  Beaolution,  and  had  no 
oubt  the  House  would  take  care  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  should  be 
well  qualified  to  consider  the  subject. 
There  oould  be  no  doubt  in  the  minds  of 
hoD.  Members  that  a  system  deemed  so 
valuable  in  reference  to  Army  Estimates, 
might  well  be  extended  to  the  Navy  and 
Civil  Service  for  saving  expenditure  and 
promoting  efficiency. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 
"  That  >  Select  Committee  be  RppoiDtod  to 
conelder   tbe  procedure  tj  wbich  the  Houae 
Bnniiatlf  gruita  the  Supplies  to  Her  U^jeaty," 

—  (i/r.  flenry  ff.  FeieUr,} 

—  put,  and  agreed  to. 

CORONERS'  ELECTIONS  BILL. 

UOnoK  FOK  LUTZ. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
"  That  Leave  he  pven  to  hring  in  a  Bill  to 

amend  the  law  relalingto  the  eleetion  of  CotO' 

ners."— {ifr.   Woellon  7/fl««n.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  did  tbe  Bill  apply  to  Ireland  ? 

Me.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
HamleU,  Stepney)  said,  lie  stated  last 
Session,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork,  he  was  perfectly 
willing  the  Bill  should  extend  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  object 
to  it. 
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The  Motion  being  opposed,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned. 

BATING  OP  MACHINERY  BILL. 

UOTION  r0£  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Leave  be  given  to  introduce  a  Bill  to 
amend  tbe  Law  relating  to  the  lating  of  Here- 
ditaments containing  Machinery." — {Sir  W. 
Eauldticorth.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.]  said,  perhaps  he 
might  be  allowed  to  explain  that  this 
Bill  did  not  extend  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  BIQGAR  (Cavan,  W.)  objected. 

The  Motion  being  oppoeed,  the  De- 
bate stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

OBOFTBRS'   HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND)  AOT 

(1886)  AMENDMENT  (H0.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clarh,  Bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  thirty-fourth  section  of  "  Tbe 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  18H6," 
arderid  to  be  brought  in  by  Ur.  Clark,  Colonel 
Malcolm,  Hit.  Mackintosh,  Ur.  M'Donald,  Ur. 
Angus  Sutherland,  and  Ur.  Lyell. 
Billfirnni(«<^,and  read  tbe  fint  time.  i:BiUlS2.] 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  ^tk  March,  1888. 
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and  Proceedings  in  Farliament,  appoinUd. 
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,     Plmalities  Acts  Amendment 

Act,  18BS,  Amendment  •  [S6). 
Commit  III — Limac]'  Acts  AmandioeDt  (21). 
TAird  StadiHg—Coymtj  Courts  Consolidation* 

(5),  tad  paiitd. 

HITCHIN  FREE  SCHOOL. 
MOTION   FOB  AN  ACDBESB. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  rising   to 


Her  Uajebt.v  praying  Uer  Majesty  to  vithhold 
her  aBBint  from  a  schtmc  of  tho  Charity  Com- 
Diissioneie,  laid  before  this  Iloube  on  February 
20,  relating  to  tbe  llitchin  Free  fjcliool," 

said,  that  their Lordsliips  on  more  than 
oneocoaeion  had  agreed  to  Addresses 
praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  her 
consent  from  schemes  of  the  Oboiitf 
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Commissioners,  and  the  scheme  to  which 
he  was  about  to  call  their  Lordships' 
attention     equalled     in    objectionable 
matter  if  it  did  not  exceed  some  of  the 
schemes  which  had  been  withdrawn.    It 
was  a  scheme  for  transforming  an  en- 
dowed free  school  at  Hitchin  into    a 
grammar  school  for  the  middle  classes, 
and  he  contended  that  in  doing  so  the 
Charity  Commissioners,   if    they  were 
not  exceeding  their  legal  powers,  were 
at  least  departing  from  the  instructions 
given  to    them    by   Parliament.     The 
powers  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  in 
these  matters  were  regulated  by  Acts  of 
Parliament  passed  in  1869  and  1873,  by 
which  it  was  provided  that  in  dealing 
with  charities  of  this  kind  the  Commis- 
sioners were  to  have  due  regard  for  the 
interests  of  the  class  of  persons  for  the 
benefit  of  whom  the  charity  was    en- 
dowed.    This  school  was  founded    in 
1639,  and   received  further  subsequent 
endowments  from   other  sources,    and 
continued  in  that  foundation  until  1828. 
In  the  original  endowment  no  limita- 
tion was  made  to  the  children  of  the 
poor ;  but  to  contemporary  endowment 
given   by  friends  of   the   founder,  an 
express  reservation  was  attached  that 
the  benefit  of  them  should  be  g^ven  to 
the  children  of  the  poor.     In  1828  the 
trustees  appeared  to  have  taken  a  very 
singular  course.     They  made  an  order 
dismissing  all  the  free   boys  from  the 
echool,  and  that  no  boy  should  be  ad- 
mitted on  the  foundation  who  was  not 
the  son  of  a  respectable  tradesman  in 
Hitchin  or  in  a  similar  rank  of  life.    By 
this  order  the  trustees  admitted  that  up 
to  that  time  the  benefit  of  the  school  had 
been  retained  by  the  poor.    There  was 
no  doubt  that  that  action  of  the  trustees 
was  indefensible.     If  it  were  justifiable 
there  would  have  been  no  necessity  for 
him  to  address   their    Lordships.       It 
might  be  said  that  the  word**  poor" 
was  a  word  of  art,  and  meant  something 
more  than  was  convoyed  by  the  ordinary 
acceptation  of  the  term,  but  no  artificial 
meaning  could  bo  given  to  the  word  in 
this  case,  seeing  that  poor  people  in  the 
ordinary  acceptation  of  the   term  had 
enjoyed  the  benefits  of  this  school  from 
its  foundation.     If  the  endowments  had 
been  given  subsequently  to   the  action 
of  the  trustees  in  1828,  the  action  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  would  be  justi- 
fied.    It  was  sometimes  said  that  the 
Act  of   1870  rendered  endowments  of 

Earl  Beauchamp 


this  kind  unneoessary  for  the  education 
of  the  poor,   and  that  therefore  they 
might  be  turned  to  any  useful  purpose 
that  Parliament  might  approve ;  but  the 
contention  of  those  who  were  favourable 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act  of   1 870  was 
that  their  object  was  not  in  any  way  to 
supplant,  but  to  supplement,  the  educa- 
tional system.     Again,  it  might  be  said, 
and  said  with  truth,  that  Hitohin  was 
sufficiently  provided  with  schools  for  the 
children  of  the  poor,  seeing  that  there 
were  voluntary  schools  for  no  less  than 
1,900  children,  and  that  the   average 
attendance  was   1,329.      This    scheme 
was    decidedly    unpopular.     In    May, 
1885,    a  public  meeting  was  held,  at 
which  it  was  proposed  by  one  of  the 
trustees,  and  carried  unanimously,  that 
the  trustees  should  be  requested  to  re- 
open the  free  school  as  soon  as  practi- 
cable, and  that  the  course  of  instruction 
should  be  arranged  to  suit  the  require- 
ments of  the  times.    Was  this  ficheme 
suited  to  the  requirements  of  the  times  ? 
He  thought   ihBt    if   their    Lordships 
would  look  carefully  into  it  they  would 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  not. 
By  section  40  of  the  scheme  the  endow- 
ment was  to  be  converted  into  an  insti- 
tution where  boys  were  to  be  boarded 
whose  parents  could  pay  £45  a-year  for 
board,  together  with  fees  of  from  £6  to 
£12  a-year  for  tuition.    Could   it  be 
contended   that    such    fees    could    be 
within  the  reach  of   the  poor?      The 
curriculum   might  mean    anything    or 
nothing,  but  it  appeared  to    be  quite 
unsuited    to    the     education     of    the 
children   of   the    poor.    He    was    not 
disposed  to  deny  to  the  children  of  any 
class  the  fullest  access  to  a  higher  edu- 
cation, and  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
some  scheme  by  which  clever  boys  could 
gradually  rise  from  one  school  to  another, 
and  if   they  distinguished    themselves, 
could  go  to  a  University  and  enter  the 
learned  professions.    But  he  did  think  it 
extremely  inadvisable  to  give   to  the 
children  of  the  poor  generally  an  edu- 
cation which   was  wholly  unsuited  to 
assist  them  in  their  after  life.    It  would 
not  help  them  in  the  least  to  gain  their 
own  livelihood ;  but  would  merely  add 
to  the  number  of  boys  whose  highest 
ambition  it  was  to  become  clerks  instead 
of  devoting  themselves  to  more  useful 
occupations.     Hitherto  too  much  atten- 
tion had  been  paid  to  the  literary  branch 
of  education  instead  of  to  that  training 
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which  would  fit  boys  for  their  subse- 
quent  trades  and  pursuits.  One-half  of 
this  endowment  was  to  go  for  the 
benefit  of  girls ;  but  there  was  already 
in  Hitchin  a  considerable  foundation 
for  the  benefit  of  girls.  This  scheme 
really  made  no  provision  for  the  poor, 
save  by  the  creation  of  a  few  scholar- 
ships and  the  provision  of  a  few  free 
admissions  to  the  grammar  school.  It 
was,  however,  an  exceedingly  costly 
scheme  ;  and  for  the  purpose  of  making 
up  the  necessary  funds  it  was  intended 
to  obtain  assistance  from  the  charity 
known  as  that  of  John  Hand.  The  evi- 
dence taken  before  the  Commission  on 
Elementary  Education  emphasized  two 
points  —  namely,  the  great  want  of 
evening  schools  and  of  education  in 
handicraft  and  agricultural  industry. 
Such  education  would  be  of  immense 
value  to  the  children  of  the  poor  in  after 
life.  The  object  of  the  founder  of  John 
Eand's  charity  was  that  boys  and  girls 
should  be  fitted  out  for  trade  and  ser- 
vice. Why  not  respect  that  object,  and 
provide  a  school  for  technical  educa- 
tion ;  or  why  not  establish  continuation 
schools,  where  the  knowledge  acquired 
in  the  elementary  schools  might  be  de- 
veloped? The  art  of  agriculture,  in- 
cluding all  matters  appertaining  to  the 
dairy,  might  be  taught  with  much  ad- 
vantage ;  and  it  was  worth  noting  that 
there  were  premises  ready  to  hand,  the 
trustees  of  the  Hitchin  charity  having 
kept  their  buildings  in  repair.  He  might 
be  told  that  it  was  now  too  late  to  inter- 
fere with  the  proposed  scheme,  others 
of  a  similar  nature  having  already  been 
adopted.  He  admitted  that  it  was  pos- 
sible that  some  objectionable  schemes 
had  been  overlooked  by  their  Lordships ; 
but  the  fact  that  in  the  past  they  had 
neglected  to  examine  schemes  as  rigor- 
ously as  they  ought  surely  afforded  no 
excuse  for  fresh  negligence.  He  there- 
fore asked  their  Lordships  to  send  the 
scheme  back,  and  ask  the  Commissioners 
to  provide  another  and  more  suitable  to 
the  wants  of  the  children  of  Hitchin,  and 
more  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of  the 
founder.  He  concluded  by  moving 
the  Besolution  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
"withhold  her  assent  from  a  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  laid  before  this  House 
on  20th  February  relating  to  the  Hitchin  Free 
School."— (7^  Marl  Btauehamp,) 


The  LOED  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbbook)  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  stated  much 
which  he  did  not  dispute,  but  omitted 
much  which  was  material  to  the  issue,  and 
as  to  the  education  to  be  given  he  had 
omitted  to  state  that  the  governors  under 
the  scheme,  to  whom  much  was  left  to  be 
done,  would  be  able  to  do  what  the 
locality  might  require.  The  noble  Earl 
was  opposed  apparently  to  the  whole 
system  recommended  by  the  Endowed 
School  Commissioners  and  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  and  approved  by  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  made  an  exhaustive  inquiry  and 
reported  last  year.  He  might  quote 
largely  from  that  report,  but  it  expressed 
the  opinion  that  the  mode  adopted  by 
the  Charity  Commissioners  for  giving 
to  the  poor  through  scholarships  and 
exhibitions  a  higher  education  than 
they  could  otherwise  attain  was  bene- 
ficial to  the  poor.  At  Hitchin  there  were 
admirable  elementary  schools  which  had 
been  rivals  of  the  school  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  drawn  attention,  and  so 
severely  did  that  school  suffer  from  the 
competition  that  it  did  not  fulfil  its 
object,  pupils  failed,  and  in  1876  it  was 
found  necessary  to  close  it.  The  school 
was  originally  founded  for  the  use  of  the 
children  of  the  people  of  Hitchin,  not 
one  word  being  said  as  to  its  being  a 
foundation  for  the  poor.  Indeed,  the 
character  of  the  education  prescribed 
was  not  at  all  adapted  to  the  poor. 
The  terms  used  implied  a  Grammar 
School.  Subsequent  benefactors,  it  was 
true,  had  said  that  poor  children  were  to 
have  the  benefit  of  their  endowments ; 
but  such  stipulations  could  not  alter  the 
nature  of  the  original ibundation.  The 
school  did  not  prosper ;  in  1828  a  great 
change  was  made  in  connection  with  it, 
not  a  proper  one  in  itself,  but  under 
that  scheme  scholars  dwindled  away, 
and  at  one  time  there  were  only  seven, 
at  another  13,  and  in  1876  it  was  finally 
closed,  the  schoolmaster  being  pensioned 
off.  Something  had  been  said  as  to  the 
excellence  of  the  buildings ;  but  there 
was  only  one  small  school  room  without 
a  separate  class-room,  and  the  master's 
house  had  been  reported  upon  by  the 
Inspector  as  wholly  unfit  for  its  purpose. 
It  might  be  supposed  that  the  people 
of  Hitchin  were  in  a  state  of  alarm  at 
the  prospect  of  the  scheme  coming  into 
operation,  whereas  they  had  subscribed 


691 


iJufMey  deis 


{LOftDS} 


Amenimeni  ^itl. 


^92 


£3,000  in  order  to  start  the  proposed 
school  on  the  foundation.  He  was 
glad  they  were  relieved  of  the  re- 
ligions question  in  this  controversy,  but 
still  it  was  behind  much  of  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  schemes.  In  Holwell  there 
were  only  187  persons,  and  the  arrange- 
ments proposed  by  the  schemes  had  the 
approval  of  the  Governors  of  the  Charity, 
as  was  shown  by  a  letter  approving  all 
but  the  religious  portion  of  the  scheme 
which  could  not  be  changed.  Measures 
could  be  taken  under  the  scheme  to  pro- 
mote technical  education  if  that  course 
was  found  to  be  desirable.  As  to  the 
education  of  girls,  one  foundation  was 
for  **  children,"  which  would  mean  both 
boys  and  girls,  and  in  the  other  both 
were  mentioned.  Elementary  education 
was  amply  provided  for ;  and  as  these 
schemes  supplied  other  requirements  in 
a  manner  agreeable  to  the  population, 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  sup- 
port the  Motion. 

The  Mabquess  of  EIFON  said,  that 
he  had  been  asked  to  present  a  Peti- 
tion from  the  inhabitants  of  Hitohin  in 
favour  of  the  scheme.  Hitohin  was  a 
town  with  a  population  of  9,000,  and, 
therefore,  it  had  a  claim  to  be  provided 
with  good  secondary  education.  The 
foundation  was  not  a  large  one  —  not 
enough  to  establish  an  efficient  grammar 
school,  and,  therefore,  money  had  been 
subscribed  to  carry  out  the  proposed 
scheme,  but  might  not  be  forthcoming 
for  any  other  plan.  Trinity  College, 
Cambridge,  which  was  the  patron  of  the 
living,  had  subscribed  £300.  According 
to  his  experience  in  similar  cases, 
scholarships  such  as  were  proposed  in 
this  scheme  formed  a  valuable  link  be- 
tween the  elementary  and  secondary 
schools  and  were  of  great  valve  to  the 
working  classes. 

On  Question,  rssohed  in  the  negative, 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.   22.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  19  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Lunatics  in  workhouses. 
48  &  49  Vict.  c.  52.     Form  10). 

LoBD  DOEMEE,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  for  the  purpose  of  compel- 

Vieeount  Cranhrook 


ling  the  workhouse  authorities  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  and  proper  accommoda- 
tion for  pauper  lunatics,  said,  the 
borough  and  county  asylums  in  Eng« 
land  and  Wales  were  practically  fufi, 
and  as  the  number  of  lunatics  was  in- 
creasing at  the  average  rate  of  1,800 
per  year,  it  was  proposed  to  send  harm- 
less cases  which  were  now  in  the  asylums 
to  the  workhouses,  and  his  object  in 
moving  the  Amendment  was  to  save  the 
inhabitants  of  the  workhouses  the  dis- 
comfort and  degradation  of  having  to 
live  in  association  with  lunatics. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  12,  line 
26,  leave  out  from  ('lunatics,")  to  the 
end  of  Sub-section  (e).  —  {The  Lord 
Dormer.) 

The  LOED  CHANCKLLOE  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment was  unnecessary,  and  therefore 
opposed  it. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  to  33  inclusive,  agreed  U. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord 
Herschell,  the.  following  Clause  was 
agreed  to,  and  ineerted  after  Clause  33  :*- 

''33a.  The  notice  by  section  nineteen  of  the 
Lunacy  Act,  1853,  required  to  be  sent  upon  the 
recovery  of  a  patient,  shall  state  that  unless 
the  patient  is  removed  within  seven  days  from 
the  date  of  the  notice  he  will  be  discharged. 
If  the  patient  is  not  removed  within  seven 
days  from  the  date  of  the  notice  he  shall 
be  forthwith  discharged  without  further 
order." 

Clauses  84  to  57,  inclusive,  agreed  U. 

Clause  58  (Power  to  enlarge  asylums 
in  order  to  provide  accommodation  for 
private  patients). 

Lord  DOEMEH  moved  an  Amend- 
ment with  the  object  of  giving  to  the 
Local  Authority  power  to  build  a  hospital 
or  asylum  for  private  patients,  and 
restricting  the  powers  of  enlarffing, 
granted  by  this  clause,  to  those  asylums 
which  have  not  accommodation  for 
more  than  400  patients. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  35,  line  2,  after  (**  Secretary  of 
State")  insert  ("may  erect  an  asylum  or 
hospital  for  private  patients,  or  if  Uie  county 
or  borough  asylum  does  not  contain  mccommo- 
dation  for  more  than  four  hundred  {Mitients  ") ; 
and  in  line  6,  after  {**  all ")  insert  ('*  new  build- 
ings or.")— {2%tf  Lord  Dormer.) 
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Lord  HALSBUBY  said,  he  oould  not 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  Clauses  and  Schedules 
agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Tuesday  next. 

VIVISECTION. 

ICOTION    FOR    AN    At^RBSS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  moving — 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  for  Correspondenoe  between  the 
Home  OfEce  and  the  Society  for  the  Protection 
of  Animals  from  Vivisection  in  reference  to 
two  recent  instances  of  infringements  of  the 
law," 

asked,  Whether  it  would  in  future  be  a 
portion  of  the  duties  of  the  authorities 
at  the  Home  Office  to  cause  legal  pro- 
ceedings to  be  instituted  in  similar 
oases?  He  had  brought  these  oases 
before  the  House  a  few  days  ago,  when 
the  noble  Lord  who  represented  the 
Home  Office  was,  unfortunately,  not  in 
his  place.  In  one  case  the  operation  was 
performed  on  a  rabbit,  but  without 
aneosthetics ;  and  in  the  other  case  a 
number  of  animals  were  inoculated  in 
the  presence  of  a  number  of  persons,  and 
without  aneesthetics.  The  law  had  been 
distinctly  contravened ;  but  upon  the  at- 
tention of  the  Home  Secretary  being 
drawn  to  the  oases,  he  replied,  in  the 
one  case,  that  the  licence  would  be  with- 
drawn, and  in  the  other  that  so  long  a 
time  had  elapsed  since  the  infringement 
of  the  law  that  he  did  not  feel  justified 
in  instituting  proceedings.  Under  these 
circumstances  he  desired  to  know,  whe- 
ther in  future,  in  cases  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  Home  Office,  it  would 
be  deemed  its  duty  to  institute  proceed- 
ings. 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Correspondenoe  between  the 
Home  Office  and  the  Society  for  the  Protection 
of  Animals  from  Vivisection  in  reference  to 
two  recent  instances  of  infringements  of  the 
law."— (TAtf  Viscount  Sidmouth,) 

Earl  BROWNLO W  said,  it  certainly 
was  a  portion  of  the  duties  of  the  autho- 
rities at  the  Home  Office  to  cause  proceed- 
ings to  be  instituted  in  cases  where  the 
Vivisection  Act  had  been  infringed,  and 
that  duty  had  in  the  past  been  carefully 
discharged.  This  matter  was  brought 
before  the  House  a  short  time  ago  by 


the  noble  Viscount,  when  he  himself  was 
not  in  his  place,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
then  pointed  out  that  no  answer  could  be 
given  as  the  Home  Office  did  not  know 
to  what  cases  the  noble  Viscount  re- 
ferred. Since  then  the  noble  Viscount 
had  privately  informed  him  upon  this 
point ;  and  it  appeared  that  the  cases  to 
which  he  referred  were  those  of  Dr. 
Hine  and  Professor  Pemberley.  Dr. 
Hine  had  a  certificate,  but  elearly  ex- 
ceeded the  powers  granted  by  the  certi- 
ficate; and  the  Home  Secretary,  ou 
having  his  attention  called  to  the  matter, 
withdrew  the  licence.  Mr.  Pemberley 
had  not  a  certificate,  and  his  explanation 
was  that  he  was  acting  as  the  assistant  of 
Dr.  Robertson,  who  had.  However, 
the  infringement  of  the  law  was  not  dis- 
covered until  the  time  of  limitation  had 
passed.  There  were  extenuating  circum- 
stances in  both  cases.  Cases  oould  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Home  Office  according 
to  their  circumstances,  and  it  was  not 
necessary  on  every  occasion  to  take  legal 
proceedings.  The  Government  had  no 
objection  to  lay  the  Correspondence 
asked  for  upon  the  Table. 

Motion  agreed  t$. 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  further  promoting  the  reyision  of 
the  Statute  Law  by  repealing  superfluous  ex- 
presssions  of  enactment,  and  enactments  which 
have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or  have  become  un- 
necessarry — Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  read  l\    (No.  35.) 

SWEATING   SYSTEM. 

Select  Committee  on ;  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : — 

L.  Abp.  Canterbury.  L.  Wigan, 
E.  Derby.  (S.  Crawford  and 

E.  Onslow.  Balcarres). 

V.  Gordon,  L,  Kenry, 

(E,  Aberdeen),  {E,  Lunraven  and 

L.  Clinton.  Mount-Earl). 

L.  Clifford  of  Chud-  L.  Sandhurst. 

leigh.  L.  Rothsehild. 

L.  Foxford,  L,  Monkswell; 

(E.  Limerick).  L.  Thring. 
The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chair- 
man. 

DEBATES      AND      PROCEEDINGS      IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

Message  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Yester- 
day on  the  subject  of  the  publication  of  Debates 
and  Proceedings  in  Parliament,  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order) . 

Then  it  was  moved,  ''That  a  Committee  be 
appointed,  to  consist  of  Six  Lords,  to  join  with 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  as 
mentioned  in  l^e  said  Message,  to  inquire  and 
report  as  to  the  ooet  and  method  of  the  pnblioa- 
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lion  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parlia- 
ment."— {The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

The  same  was  agreed  to. 

A  message  sent  to  the  Commons  in  answer  to 
their  message  of  Yesterday  to  inform  them  that 
this  House  has  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist 
of  Six  Lords  to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Ftiday,  9th  March,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Nbw    Writ     Issued  —  For 

Merthyr  Tydvil,  v.  Charles  Herbert  James, 

esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 
QvTPLY-^eonsidered  in   Committee  —  Resolutions 

[March  8]  reported. 
Public   Bills  —  Hesolutions    in    Committee  — 

National  Debt  Acts ;  Parliamentary  Under 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

[Salary,  &c.] — r.p. 
Ordered—First  Heading  -  Bating  of  Machinery* 

[163.] 
Second   Heading— "Eaat    India    (Purchase    and 

Construction  of  Railways)  *  [143]. 

Q  UJS8TI0N8. 


PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
BALLYCOTTON  PIER. 
Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  Bally- 
cotton  Pier  is  about  being  handed  over 
by  the  Board  of  Works,  as  completed, 
to  the  Grand  Jury  of  County  Cork; 
whether  the  portion  of  the  old  pier 
which  hasbeen  so  often  complained  of,  and 
which  it  was  promised  should  be  re- 
moved, has  not  been  touched,  and  still 
remains  a  source  of  impediment  and 
danger  to  all  fishing  vessels  entering 
the  harbour ;  whether  the  rubble,  which 
it  was  stipulated  should  be  dredged, 
has  been  removed ;  what  were  the  ori- 
ginal specifications  contracted  for ;  and, 
whether  the  Board  of  Works  are  satis- 
fied with  the  execution  of  the  work  ?  The 
hon.  Gentleman  also  asked.  Whether 
a  competent  engineer  will  be  sent  down 
to  inspect  the  BallycottonPier;  whether 
a  request  to  that  effect  having  been 
made  by  the  local  Catholic  clergyman, 
the  Bev.  M.  P.  Norris,  at  the  request  of 


the  Ballycotton  fishermen,  to  the  Board 
of  Works,  an  answer  was  given,  saying 
that  Mr.  Keating  would  be  sent  down  to 
inspect  the  work  ;  whether  Father  Norris 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Keating  was  the  engineer  under  whose 
superintendence  the  work  was  carried 
out,  and,  having  regard  to  the  unsatis- 
factory result,  requested  that  an  inde- 
pendent engineer  might  be  sent,  and 
whether  the  Board  refused  to  accede  to 
the  request ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
five  boats  have  already  been  aground 
on  the  rubble  which  has  accumulated  in 
the  course  of  construction  of  the  pier ; 
and.  whether,  in  consequence  of  the  said 
accumulation,  where  there  was  formerly 
a  sandy  bottom  next  the  pier,  with  from 
four  to  10  feet  of  water,  there  is  at 
present  only  from  one  to  five  ? 

The  SECEETABY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
Ballycotton  Pier  has  been  handed  over 
to  the  Grand  Jury  for  maintenance  in 
the  usual  way.  I  am  informed  that  the 
remains  of  the  old  pier  have  been  re- 
moved to  the  full  depth  recommended 
by  the  Fishery  Commissioners,  and  that 
almost  all  the  rubble  has  been  removed, 
and  the  rest  will  be  so.  The  original 
specifications  contracted  for  were  the 
building  of  a  pier  and  breakwater,  with 
a  beacon,  and  the  removal,  if  required, 
of  a  part  of  the  old  pier.  The  Board  of 
Works  are  satisfied  with  the  execution 
of  the  works ;  but,  in  accordance  with 
the  request  of  Father  Norris,  the  chief 
engineer  of  the  Board  will  visit  the 
place  shortly,  and  will  observe  the 
exact  state  of  the  works.  The  Board 
have  no  information  of  any  boats  ground- 
ing ;  and  as  regards  the  depth  along  the 
pier,  they  state  that  for  245  feet  out  of 
285  feet  the  depth  at  low  water  ordinary 
spring  tides  varies  from  four  feet  to  13 
feet. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)— MUSSEL 
BEDS  IN  TIDAL  WATERS. 
Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  What  in- 
quiries have  been  made  by  the  Sootoh 
Fishery  Board  as  to  the  existence  and 
extent  of  private  rights  in  mussel  beds 
in  the  tidal  waters  of  Scotland ;  what 
inquiries  have  been  made  as  to  the 
nature  of  such  rights ;  what  conclusions 
have  been  come  to  by  the  Fishery  Board 
as  to  the  best  way  of  dealing  with  the 
mussel  beds,  and  of  enabling  fidiermen 


897 


Suprmt  Court  of  ]lfA&0Bd,  1666}     Juiieaiurt  {IrtJani)  Bill.    69) 


to  obtain  bait  nt  reatonable  rates ;  and, '. 
what  course  does  the  Oovemment  in- 
tend to  take  this  Ssssioa  on  the  aub- 
jeot? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonau))  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andreir's  Universities)  :  In  answer  to 
the  first  and  second  Questions  of  the 
hoD.  Member,  no  inquiries  hare  been 
made  einoe  the  presentation  to  Parlia- 
ment of  the  Keport  on  this  snbjeot  last 
SesMon.  The  Fisher;  Board  hare  oome 
to  no  snob  conclusions  as  are  indicated 
in  tbe  third  Question  put  bj  the  hon. 
Hember ;  but,  as  mentioned  in  their  last 
Annual  Beport,  they  bare  issued  Begu- 
latioas  for  the  guidance  of  persons  wish- 
ing to  cultiTate  oyster  and  mussel  beds, 
end  are  afi'ording  them  syety  assistance 
and  encouragement.  The  Qorernment 
are  fully  aware  of  tbe  importance  of  this 
subject,  and  of  the  diffionlties  which 
Burround  it ;  but  are  not,  as  at  pre- 
sent advised,  prepared  to  take  any 
immediate  action  in  the  matter. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)-"  MB. 

BALFOUR      AND     THE      RESIDENT 

MAQISTRATEa." 

Mb.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)asked 
the  Ohief  Seoretaiy  to  tbe  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
lias  been  directed  to  a  letter  of  Mr.  W. 
T-  Dennehy,  which  appeared  in  1^ 
Diihlin  Estning  Tiltgraph  of  3rd  March, 
1888,  entitled  "Mr.  Balfour  and  the 
Besident  Magistrates,"  and  to  which  the 
writer  appends  four  extraots  from  TA» 
Irith  Timti,  dated  respectively  16th 
September,  1887, 17th  September,  1837, 
19th  October,  1887,  and  23nd  October, 
1 687,  each  giving  accounts  of  interviews 
and  consultations  betireen  the  Ohief 
Secretary  and  Irish  Magistrates,  and 
ijie  last- mentioned  extract  stating  that 

■'  Colonel  TurQBT,  Oaptaia  Walsh,  Reaideut 
Ua^trftta,  and  ULt.  Cec[l  Rochs,  Residsnt 
Migiatrate,  who  hava  been  in  attecdiiQce  on  ths 
Chief  Sanitary  for  the  paat  two  days  at  ths 
Cattle,  have  returned  to  their  dJBtiioti ;  " 
whether  any  Minutes  of  these  attend- 
ances of  the  Irish  magistrates  on  the 
Ohief  Secretary  have  been  preserved  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  would  have  any 
objection  to  lay  them  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House ;  and,  whether  he  adheres  to 
bis  statement,  that  tbe  Irish  magistrates 
receive  no  orders  from  Dublin  Oaetle, 
and  act  independently  between  the 
subject  and  the  Grown  ? 


The  OHIEF  SEOBETABY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  £.):  I  must 
adhere  to  what  I  have  before  said  in 
answer  to  tbe  hon.  Qsntleman — namely, 
that  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  give 
any  account  to  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
interviews  which  in  Dublin  or  elsewhere 
I  may  think  it  necessary  to  bold  in 
tbe  discharge  of  my  duties  as  Ohief 
Secretary.  But  I  may  inform  him  that 
I  am  always  glad,  so  far  as  possible,  to 
see  an;  persons,  magistrates  or  others, 
who  are  qualified  to  give  me  an  accurate 
account  of  the  state  of  tbe  district  in 
which  they  reside.  If  by  bis  last  para- 
graph be  desires  to  imply  that  magis- 
trates receive  from  me,  directly  or 
indirectly,  oommunioations  respecting 
matters  in  which  they  have  to  act  in  a 

t'udicial  capacity,  I  can  only  regret  that 
.0  phould  have  permitted  himself  to 
make  such  an  imputation  upon  an 
honourable  and  upright  body  of  men. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
As  a  matter  of  fact  and  history,  will  tbe 
right  hon.  Qentleman  say  whether  these 
interviews  took  place  or  not  f 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  decline  to 
add  anything  to  what  I  have  already 
said. 

SUPREME     COURT     OF    JUDICATURE 

(IRELAND)  BILL— COUNCIL  OF  LAW 

REPORTING. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
What  annual  saving  would  be  effected 
by  the  Goverument  Judicature  Bill ;  is 
he  aware  of  tbe  strong  feeling  that 
exists  as  to  the  present  defective  state  of 
legal  reporting  in  Ireland ;  and,  would 
there  be  any  difficulty,  out  of  the 
proposed  saving,  in  finding  funds  to 
provide  for  some  record  of  important 
Judgments,  so  that  no  case  of  great 
public  professional  interest  should  be 
omitted  from  the  Law  Beports,  or  have 
its  report  indefinitely  delayed? 

Thk  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  roa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madseit)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  question  of  law  reporting 
in  Ireland  is  one  in  which  I  have  taken 
a  praotiool  interest  for  many  years.  X 
am  fully  conscious  of  the  fact  that  the 
funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Council  of 
Law  Beporliog  did  not  enable  us  to 
maintain  the  Reports  in  the  state  of 
efficiency  which  we  desired.  Complsints, 
no  doubt,  have  been  made ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  they  assumed  the  dimen- 
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iions  suggested  by  the  Question.  I  am 
happy  to  state  that  the  funds  of  the 
Council  are  now  in  a  more  prosperous 
condition ;  and  I  believe  that  it  will  be 
found  that  few,  if  any,  cases  of  im- 
portance are  now  omitted  from  the 
Keports.  The  ultimate  annual  saving 
proposed  to  be  effected  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  is 
estimated  at  over  £1 1,000.  There  will, 
however,  be  no  immediate  saving;  and 
I  fear  that  there  would  be  difficulty  in 
giving  practical  effect  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  I 
should  be  exceedingly  glad  if  a  way 
were  foimd. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
COURT  OF  THE  RECORDER  OF  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Has  his  attention  been  called  to  a  letter, 
written  by  the  Eight  honourable  the 
Becorder  of  Dublin  to  the  papers,  press- 
ing for  the  necessity  of  some  amendment 
in  the  law  as  to  levying  executions  in  his 
Court  and  the  Court  of  Conscience,  and 
pointing  out  the  hardship  to  the  poor  of 
the  present  method  of  levying  judgments 
for  small  debts,  and  will  anything  be 
done  by  Government  to  apply  a  legislative 
remedy  to  grievances  thus  judicially 
called  attention  to  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (DubHn 
University):  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  letter  referred  to  written  by 
the  learned  Recorder  of  Dublin.  I 
observe  that  a  Bill  has  been  introduced 
this  Session  dealing  with  the  subject  of 
executions  for  small  debts.  As  soon  as 
the  Bill  has  been  circulated,  the  Govern- 
ment will  carefully  consider  its  provisions 
in  connection  with  the  entire  question. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE -PENSION  TO 
POLICE  CONSTABLE  286  L. 

Mr.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  Police 
Constable  285  L,  who  was  injured  whilst 
on  duty,  on  the  day  of  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee,  in  such  a  way  as  to  have 
rendered  him  unfit  for  further  service, 
would  have  been  entitled,  after  having 
served  for  a  period  of  16  years  and  three 
months,  to  a  yearly  pension  of 
£24  Ids,  '6d.  if  his  case  had  been  one  of 
ordinary  sickness ;  whether  a  Board  of 
Superintendents  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
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case,  and  recommended,  after  a  careful 
inquiry,  that  he  should  receive  a  yearly 
pension  of  £40  11«.  3i.  under  Para- 
graph 3  of  the  General  Police  Orders  of 
26th  December,  1873,  which  says — 

"  Injuries  receiyed  in  the  execution  of  duty 
partially  incapaoitating  after  15  years  25-5(Hhi 
of  salary ; " 

whether  such  recommendation  was 
ignored,  after  being  endorsed  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  a  pension  of  only 
£24  1 9«.  3(1.  granted ;  and,  whether  he 
will  re-consider  the  decision  in  the  case, 
having  regard  to  the  special  occasion  on 
which  the  injuries  were  receiyed,  and  to 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty  was  graciously 
pleased  to  express  Her  thanks  to  the 
Metropolitan  Police  for  their  services  oa 
the  day  in  question  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
ordinary  pension  to  which  he  would  have 
been  entitled  is  correctly  stated.  The 
constable  was  injured  while  on  duty  on 
Jubilee  Day.  But  the  injury  was  an 
accidental  one,  and  arose  from  a  horse 
treading  on  his  foot,  the  great  toe  of 
which  was  already  permanently  enlarged 
by  gout.  It  is  the  case  that  the  reoon- 
mendation  of  the  Board  of  Superinten- 
dents on  the  case  was  not  adopted ;  bat 
the  Board  ignored  the  distinction  be- 
tween accidental  injuries  and  not  acci- 
dental injuries,  and  thus  erroneously 
applied  to  the  constable  a  Bule  not 
applicable  to  his  case.  I  was  unable, 
therefore,  to  adopt  the  recommendation, 
though  endorsed  by  the  Commissioners. 
I  awarded  to  the  constable  the  pension 
mentioned,  which,  though  coinciding 
with  the  ordinary  pension,  was  the 
highest  pension  that  could  lawfully  be 
awarded  under  the  Eules  of  the  Force. 
I  must  decline  to  re-oonsider  the  deci- 
sion. 

Mr.  GENT-DAVIS  asked  whether, 
the  accident  having  taken  place  on  an 
exceptional  occasion,  some  other  con- 
sideration ought  not  to  have  been  given 
to  the  case  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  the 
question  of  superannuation  allowance 
was  governed  by  Rules  from  which  he 
was  not  able  to  depart. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— EASTER 
VOLUNTEER  REVIEW  AT  ALDER- 
SHOT. 

Mb.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 


701 


Annual  Finance 


{Mabch9,  1868} 


Accounts* 


702 


If  it  18  a  fact  that  Volunteer  officers  ao- 
companying  their  regiments  to  Alder- 
shot  at  Easter  hare  been  refused  officers' 
quarters  there ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
necesary  orders  will  be  issued  to  prevent 
those  officers  having  to  find  quarters  in 
the  town,  at  a  considerable  distance 
from  their  regimental  parades  ? 

The  SECBETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
There  is  every  desire  to  accommodate 
the  Volunteers  at  Easter,  both  at  Alder- 
shot  and  in  other  districts ;  but  it  is  not 
possible  to  allot  to  them  officers'  quarters 
unless  there  are  quarters  vacant.  None 
which  are  available  have  been  refused 
to  them. 

TECHNICAL  SCHOOLS  (SCOTLAND) 
ACT— MEMORANDUM  OF  THE  EDU- 
CATION  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  (for 
Sir  EiOHABD  Paget)  (Somerset,  Wells), 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  wiU  be 
good  enough  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  copy  of  a  recent  Memo- 
randum, by  the  Secretary  to  the  Scotch 
Education  Department,  with  reference 
to  the  Scotch  Technical  Education  Act 
of  last  Session  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  Memo- 
randum was  laid  on  the  Table  on  Tues- 
day last. 

Me.  F.  S.  POWELL :  Will  it  soon 
be  printed  ? 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MAODONALD :  It  is 
printed. 

SCOTLAND— DISTURBANCES  IN  LEWIS 
—TRIAL  OF  THE  PRISONERS. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  will  in- 
form the  House  of  the  amount  of  ex- 
pense incurred  in  bringing  to  Edinburgh 
for  trial  the  four  Lewis  crof fters  declared 
not  guilty  of  the  charges  against  them 
in  the  Court  of  Justiciary  on  Monday 
last ;  whether  any  assistance  was  given 
by  the  Crown  to  enable  the  prisoners  to 
bring  up  witnesses  for  the  defence ;  and, 
what  sum  has  been  paid  them  to  defray 
the  cost  of  their  journey  home  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  expenses 
of  the  four  Lewis  crofters  referred  to 


were  allowed  ooming  to  Edinburgh  and 
returning  home,  and  the  expenses  of 
the  witnesses  for  the  defence  were  also 
allowed.  If  the  hon.  Member  wishes 
to  know  the  amount,  I  will  tell  him 
privately ;  but  it  is  not  desirable  to  state 
it  publicly. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  a  further 
Question  with  respect  to  the  truth  of  a 
newspaper  paragraph  to  the  effect  that 
one  of  the  Crown  witnesses,  who  had 
been  brought  to  Edinburgh,  had  gone 
out  of  his  mind  in  consequence  of 
having  been  plied  with  drink  by  the 
person  in  charge  of  him  ? 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  :  I  have 
no  information  upon  the  matter,  except 
what  I  saw  in  a  paragraph  in  the 
newspapers ;  but  I  will  inquire. 

ANNUAL  FINANCE  ACCOUNTS  — 
PENSIONS  PROM  THE  CONSOLI- 
DATED FUND. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)a8ked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that,  in  the  case  of  pensions 
and  other  items  entered  in  the  Annual 
Finance  Accounts  and  charged  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  no  account  is  pub- 
lished showing  whether  or  not  any  par- 
ticular pension  or  other  item  has  actually 
been  paid  from  the  Consolidated  Fund ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  unexpended 
balance  is  stated  in  one  sum  without 
specifying  the  items  of  such  balance, 
making  it  difficult  to  ascertain  whether 
any  particular  pension  has  or  has  not 
been  paid;  and,  whether  he  proposes 
to  alter  the  existing  system,  with  a  view 
to  affording  public  proof  that  the  moneys 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  for 
a  particular  object  are  actually  expended 
upon  that  object  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaokson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  It  is  true  that  the  Finance 
Accounts,  as  published,  do  not  show 
whether  any  particular  pension  or  other 
item  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
has  actually  been  paid.  The  unex- 
pended balance  is  stated  in  one  sum  in 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General's 
Report  on  the  abstract  account  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  I  think  it  would 
be  desirable  to  give  details  of  the  items 
which  make  up  the  amount  surrendered 
to  the  Exchequer  in  respect  of  over 
issues  from  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  and 
will  see  if  it  is  possible  to  do  this  in  the 
next  issue  of  the  Finance  Accounts. 
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THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL  (ENG- 
LAND AND  WALES)  — THE  METRO- 
POLIS. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Caraberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  asked  the  President  of  the  Losal 
GoTernment  Board,  Whether  the  Local 
Government  Bill  will  in  any  way  affect 
the  Metropolis ;  and,  if  so,  how  ? 

TnB  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
afraid  I  must  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
allow  me  to  answer  the  Question  when 
I  introduce  the  Bill. 

BURGH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

De.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
(for  Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  (Forfarshire) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill  is  applicable  to  all  burghs  of  4,000 
population  ? 

TiiE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Magbonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  My  hon.  Friend 
will  find  the  particulars  of  the  applica- 
tion of  the  Bill  to  burghs  in  Scotland 
in  Schedule  5,  and  in  Schedule  2  the 
burghs  as  to  which  existing  local  Police 
Acts  or  parts  of  them  are  saved  by  the 
Bill. 

LOTTERIES— THE    GLADSTONE    RADI- 
CAL CLUB. 

Mr.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  an  announcement  that  a 
number  of  prizes  will  be  drawn  for  on 
the  27th  of  March,  at  the  Gladstone 
Radical  Club,  Baroness  Road,  Hackney 
Road,  and  that  all  persons  purchasing 
tickets  for  two  concerts  to  be  given  there 
for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  W.  0.  Kilbey,  the 
Yioe  President,  will  have  the  right  to 
draw  for  such  prizes ;  whether  this  dis- 
tribution of  prizes  is  illegal ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  it ; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  three  of  the  prizes  consist  of  a 
box  of  cigars,  half-a-dozen  cigars,  and  a 
packet  of  cigars  respectively,  ho  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to  whether 
the  persons  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  the  Gladstone  Radical  Club  are  in  the 
habit  of  selling  cigars  to  persons  not 
being  members  thereof,  without  having 
taken  out  any  licence  for  the  pur- 
pose? 


Thb  secretary  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham, E.) :  Yos,  Sir; 
my  attention  has  been  called  to  this 
matter,  and  I  have  brought  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  proposed  lottery  to 
the  notice  of  the  Public  Prosecutor. 
With  regard  to  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  Question,  I  have  called  the  attention 
of  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  to  the 
matter. 

POST  OFFICE— BRITISH  AND  FOBEIGK 
POSTAGE    KATES    FROM    SHANGHAI 

Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oanter- 
bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
How  the  German  and  French  Post 
Offices  can  carry  letters  from  Shanghai 
to  London  for  2^1^.,  while  it  does  not 
pay  the  British  Post  Office  to  do  so  for 
less  than  bd, ;  has  he  inquired  what  pro- 
portion the  British  trade  bears  to  the 
French  and  German  trade  with  Shang- 
hai ;  would  it  be  possible  to  get  a  Return 
of  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  each 
Post  Office,  and  the  amount  paid  in 
postage  at  Shanghai  at  the  British,  the 
French,  and  the  German  Post  Offices; 
and,  if  not,  can  ho  give  the  amount  re- 
ceived for  stamps  at  the  English  Post 
Office  at  Shanghai,  and  the  salary  paid 
to  the  staff  there  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikss)  (Cambridge  University), 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  fully  answered 
this  Question  some  time  ago.  The 
French  and  Gorman  Post  Offices  had 
the  option  of  levying,  or  not  levying, 
additional  postage  on  sea-borne  letters. 
He  did  not  see  what  useful  parpose 
would  be  served  by  inquiring  as  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  Question. 

THB   NATIONAL    DEBT-CONVERSION 
OF  THE  THREE  PER  OKNTS, 

Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  option  to 
exchange  the  existing  Three  Per  Cents 
for  an  equivalent  amount  of  Looal 
Loans  Stock  was  open  to  all  fund- 
holders  ;  and,  if  not,  to  whom  was  saoh 
option  given  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthbEXOHE- 
QIJER  (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  proposed,  either  when  he  made  his 
Financial  Statement,  or  on  another  op- 
portunity, to  explain  fully  the  manner 
in  which  the  Local  Loans  Stock  had 
been  dealt  with. 
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IHELAND-DESTITDTION  IN  TH 
ARBAN  ISLANDS. 

Mr.  J.  E,  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Ixird  Lienteaant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  letter 
in  TA»  FVtemaa'i  Jaurnal  of  the  8th  of 
March  from  the  Bev.  M,  O'Donohue, 
pariah  priest,  with  respect  to  the  great 
deititutioQ  in  the  Arran  lales ;  and, 
what  steps  are  the  Ooretnment  taking 
with  a  view  of  relieviiig  the  exceptional 
distress  there  ? 

Tmk  CHIEF  SECEETART  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.]:  I  know 
nothing;  about  the  letter  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers  ;  but  I  hare  taken 
cate  to  make  myself  acquainted  with  the 
condition  of  the  Arran  Islands.  The 
duty  of  relieving  destitution  rests  with 
the  Local  Authorities,  and  not  with  the 
GoTeroment ;  nor  should  it  be  under- 
taken under  any  circumstances  by  the 
Uovemment,  except  with  the  greatest 
caution.  I  propose,  however,  to  supply, 
under  careful  supervision,  seed  potatoes 
to  those  who  really  require  it  in  the 
Islands;  and  as  this,  if  doue  at  all,  must 
be  done  without  delay,  I  have  ventured, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  to  anticipate  the  ap- 
proval of  Parliament.  I  trust  that  the 
course  will  not  be  of  ultimate  injury  to 
the  Islanders ;  although  anyone  who 
studies  the  history  of  destituiion  in  the 
West  of  Ireland  may  well  doubt  whether 
tho  charity,  public  or  private,  by  which 
it  has  been  sought  to  relieve  it,  has  pro- 
duced, on  the  whole,  a  balance  of  good 
or  of  evil. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  if  the  Chief  Secretary  would  in- 
form the  House,  when  applying  for  this 
money,  as  to  bow  many  thousands  of 
pounds  in  rent  those  people  on  the  Arran 
Islands  had  paid  within  the  last  five 
years  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
not  as  yet  oonsulted  with  hia  right  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  exact  form  in  which 
Parliament  would  be  asked  for  this 
grant.  He  did  not  think  the  informa- 
tion required  was  necessary. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
apply  the  same  principle  to  the  desti- 
tution of  the  people  of  tho  Western 
Hebrides  ?     Perhaps   the   right    hon. 
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Qentleman  would  coasult  with  tho  Lord 
Advocate  upon  the  point. 
[No  reply.] 

SALE  OF  LIQUORS  ON  SUNDAY  (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 
(Tyrone,  8.), 

The  CHIEF  SECRETART  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manoheater, 
E.)  said,  the  nomination  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  this  subject  had  been  post- 
poned at  the  request  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  opposite.  He  had 
□ot  consulted  those  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to 
when  it  would  bo  convenient  to  nominate 
the  Committee ;  but  he  hoped  to  do  so 
in  a  few  days. 

THE  DEATH  OF  THE  EMPEROR  OP 
GERMANY. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SUBY  (Mr.  \V.  H,  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think  it  right.  Sir,  to 
inform  tho  House  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  a  despatch 
from  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at 
Berlin,  announcing  the  death  of  His 
Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  Ger- 
many. I  make  this  announcement,  Sir, 
to  the  House,  feeling  that  it  is  one  which 
deeply  interesta  this  House;  and  I  am 
Bure,  Sir,  theHouso  and  the  country  will 
join  in  the  sorrow  which  has  afflicted  the 
whole  people  of  Germany — our  allies  and 
our  friends. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(  Derby): 
In  the  absence.  Sir,  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  I 
have  only  to  express  the  entire  looncur- 
rence  of  this  side  of  the  House  \in  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DA  F. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  ACTS. 
COUUIITEZ. 

Contidtred  in  the  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.   Qosohen)   (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Courtney,  X  can 
assure  this  Committee  that  it  is  no  com- 
mon expression  of  Parliamentary  tradi- 
tion when  I  say  I  riso  to  submit  certain 
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Hosolutions  undor  a  gravo  sonse  of  re- 
sponsibility.    Whotlior  wo  look  at  tho 
magnitude  of  the  interests  involved  or  the 
effect  upon  tho  credit  of  the  country  of 
tho  failure  or  success  of  any  attempts  to 
deal  with  the  National  Debt —everyone 
who  makes  proposals  with  regard  to  the 
Debt  must  feel  that  ho  must  make  out  a 
strong  case  for  the  action  he  proposes  to 
take  before  he  is  justified  in  disturbing 
the  markets  or  credit  of  the  country.     I 
feol  sure  that  I  shall  be  able  in  the  pre- 
sent case  to  prove  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  scarcely  any  option, 
but  that  they  are  compelled  to  take  the 
course  I  am  about  to  take.     I  believe 
that  the  measures  we  propose,  if  we  are 
successful  in  passing  them  through  this 
House,  will  tend  materially  to  lighten 
the  burdens  of  tho  country,  to  raise  its 
credit,  and  to  increase  its  resources.  By 
a  strange  historical  coincidence,  if  it  had 
been    possible    to    make    this   Motion 
yesterday,  it  would  have  been  the  exact 
day — namely,  tho  8th  of  March — when 
Mr.  Goulburo,   the   Chancellor   of  the 
Exchequer  under  Sir  Eobert  Peel,  pro- 
posed a  large  and  most  successful  scheme 
of  conversion  41  years   ago.     Ho  pro- 
posed  that   conversion   on   the   8th   of 
March,  and  on  the  22nd  of  March  his 
proposals  received  the  final  assent  of  the 
Jjegislature.     I    presume    there    is   no 
one  in  this  House,  except  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  who  was  at  the 
time  a  Member  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel's  Go- 
vernment, who  has  a  personal  recollec- 
tion of  that  great  measure.     Any  hon. 
Member  who   wishes  to  master  these 
matters   should  not  fail    to    road   the 
speech  which  Mr.   Goulburn   made  on 
that  occasion.     If  I  did  no  more  than 
repeat    the   speech  almost  rerhaiim  to 
this    House,  I   sliould    make    out   the 
case  for  the  course  I  propose  to  ask  the 
Committee  to   follow.      Mr.    Goulburn 
rested    the    expediency    of    conversion 
upon  the  following  four  considerations — 
( 1 )  the  general  expectation  of  the  coun- 
try ;  (2)  tho  amount  of  capital  seeking 
investment  and  tho  general  fall  in  the 
rate  of  interest ;  (3)  tho  strong  position 
of  the  Eevenue ;  and  (4)  the  manage- 
able proportions  of  the  Floating  Debt. 
If  I  could  follow  his  reasoning  through 
every  one  of  these  motives,  I  should  prove 
to  the  Committee  that  if  the  motives  for 
a  large  measure  of  conversion  existed 
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then,  they  are    equally  strong,  if  not 
stronger,   at  the  present  moment.     I 
have  said  that  Mr.  Goulburn  rested  his 
proposals,   in   the  first   place,   on  the 
general  expectations  of  the  people.    I 
do  not  know,  and  I  have  no  means  of 
ascertaining,  how  far  the   general  ex- 
pectations   of  the    public    now    corre- 
spond to  the  expectations  entertained 
in  1844,  but  I  may  look  to  the  facts  to 
see  how  far  general  expectations  have 
been  translated  into  the  operations  of 
the  market.-    If  I  may  say  it,  no  one  can 
have  observed  the  general  tone  of  pub- 
lic opinion  without  noticing  that  there  is 
a  universal  feeling  that  the  time  for  a 
scheme  of  conversion,  and  a  bold  scheme 
of  conversion,   has  arrived.     There  is 
no  better  test  of  general   expectation 
with  regard  to  a  scheme  of  conversion 
than   the  contrast  which  may  be  pre- 
sented in  tho  prices  of  Stock  equal  in 
security,   but  different  as    regards  the 
terms  under  which  they  are  redeemable. 
Take  Stocks  of  equal  value.     It  will 
always  be  found  that  in  proportion  an 
such  Stocks  stand  in  danger  of  being 
redeemed  at  par    they  enjoy  a  lower 
rate  of  interest.    If  you  contrast  at  any 
time  the  value  of  the  Stocks  which  are 
redeemable  with  those  that  are  not  re- 
deemable, you  will  find  a  certain  test  of 
the  expectation  of  the  public  with  regard 
to  the  conversion  of  the  former  class  of 
securities.     Now,    in   Mr.    Goulbum's 
time  the  irredeemable  Consols  had  risen 
from  9H  in    1836  to  98^    on  the  8tli 
of  March,    1844.     At  the    same  time 
Three- and-a-Halfs,  which  were  redeem- 
able, had  risen  only  from  99  to  10 Ij. 
Precisely  the  same  contrast,  only  more 
marked,  is  observable  to-day  between 
the  great  rise  in  irredeemable  and  the 
comparatively  small  rise  in  redeemable 
Stocks.     In  1880  Two-and-a-Half  per 
Cents  stood  at  80,  and  in  1888  (8th  of 
March)  they  stood  at  96,  a  rise  of  16  per 
cent.     Consols  in  1880  stood  at  97f ,  and 
rose  to  102  in  1888,  a  rise  of  only  4| 
per  cent.     Thus  irredeemable  Stock  has 
risen  16  per  cent,  while  the  other  has 
risen  no  more  than  4f  per  cent.    The 
second  ground  upon  which  Mr.  Goulburn 
relied  was  the  large  amount  of  capital 
seeking  investment  and  the  high  price 
of  sound  securities.  When  I  look  around 
me  now,  I  would  invite  hon.  Members  to 
consider  if  we  are  not  also  in  a  position  to 
say  that  there  is  an  immense  amount  of 
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capital  seeking  inyestment,  and  that  the 
price  of  sound  securities  has  risen  to  an 
extreme  extent.  Other  sound  securities 
have  been  passing  Oovemment  securities 
in  the  race,  because  Government  securi- 
ties have  ever  hanging  over  them  the 
fear  that  they  may  be  converted  at  any 
moment,  while  other  securities  enjoy  an 
immunity  from  this  danger.  And  the 
country  has  been  in  this  position — that 
we  have  neither  been  able  to  gain  the 
advantage  of  a  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  interest,  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  have 
we  been  able  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of 
a  rise  in  the  price  of  Consols  because  of 
the  fear  of  conversion — a  fear  which  has 
continued  from  year  to  year  without 
coming  to  anything,  to  the  detriment 
of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  If  the 
opportunities  for  investment  are  more 
numerous  now  than  they  were  in  Mr. 
Goulburn's  time,  at  the  same  time  the 
amount  of  capital  seeking  investment  is 
also  far  vaster  at  the  present  day.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  some  figures  which  will  give  evidence 
— conclusive  evidence — of  the  rise  in  the 
price  of  the  best  Stocks.  I  will  take  10 
years.  Metropolitan  Throe  and  a-Half 
per  Cent  Debenture  Stock  stood  in  March, 
1879,  at  102;  in  March,  1888,  it  stands 
at  112 — a  rise  of  10  per  cent.  Great 
Western  Four  per  Cent  Debentures  in 
the  same  period  has  risen  from  105  to 
129,  or  24  per  cent;  North- Western 
Four  per  Cent  Debentures  have  risen 
from  107  to  130,  or  23  percent;  Mid- 
land from  105  to  129,  or  24  per  cent. 
It  will  be  seen  that  the  debentures  of 
these  three  great  Bail  way  Companies 
have  risen  in  10  years  24,  23,  and  24 
per  cent  respectively,  showing  a  greater 
demand  for  safe  investments.  What 
during  that  time  has  been  the  fate  of 
Consols,  which  represent  the  credit  of 
the  country?  They  have  risen  from 
96f  to  102f— only  6  per  cent.  The 
country,  therefore,  has  not  had  an  equal 
advantage  from  the  increase  of  capital 
seeking  investment,  and  the  general 
reduction  of  interest  which  has  taken 
place.  What  was  the  third  point  on 
which  Mr.  Goulburn  insisted?  He 
pointed  to  the  low  rate  of  interest  on 
the  Floating  Debt.  Mr.  Goulburn's  case 
was  extremely  strong  when  he  spoke. 
Exchequer  Bills  were  giving  to  the 
holders  only  £2  4*.  Orf.  per  cent.  1  am 
DOW  able  to  borrow  for  the  nation  on 


Treasury  Bills  for  six  months  at  the 
rate  of  £1  12«.  7d.  per  annum — an 
extremely  low  rate  of  interest.  With 
regard,  then,  to  the  Floating  Debt, 
if  in  Mr.  Goulburn's  time  he  thought 
it  manageable,  it  is  still  more  man- 
ageable now.  We  have  to  deal  with 
even  more  favourable  conditions  at 
the  present  time,  and  also  with  more 
manageable  amounts.  In  his  time 
the  Floating  Debt,  represented  by  Ex- 
chequer Bills,  stood  at  £18,500,000. 
Our  Floating  Debt,  represented  by  Ex- 
chequer and  Treasury  Bills,  is  under 
£  1 4,000,000  at  the  present  moment.  So 
we  stand  in  a  better  position  than  did 
Sir  Robert  PeePs  Government  in  1844. 
Mr.  Goulburn  spoke,  further,  of  the 
position  of  the  Eovonue  at  that  time, 
pointing  out  how  it  had  increased 
and  showed  a  more  satisfactory  con- 
dition than  had  existed  for  some  years 
before.  Again,  I  am  able  to  say, 
though  I  will  certainly  not  anticipate 
any  declarations  which  it  may  be  my 
duty  to  make  when  I  have  the  honour 
to  propose  the  Budget,  that  there  is 
every  evidence  that  our  Revenue  cer- 
tainly stands,  relatively  to  our  Expendi- 
ture, in  as  good  if  not  a  better  posi- 
tion than  when  Mr.  Goulburn  proposed 
his  successful  conversion,  and  with 
regard  to  the  balances  at  our  command 
they  will,  I  trust,  prove  extremely 
strong.  Every  indication  I  have  at 
present  shows  that  the  balances  with 
which  we  shall  be  able  to  face  any 
financial  operation  which  may  be  neces- 
sary will  be  such  as  will  be  creditable  to 
the  resources  of  the  country,  and  form  a 
firm  foundation  for  carrying  out  the 
proposals  which  I  shall  have  the  honour 
to  submit.  In  one  respect  I  will  admit 
that  I  am  not  so  favourably  situated  now 
as  was  the  Government  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel  in  1844.  No  doubt  there  is  not 
now  the  same  serenity  in  tho  political 
atmosphere  of  the  foreign  world  ;  there 
is  not  the  same  confidence  in  the  con- 
tinued absence  of  disturbing  causes. 
But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  think  that 
if  in  these  days  we  were  to  wait  until 
causes  of  apprehension  were  entirely 
removed,  until  universal  disarmament 
had  lulled  us  into  an  absolute  sense  of 
confidence  in  prolonged  and  certain 
peace,  it  would  be  long  before  any  Go- 
vernment could  try  to  lighten  the  burden 
which  the  interest  of  the  Debt  imposes 
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on  this  country.  I  am  woighing  every 
word  I  say.  I  have  no  foar  tbat  the 
success  of  my  plan  will  be  compromised 
by  any  foreign  complications;  and  I 
believe  the  Governmoat  ought  to  feel 
less  anxiety  on  this  score  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  than  might  have  been 
the  case  a  month  or  two  ago.  And 
now,  Sir,  having  explained  the  con- 
ditions which  I  believe  to  be  favourable 
to  conversion,  I  feel  relieved,  as  Mr. 
(foulburn  felt  relieved,  from  dwelling 
upon  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
deal  w'ilh  the  matter  if  the  conditions 
are  favourable.  We  cannot  be  content 
to  see  the  credit  of  the  country,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  price  of  its  securities, 
kept  down  by  that  fear  of  conversion  to 
which  I  iiave  alluded.  Surely,  wo  ought 
to  endeavour  to  see  whether  wo  cannot 
remove  this  incubus  on  the  credit  of 
the  country  and  let  our  Stocks  rise  in 
the  same  manner  in  which  the  Stocks  of 
other  countries  have  risen.  It  will  be 
seen — and  I  can  quote  figures  to  that 
effect — that  while  Consols,  the  historical 
Stock  of  this  country,  the  champion 
Stock  of  the  world,  if  I  may  use  the 
phrase,  used  to  liave  a  proud  pre-emi- 
nence over  all  other  Stocks,  they  have 
been  severely  pressed  in  competition  by 
the  Stocks  of  other  countries,  from  the 
fact  that  the  latter  were  not  in  the 
position  in  which  we  have  been  — 
namely,  hampered  by  enormous  diffi- 
culties in  dealing  with  their  Stocks.  AVe 
have  seen  that  these  Stocks  have  risen 
in  an  infinitely  greater  proportion 
than  the  Stocks  of  the  richest  country 
in  the  world,  whose  credit  ought  cer- 
tainly to  progress  proportionately  to 
that  of  any  other  country.  Ilere 
are  some  figures  as  regards  other 
States.  An  inveator  in  the  Stocks  of  the 
United  States — which  is,  I,  however, 
frankly  admit,  an  entirely  abnormal 
case— in  18G7,  20  years  ago,  used  to 
rocoivo  £8  Vis,  Sd.  interest  on  his  capi- 
tal. In  1887  ho  received  £3  Is.  6d. 
Now  1  take  the  case  of  an  investor  in 
the  Stocks  of  steady-going,  peaceful,  aud 
consistently  solvent  States.  Twenty 
years  ago,  an  investor  in  Dutch  Stock 
received  £-1  1 U.  per  cent  for  hia  monoy  ; 
in  1887  he  received  £3  8^?.,  a  fall  in  inte- 
rest of  £1  Ss.  An  investor  in  Swedish 
Stock  received  20  years  ago  £ 3  3?.  He 
now  receives  £3  17«.,  a  difference  of 
£1  G?.     An  investor  in  Console,  on  the 
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other    hand,    received     20    years    ago 
£3  U,    He  now  receives  £2  19«.,  a  fall 
of  only  about  5«.    I  merely  dwell  on 
these  figures  to  show  that  we  have  not 
had  the  advantage  of  the  reduction  ia 
the    rate  of  interest  which    has   been 
enjoyed  by  almost  all  other  States.    Our 
Colonies    and  Dependencies   have  had 
greatly  the  better  of  us  in  this  respect. 
In  Indian  Stocks  the  fall  during  the 
last  20  years  has  been   17«.       An  in- 
vestor in  Canadian  Stock  used  to  re- 
ceive £5   lis,  Sd.      Last  year  he  re- 
ceived £3  145.  7d.,  a  fall  of  £2  3#.  \d. 
An    investor    in    New    South     Wales 
Stock  received  formerly   £5    10«.     He 
now  receives    £3    13«.   9J,,    a    fall    of 
£1  16«.  Sd.     I  will  not  press  this  argu- 
ment any  further;  but  what  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  this — and  here  I  trast  I 
may  have  the  assent  of  the  Committee 
— that  tho  investors  in   almost  every 
kind  of  security  have  had  to  accept  the 
fact  that  tho  rate  of  interest  is  falling, 
and  must  now  be  content  with  a  smaller 
income  from  their   capital    than  tbey 
enjoyed    before.    They    have    had    to 
bow  to  the  inexorable  logic  of   facts, 
and  if  now  the  Government  propose  to 
reduce  the  income  of  the  holders  of  Go- 
vernment   securities,  they  are    simply 
giving  effect  to  natural  causes  which 
have  operated  on  overy  other  kind  of 
security.     They  are  only  putting    the 
holders   of  Consols  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  holders  of  other  securities. 
In   consequence  of  capital  ceasing  to 
command    the    same  rate  of   interest 
which  it  used  to  command,   investors 
in    Consols   have   to    make  a  certain 
sacrifice  of  income — a  sacrifice    which 
the  State  is  bound  to  claim,  as  other 
States  have  done   in   the   interest    of 
tho  taxpayers  of  the  country,   and  in 
the  interest  of  those  who  wish  to  see  the 
burdens  of  the  people  lightened.     Mr. 
Courtney,  I  have  endeavoured  to  prove 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to    tackle    this   question,   and  I  have 
endeavoured   to  prove  the  favourable 
circumstances    which    surround  us  for 
carrying  out  that  which  we  believe  to 
be  our  duty.    And  now  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committeie  to  the 
precedents  which  we  have  in  this  matter, 
and,  technical  as  the  subject  is,  I  trust 
that  I  shall  not  weary  the  Committee  if 
I  point  out  to  them  what  our  forefathers 
have  done  in  this  direction,  and  what 
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wo  may  loam  from  tho  oxamplos  which 
thoy  have  set  us.  There  have  been,  I 
think,  four  or  five  fluccessi'ul  conversions 
in  tho  history  of  the  last  60  years.  In 
1822  Mr.  Vansittart,  tho  then  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  converted  Navy  and 
other  Five  per  Cents,  amounting  on  the 
whole — I  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  the  magnitude  of  the 
sums  dealt  with  in  those  days— to 
£152,000,000.  And  here  we  have  the 
first  example  of  a  very  interesting 
point,  that  in  this  conversion  Mr. 
Vansittart  did  not  ask  the  holders  to 
assent;  but  Parliament  enacted  that 
those  who  did  not  dissent  should  be 
assumed  to  have  assented  to  tho  terms 
proposed.  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  this  course,  which  has 
been  followed  on  every  occasion  when 
a  successful  conversion  has  taken  place. 
Mr.  Vansittart  allowed  one  fortnight  to 
holders  to  notify  their  dissent,  and 
a  longer  period  to  residents  abroad. 
Holders  not  dissenting  wore  deemed 
to  agree.  A  fortnight  in  those  days 
represented  a  much  shorter  time  than 
a  fortnight  would  at  the  present  day, 
owing  to  tho  difficulty  of  travelling 
and  the  absence  of  telegraphs ;  yet  the 
House  will  observe  that  in  1822  it  was 
thought  right  by  Parliament  to  give  a 
fortnight's  notice  to  the  holders  of  a 
given  Stock  to  say  whether  they  as- 
sented, and  to  enact  that  if  within 
that  limit  they  did  not  signify  dissent 
they  should  be  held  to  have  assented 
to  the  conversion.  It  was  not  assumed 
that  all  would  assent,  and  the  ques- 
tion  arose  as  to  what  was  to  be  done 
with  tho  dissentients.  [-4  laugh.']  Well, 
it  was  very  simple ;  and  I  am  not 
sorry  that  this  should  be  emphasized, 
because  it  is  upon  this  point  that  a  great 
part  of  my  case  will  rest.  There  has 
been  a  general  impression  that  all 
holders  of  Government  securities,  whe- 
ther Consols  or  Eeduced,  or  Now  Three 
per  Cents,  are  entitled  to  be  all  paid 
off  on  a  certain  day  in  full  unless  they 
assent  to  the  terms  of  conversion  ofEored, 
and  that  dissent  implies  immediate  pay- 
ment, and  the  consequence  is  that  fund- 
holders  are  tempted  to  offer  a  kind  of 
passive  resistance  to  the  State.  They  say 
— **  We  hold  some  £600,000,000  Stock  ; 
and  no  Government  can  pay  off  that  sum 
on  a  given  day ;  we  smile  at  you ;  we 
defy  you ;  you  will  never  be  able  to  deal 


with  us ;  we  know  that  you  cannot  touch 
UP."  Those  who  have  studied  the  history 
of  previous  conversions  will  have  dis- 
covered the  great  and  serious  error 
which  fundholders  labour  under  in  that 
respect,  and  it  is  in  order  to  dispel  that 
error  that  I  havo  to  trouble  the  Houso 
with  the  precedents  which  show  that  our 
forefathers  certainly  did  not  deem  it 
necessaiy  to  proceed  in  that  fashion. 
Dissentients  in  the  case  I  have  been 
quoting  were  to  be  paid  off  in  the 
order  of  the  receipt  of  their  notices  of 
dissent.  Such  payment  was  to  begin 
four  months  from  the  commencement 
of  tho  time  allowed  for  the  notice, 
and  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  words  '*to  be  continued  at  such 
periods  and  in  such  manner  as  Par- 
liament may  direct " — that  is  to  say, 
Parliament  then  kept  in  its  hands,  as  it 
has  done  in  all  successful  convcrsionSi 
and  as  I  shall  ask  .it  to  keep  in  its 
hands  on  the  present  occasion,  on 
which  I  hope  also  to  make  a  success- 
ful conversion,  tho  power  to  pay  off  the 
dissentients  •*  at  such  periods  and  in 
such  manner  as  Parliament  may  direct." 
Mr.  Vansittart  proposed  to  convert 
£152,000,000,  a  large  order;  and  what 
was  the  amount  of  dissentients?  The 
amount  was  under  £8,000,000  sterling, 
and  he  paid  them  off.  I  come  now  to 
the  next  conversion.  In  1824  Mr. 
Eobinson  had  to  deal  with  a  somewhat 
smaller  sum.  He  had  to  deal  with 
£75,000,000,  which  he  proposed  to  re- 
duce from  4  to  3 J  per  cent.  In  this 
case  six  months'  notice  was  necessary. 
Nevertheless,  tho  non- expression  of 
dissent  was  here  again  deemed  to  signify 
assent.  Six  weeks  from  the  23rd  of 
April  were  allowed  for  dissents  to  come 
in,  and  again,  it  will  be  asked,  what  did 
Mr.  Robinson  propose  to  do  with  those 
who  dissented  ?  Did  he  propose  to  pay 
them  all  off  on  a  certain  day?  Not  at 
all.  He  undertook  to  pay  off  ono-third 
of  the  holding  of  dissentients  on  the 
10th  of  October,  and  tho  remaining  two- 
thirds  were  liable  to  be  paid  off  **  at  such 
time  or  times,  and  either  in  one  sum  or  in 
such  proportion  or  proportions  as  might 
be  fixed  by  the  Treasury,"  provided 
six  months'  notice  was  given,  and  not 
less  than  one- tenth  part  of  the  remaining 
amount  was  paid  off  at  one  time.  Again 
it  will  there  be  seen  that  the  same  prin- 
ciple was  acted  upon.     Parliament  did 
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not  refjuire  the  Treasury  'to  pay  off  the 
wholo  of  tlio  dissentients  on  a  given 
day,  but  it  left  great  elasticity  in  order  to 
regulate  the  time  of  repayment  according 
to  the  amount  held  by  dissentients ;  and 
I  particularly  wish  to  point  out  that 
having  enacted  that  not  less  than  one- 
tenth  part  should  be  paid  off  at  one 
time,  Parliament  evidently  meant  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
pay  off  one-tenth  at  one  time.  The 
dissentients  at  that  time  held  Stock 
to  the  amount  of  £7,000,000,  and  they 
were  all  paid  off  in  full  at  once.  The 
next  case  was  Mr.  Goulburn's  con- 
•  version  of  the  New  Four  Per  Cents, 
amounting  to  £154,000,000,  into  an 
equal  amount  of  Three-and-a-half  per 
Cents,  guaranteed  for  10  years.  This 
was  in  1830.  Again  assent  was  pre- 
sumed unless  dissent  was  signified  be- 
tween the  26th  of  March  and  the 
24th  of  April.  Less  than  a  month  was 
thus  given  for  dissent;  and  again  dis- 
sentients were  to  bo  'paid  off  at  such 
periods  and  in  such  manner  as  Par- 
liament might  direct,  and  in  the  order 
of  the  receipt  of  their  notices.  I  entreat 
the  Committee  not  to  think  that  I  am 
performing  an  unnecessary  task  in  citing 
all  those  precedents,  because  they  bear 
very  directly  on  the  proposals  that  the 
Government  are  about  to  make.  I  wish 
to  prove  that  the  proposals  which  the 
Government,  on  their  responsibility,  are 
about  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
are  entirely  in  harmony  with  the  pre- 
cedents that  have  been  set  to  us, 
and  I  shall  endeavour  to  establish 
that  we  are  proposing  to  follow  those 
successful  conversions  on  parallel 
lines ;  and  I  shall  appeal  to  this  House 
of  Commons  to  do  what  previous  Houses 
of  Commons  have  done  on  similar  occa- 
sions— to  give  us  similar  powers  in 
order  that  we  may  have  the  hope  of  se- 
curing a  similar  success.  What  hap- 
pened under  Mr.  Qoulburn*s  Act  of  18-30  ? 
The  dissentients  were  only  £3,000,000  out 
of  £164,000,000.  Remember  that  in  all 
these  cases  these  eminent  men  faced  the 
same  problem  that  you  have  to  face  now. 
They  faced  gigantic  sums ;  they  took 
great  powers,  and  the  result  was  success- 
ful, notwithstanding  the  largeness  of  the 
sums.  There  was  a  smaller  conversion 
in  1834.  Lord  Althorp  in  that  year 
converted  Four  per  Cents,  amounting 
to  £10,600,000,  into  an  equal  amount 
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of  Three-and-a-Half  per  Cents,  guaran- 
teed for  six  years;  and  there,    again, 
assent   was    presumed    unless    dissent 
was     signified    between     May    8    and 
May    28,    about    three    weeks    being 
given  for  the  dissentients  to  come  in. 
On   that  occasion  there  was    a    much 
larger     proportion     of     dissentients — 
namely,    £4,000,000,    and    they    were 
paid  off  at  once  by  the  Savings'  Bank 
money  in  the  hands  of  the    National 
Debt  Commissioners.  That  was  a  smaller 
operation  than  any  I  have  yet  alluded 
to.     Now  I  come  to  the  great  and  very 
successful  operation  of  Mr.  Goulbum  in 
1844,  and,  as  it  is  mainly  on  the  lines 
of  that  precedent  that  I  ask  the  House 
to  act  on  this  occasion,  I  wish  to  call 
the    special    attention    of    the    House 
to    it 3    features.    It    was    a    gigantic 
operation — namely,    the    conversion  of 
£249,000,000  of  Three-and-a-Half  per 
Cents  into  an  equal  amount  of  Three- 
and-a-Quarter    per    Cents,    guaranteed 
for    10  years,   and  then  falling  auto- 
matically to  Three  per  Cents,  guaran- 
teed   for    20    years.      There    are    the 
existing  New  Threes  as  they  are  called. 
And  with  regard  to  all  this  Stock,  with 
the    exception    of   £10,000,000    which 
stood    upon    a  special    footing,    assent 
was  presumed  unless  dissent  was  signi- 
fied    between     March     11      and     23. 
Notices  of  dissent  were  to  be  numbered 
as  received,  and  dissentients  were  to  be 
paid  off  in  such  order,  at  such  period, 
and    in    such    manner    as    Parliament 
might  direct.     Again,    you    find    this 
great  power  entrusted   by   Parliament 
to  the  Executive  Government  to  pay  off 
dissentients  in  such  order  and  manner 
as  Parliament  might  direct.   The  powers 
given   were  strong,   the  terms   offered 
were  fair,  and   what  was  the  result? 
Out  of  £249,000,000,  there  were  only 
£103,000  of  dissentients.    I  now  come 
to  the  case  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstono),  who  in   1853   attempted  a 
similar  task.     He  had  to  face  greater 
difficulties  than  had  been  encountered 
by  his  Predecessors,  and  greater  diffi- 
culties than  those  which   exist  at  the 
present  moment.    That  large   sum  of 
which  I  have  just  spoken,  and  which  had 
now  become  the  New  Threes,  but  which, 
though     large,     were    a    manageable 
amount — at   that  time,   I  think,   some 
£200,000,000    could  not    be    touched, 
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under  the  terms  of  Mr.  Goulburn's 
conversion,  until  the  year  1874.  There- 
fore, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
only  deal  with  the  tremendous  sum  of 
Consols  and  Eeduced  which,  I  tbink, 
amounted  at  that  time  to  fully 
£500,000,000;  and  they  stood  in  this 
favourable  position,  that  he  could  not, 
as  previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  done,  act  suddenly  with 
regard  to  them;  he  could  not  im- 
pose the  short  notice  which  previous 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  had 
been  able  to  give,  and  which  had  in 
great  part  facilitated  their  success. 
Consols  and  Keduced  were  entitled  to  a 
year's  notice,  and,  consequently,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite  unable 
to  apply  that  principle  of  non-dissent 
signifying  assent  which  characterized  all 
previous  conversions.  I  need  not  add, 
because  it  is  in  the  memory  of  those  who 
have  studied  the  subject,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  other  difficulties — 
that,  unfortunately,  he  fell  upon  evil 
times,  and  that  before  his  conversion 
could  be  sufficiently  tested  there  were 
foreign  troubles  which  disturbed  the 
Money  Market,  and  throw  down  the 
price  of  Consols  ;  and  thus  the  scheme 
which  he  so  carefully  elaborated  was 
beaten  partly  by  the  state  of  the  Money 
Market  produced  by  the  course  of  foreign 
events,  and  partly  by  the  special  difficulty 
of  his  position  in  not  being  able  to  give 
a  short  notice.  The  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  of  necessity 
purely  optional,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  there  was  great  difficulty  in 
his  carrying  it  out  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  year  1853.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time  spoke  of 
the  immense  obstacles  to  approaching 
those  Three  per  Cents — the  great  phalanx 
of  Consols  as  I  think  he  called  them — 
and  he  pointed  out  the  disadvantage  at 
which  any  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  placed  in  tackling  Consols. 
But  at  the  present  moment  the 
amount  of  that  gigantic  Stock  has  been 
considerably  reduced,  and  there  exists 
a  Stock  which  did  not  exist  in  his 
time — namely,  the  New  Three  per  Cents; 
or  rather  they  existed  in  his  time,  but 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  operate 
upon  them  ;  but  now  they  are  a  Stock 
which  it  is  possible  for  a  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  operate  upon.  It  will 
be  seen  that  what  I  wish  to  suggest  to 


the  Committee  is  this — that  the  com- 
parative failure  of  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  due  to  the 
inherent  difficulties  of  conversion,  but  to 
special  circumstances.  It  was  due  to 
the  particular  circumstances  of  the 
time,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  very  success 
of  the  previous  conversion  had  post- 
poned the  powers  of  redemption  in  the 
bands  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer with  regard  to  the  more  manage- 
able portion  of  the  public  funds.  I  now 
come  to  the  last  attempt  at  conversion— 
that  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
again  adopted  the  optional  principle. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  say  that 
compulsion  should  never  be  tried,  but 
he  said  that  he  desired  to  make  the  first 
attempt  one  of  agreement  rather  than 
of  compulsion.  After  all  the  criticisms 
that  had  been  passed  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  may  yet  say  this  with 
confidence — that  the  step  he  took  then, 
though  it  had  at  the  time  only  a  partial 
success,  has,  nevertheless,  paved  the  way 
to  the  possibility  of  a  larger  conversion 
now.  It  has  enabled  us  to  test  the 
relative  value  of  other  kinds  of  Stock, 
and  has  proved  most  valuable  in  pre- 
paring the  ground.  No  one  who  ex- 
amines those  indicators  of  the  present 
value  of  Government  securities,  the 
Two-and-Three-Quarters  and  Two-and- 
a-IIalf  per  Cents,  will  say  that  the 
creation  of  those  testing  machines  of 
public  credit  in  this  country  has  not 
been  extremely  useful,  and  enabled  us 
to  go  forward  with  a  confidence  which 
otherwise  it  would  have  been  exceedingly 
difficult  for  us  to  feel.  The  terms  given 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  were  these — 
he  gave  £102  of  Two-and-Three-Quar- 
ters, or  £108  of  Two-and-a-Halfs  (both 
irredeemable  till  1905)  for  £100  Three 
per  Cents,  which  was  a  guarantee  of 
about  20  years  from  the  date  of  conver- 
sion. He  further  gave  holders  six 
weeks  in  which  to  decide  what  course  to 
pursue.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend  did 
not  give  this  option  at  once,  but  some 
time  after  the  Act  was  passed  ;  he  gave  it 
from  September  7th  till  October  17th, 
while  his  Budget  speech  was  made  on 
April  24th.  Thus  the  Stockholders  had 
practically  six  months  in  which  to  reflect, 
and  when  we  recollect  the  powerful  in- 
terests arrayed  against  my  right  hon. 
Friend — and  everyone  knows  the  enor« 
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raous  powers  that  may  be  oxorcisod  by 
the  fund  hold  era — with  all  this  strength 
arrayed  against  him,  with  so  long  an 
option  and  without  any  compulsory 
powers  behind  him,  it  is  not  sui prising 
that  ho  did  not  succeed  to  the  extent 
which  ho  could  have  wished.  Never- 
theless, ho  succeeded  in  converting 
£4,600,000  into  Two- and-Three- Quar- 
ters, and  £19,200,000  into  Two-and- 
a-IIalfs,  and  this  Two-and-a-Half  per 
cent  Stock  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
created  has  been  most  valuable  to  us. 
I  do  not  speak  of  the  price  of  Two- 
and-a-Half  Stock  during  the  last  two 
or  three  days,  when  the  imminence 
of  conversion  may  have  had  some 
effect;  but  this  Stock  had  previously 
shown  that  the  credit  of  the  country 
was  better  than  a  8  per  cent  credit,  and 
therefore  the  Government  were  bound 
to  see  whether  they  could  not  utilize  in 
some  way  or  other  that  better  credit,  in 
order  to  secure  some  advantage  for  the 
taxpayer  of  the  country.  Now,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Committee  what  is  the  moral 
of  the  precedents  with  which  I  have 
troubled  them  at  such  length  ?  It  appears 
to  me  that  they  show  us  that  the  con- 
ditions of  successful  conversion  on  a  large 
scale  are,  that  assent  should  be  presumed 
in  the  absence  of  an  expression  of  dissent, 
that  the  time  allowed  for  the  expres- 
sion of  dissent  should  be  strictly  limited, 
and  that  power  should  be  taken  to  pay 
off  the  dissentients  in  such  manner  as 
Parliament  may  direct.  This  latter 
power  may  bo  taken  either  in  the  same 
Bill  that  fixes  the  terms  of  conversion,  or, 
iw  has  been  more  frequently  the  case, 
in  a  separate  and  subsequent  Bill.  The 
first  Bill  usually  states  that  the  dissen- 
tients shall  be  paid  off  in  such  manner  as 
Parliament  may  direct,  and  a  second  Bill 
is  then  afterwards  introduced  determin- 
ing the  mode  of  payment,  Parliament 
being  thus  guided  in  the  steps  it  may 
take  for  redemption  by  the  amount  of 
the  dissentients.  Two  other  lessons  are 
to  be  learnt — that  there  has  existed  in 
nearly  all  these  cases  a  strong  objection 
to  add  to  the  capital  of  the  Debt,  and 
that  the  greatest  success  has  attended 
these  operations  where  the  rate  of 
interest  has  been  reduced  by  gradual 
steps,  the  interest  of  each  stage  being 
guaranteed  for  a  certain  number  of 
years.  Mr.  Courtney,  having  now  dealt 
with    the    precedents,  I  come    to  the 
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proposals  which  it  is  my  duty  to  submit. 
I  would  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  state 
the  position  of  the  three  kinds  of  Stock 
at  the  present  time.  Those  who  have 
given  study  to  the  subject  are  thoroughly 
aware  of  the  difference  in  these  Stocks, 
but  there  is  a  kind  of  popular  idea  that 
Consols  mean  Three  per  Cents  generally. 
Technically  the  term  Consols  mean 
Consols  proper,  and  not  the  New  Three 
per  Cents  or  the  Heduced  Three  per 
Cents.  Strictly  speaking  the  great 
bulk  of  the  Stocks  are  called  in  the 
Market  Consols,  while  there  are  smaller 
amounts  called  the  New  Three  per  Cents 
and  the  Eeduced,  different  conditions 
attaching  to  each  of  these  different  Stocks, 
the  present  figures  are  as  follows:— 
theNewThrees  amount  to  £166, 000,000, 
theEeducedto  £69,000,000,  and  Consols 
to  £323,000,000.  I  may  now  point  out 
in  passing  that  the  Committee,  will 
observe  how  greatly  the  operations  of 
previous  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer 
in  reducing  the  National  Debt  have  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  these  figures  into 
much  more  manageable  proportions 
than  they  had  some  30  years  ago,  when 
it  was  infinitely  more  difficult  to  attempt 
such  a  scheme  as  the  Government  are 
about  to  propose  to-day.  And  I  wish 
to  call  particular  attention  to  this  fact — 
that  of  the  three  Stocks  I  have  named, 
wliilo  Consols  and  Beduced  can  only  be 
paid  off  after  a  year's  notice,  and  in 
sums  of  not  less  than  £500,000  at  a 
time,  the  New  Threes,  on  the  other 
hand,  which  have  survived  for  14 
years  the  period  whon  their  guaran- 
tee against  redemption  came  to  an 
end,  can  be  paid  off  without  notice 
and  in  any  amounts.  This  Stock  repre- 
sents and  really  is  the  same  Stock  as 
that  which  endured  conversion  at  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Goulbum  in  1844,  and  the 
time  for  which  it  was  guaranteed  against 
redemption  and  reduction  of  interest  ex- 
pired in  1874.  It  is  most  important  to 
remember  that  by  the  terms  of  its 
creation  this  Stock  was  liable  and 
subject  to  redemption  after  1874.  There 
is  no  other  provision  bearing  upon  its 
redemption,  yet  it  has  been  contended 
that  it  can  only  be  paid  off  en  bloc  at 
one  time.  Whether  that  contention  is 
accurate  or  not  depends  upon  the  read- 
ing of  the  words,  "  subject  and  liable  to 
redemption  after  the  year  1874."  Any- 
thing further  is  inference,  and  it  appears 
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to  mo  that  inference  is  all  the  other  way, 
and  that  all  the  precedents  up  to  this 
time  go  to  show  that  Parliament  would 
be  able  to  pay  off  the  Stock  in  any  man- 
ner it  pleased.    The  whole  dealing  of 
Parliament  with  these  matters  has  gone 
to  show  that  Parliament  will  not  allow 
the  Government  to  be  reduced  to  an  ex- 
tremity, and  to  be  forced  to  pay  off  every 
holder  of  a  particular  Stock  by  a  given 
day.    There  has  been  a  desire  to  deal 
with  the  holder  fairly  and  equitably, 
but,   at  the  same  time,  in   a  manner 
compatible  with  the  interests    of  the 
State.      I   reject    entirely   the    theory 
that    the    New  Threes   must   be  paid 
off  at  one  moment  and  in  one  mass. 
Certainly  equity  must  be  observed  in 
their  payment.    It  is  the   duty  of    a 
g^eat  State   and   it    rests  with    those 
who  are  responsible  for  its  acts,  and  who 
represent  it  for  the  time  being,  to  see 
that  every  possible  justice  and  equity  is 
shown  to  the  creditors  of  the  State.  The 
equity  in  this  case  is,  that  they  are  liable 
to  be  redeemed  after  a  certain  date.  But 
they  are  not  entitled  to  the  year's  notice 
which  attaches  to  Consols  and  Heduced. 
They  are  precisely  in  the  same  position 
to-day  as  the  bulk  of  Three-and-a-Halfs 
were  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Goulbum's  con- 
vercdon.    The  present  Government  will 
deal  with  the  New  Threes  as  Mr.  Goul- 
bum  dealt  with  the  Three-and-a-Halfs 
in    1844,    with    certain    modifications, 
which  I  will  explain  to  the  Committee, 
and  they  will>!tdfl6w  tlie  same  Unes,, 
rAutatis  imkmdisy  as  were  followed  bj  Mr. 
GoulbjfTra  in  1844.    And  now  we  have 
nexyto  ask  ourselves  in  what  manner 
ought    to    proceed  —  that    is    to 
[y,  if  we  are  going  to  convert,  what  is 
LO  best  system  of  conversion  ;  and  what 
/are  the  terms  we  are  going  to  give? 
»  Four  courses  are  possible.     We   could 
/  convert  into  Two-and-a-Halfs,   or  into 
*    Two-and-Three-Quarters,  or  into  a  Two 
and- Three-Quarters  Stock  falling  after 
a  certain   number  of  years  to  2},  or 
.     we  could  give  an  option  to  take  two 
different  kinds  of  Stock.     With  regard 
to  the  latter  alternative — that  of  giving 
an  option  to  take  two  different  classes  of 
Stock — history  teaches  that  simplicity  is 
one  of  the  best  secrets  of  success ;  and  it 
is  better  not  to  confuse  the  mind  of  the 
investor  by  offering  him  ssveral  alter- 
natives.    It  is  far  better  to  rely  upon 
some    simple    and    equitable    proposal 
which  he  can  easily  and    thoroughly 


understand.  Therefore  I  reject  the  idea 
of  giving  an  option.  Let  me  call  atten- 
tion here  to  a  matter  to  which  I  must  again 
allude  before  I  sit  down.  It  has  been 
represented  to  me  from  different  quar- 
ters, both  by  the  representatives  of 
trustees  and  by  the  representatives  of 
the  great  banking  interests,  that  if  it 
can  be  done,  it  is  far  preferable  and 
more  to  the  interest  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned that  there  should  be  one  large 
Stock.  I  propose  to  follow,  generally, 
that  principle,  and  that  principle  will 
have  effect  given  to  it  if  the  holders 
of  Consols  and  the  holders  of  Reduced 
are  willing  in  any  considerable  num- 
bers to  accept  the  same  terms,  with 
such  modifications  as  I  shall  point  out, 
as  will  be  given  to  the  holders  of  the 
New  Threes  with  which  I  propose  to 
deal  on  the  lines  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Goulbum.  There  is  no  reason  why  the 
three  kinds  of  Three  per  Cents  should 
not  be  amalgamated  into  one  Stock, 
with  great  and  evident  convenience  and 
advantage  to  the  holders  of  each  of 
them.  To  that  end  it  is  desirable  to 
establish  a  system  of  quarterly  instead 
of  half-yearly  dividends,  which  will  be 
more  advantageous  for  the  State,  and 
more  convenient  for  the  investors  them- 
selves. Having  thus  rejected  the  idea 
of  offering  to  the  investor  a  number  of 
alternatives,  I  also  reject  another  sug- 
gestion— namely,  that  of  establishing  a 
Two-and-Threo-Quarters  per  Cent  Stock, 

Two  and  a  Half.  My  right  hon.  Friend  ^ 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  right,  in  making 
his  optional  proposal,  not  to  go  too 
far,  or  attempt  too  much  ;  but  deal- 
ing, as  I  think  the  Committee  will, 
compulsorily  with  the  matter,  and  ' 
requiring  the  investor  either  to  accept 
the  terms  offered  or  to  be  paid  off,  I  do 
not  think  that  I  should  secure  the  advan- 
tage to  which  the  State  is  entitled  if  I 
were  simply  to  convert  into  a  Two- 
and-Three-Quarters  per  Cent  Stock.  We 
ought.  I  think,  to  reduce  the  Stock  to 
2|  for  a  term  of  years,  and  then  to  let  it 
descend  automatically  without  any  fur- 
ther action  of  Parliament  to  2}  per  cent, 
precisely  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Three-and-a-Half  per  Cents  descended 
automatically,  first  to  3}  and  ultimately 
to  3  per  cent.  You  will  see  from  what 
I  have  said  that  I  also  reject  the  pro- 
posal   that  the  Stock  should  be   im«     ^    ^ 
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raodiatelj  reduced  to  2^  per  cent.  I 
do  not  deny  that  strong  arguments 
have  been  urged  upon  me  in  that 
direction.  The  interest,  however,  of 
the  investing  public  and  that  of  the 
great  banking  community  in  this  matter 
is  not  entirely  identical.  I  am  not 
sure  but  that  the  banking  community 
would  prefer  a  S:cck  of  2^  per  cent,  at 
once  settling  the  question  as  regards  in- 
terest, and  leaving  room  for  an  increase 
in  the  capital  of  the  Debt.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  interest  of  an- 
nuitants and  of  the  community  at  large 
seem  to  lie  in  a  different  direction. 
The  investing  public  do  not  care  as  much 
as  the  banking  community  do  for  a  rise 
in  the  price  of  Stock,  because  a  great  many 
of  them  have  only  an  interest  in  the 
revenue  derived  from  Consols  and  other 
Stock  for  a  given  time,  and  not  in  the 
body  of  the  Stock.  It  is  useless  to 
say  to  the  annuitant  that  the  price 
of  his  Stock  will  rise  from  £95  to  par, 
in  the  course  of  a  few  years,  if  in 
the  meantime  the  interest  is  to  be  cut 
down  to  2^  per  cent  instead  of  2^,  I 
think  Mr.  Goulburn  was  right  in  adopt- 
ing the  principle  of  breaking  the  fall  to 
the  annuitant,  and  that  it  will  be  better 
to  go  down  by  degrees  than  at  once  to 
make  i  per  cent  difference  in  the  rate  of 
interest.  If  you  go  by  very  large  steps 
at  a  time  you  will  make  the  case  of  the 
present  annuitant  harder  than  was  the 
1^  oase  of  the  old  annuitant,  because  taking 
^^4  per  cent  off  a  n^r  pqt^^  ^^li  Ko  felt 

Hby  the    annuitant    more    than  takini,- 
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examination  of  the  prices  of  the  dif- 
ferent Stocks  representing  the  credit 
of  the  State,  of  the  Ijocal  Loans  Stock, 
of  the  2i,  the  2f ,  and  of  tho  Three 
per  Cent  Stock,  we  have  thought  that  a 
middle  term,  that  would  at  once  secure 
equity  to  the  State  and  to  the  fund- 
holders,  would  be  to  give  a  term  of  1 5 
years  at  2},  descending  automatically 
to  2i  for  20  years.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  proposed  a  scheme 
by  which  2J  would  be  given  for  20 
years,  and  £102  of  the  new  Stock  for 
each  £100  of  old.  The  advance,  how- 
ever, of  what  I  may  t^rm  the  credit  of 
the  country  and  the  experience  we  have 
gained  of  the  Stock  created  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  have  indicated  that  it 
is  desirable  to  shorten  the  number  of 
years,  and  we  should  not  be  entitled  to 
adopt  his  scheme  without  injustice  to  the 
taxpayers,  or  to  give  a  larger  number  of 
years  at  9}  than  I  have  stated.  But  I 
ought  to  mention  one  further  modifi- 
cation which  we  propose.  I  have 
said  that  we  offer  15  years  of  2^, 
but^  we  are  anxious  that  the  terms 
we  offer  to  the  holders  of  the  New  Three 
per  Cents  should  be  also  accepted  by 
the  holders  of  Consols  and  Heduccd 
Stock,  with  certain  modifications.  Tho 
holders  of  those  Stocks  are  entitled 
anyhow  to  continue  to  receive  3  per  cent 
for  one  year  longer.  As,  therefore,  we 
wish  to  give  the  same  Stock  for  the  sake 
of  simplicity  to  the  holders  of  every 
kind  -f^'iNew  rhreGb,-ts,  and  at  the 
^J'Jfhree  per  'OSS^®^®  Stock  I 
same  time  to  insure  the*7S!t5*[?  °^*^® 
^h^.%  *"^d«^  *^.  we  proposHSl^**! 
this  further  modifioationi-that  in'i^ 
:^^^^f  fr  3:;-?    -ntinuiU^^ 
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personally  I  might  have  derived  from  a 
reduction  of  interest  that  would  have 
made  an  important  difference  in  the 
Budget  for  the  year  over  which  I  shall 
Lave  control.  A  year  of  grace  in 
which  they  can  turn  round  and  accom- 
modate their  expenditure  to  their  in- 
comes will  be,  I  believe,  an  immense 
boon  to  small  investors.  I  have  stated 
that  dividends  should  be  paid  quarterly. 
Assent  will  be  presumed  unless  dissent 
is  expressed  by  March  29. 

Loud  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddiogton,  S.):  Will  that  apply  to 
the  case  of  all  Stocks  ? 

Me.  GOSCHEN:  I  am  obliged  to 
the  noble  Lord  for  his  interruption.  My 
answer  is — No,  only  to  the  New  Three 
per  Cents.  I  will  refer  to  the  case  of 
the  other  Stocks  presently.  In  making 
this  proposal  I  shall,  of  course,  have  to 
appeal,  I  hope  not  in  vain,  to  the  House 
and  to  hon.  and  i-ight  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  facilitate  the  passage  of 
this  Bill,  so  that  it  may  pass  this  House 
before  March  29,  because  they  will  see, 
by  what  has  gone  before,  that  upon  the 
rapidity  with  which  such  a  measure  is 
passed,  and  upon  the  decision  and  deter- 
mination of  the  House  to  support  the 
Government,  its  success  must  ultimately 
depend.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  if  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  is  opposed  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  they  will  fight 
fairly,  so  that  if  it  is  supported  by  the 
majority  of  the  House  it  may  be  passed 
within  a  reasonable  time.  I  also  trust 
that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
think  that  this  is  a  fair  notice  to  give, 
and  that  the  time  could  not  have  been  ex- 
tended without  danger  to  the  measure, 
and  without  departing  from  substantial 
precedents  which  have  resulted  in  suc- 
cess. As  regards  trustees,  I  am  anxious 
that  they  should  have  every  possible 
opportunity  afforded  them  to  remove 
their  Trust  Funds  to  other  securities  if 
they  should  think  fit  to  do  so,  and  we, 
therefore,  propose  that  the  time  for 
trustees  to  express  their  dissent  should 
be  extended  to  April  12.  There  are 
frequently  difficulties  in  the  case  of  the 
trustees  of  charities  and  of  public  pro- 
perty, and  I  am  not  anxious,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  House  of  Commons  is 
not  anxious,  that  trustees  should  be 
taken  at  a  disadvantage.  I  may  further 
say  that  clauses  will  be  introduced  into 
the  measure  to  relieve  trustees  from  any 
responsibility  oonneoted  with  the  pro- 


posed conversion  of  the  Stock  held  by 
them,  and,  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  to  make  their  action  easier. 
Provision  will  also  be  make  in  regard 
to  powers  of  attorney  and  other  matters, 
so  that  the  scheme  may  work  smoothly, 
as,  in  fact,  similar  schemes  have  done  on 
previous  occasions.  I  now  come  to  the 
question  of  Consols  and  Eeduced.  Here 
we  must  bear  in  mind,  first,  the  expe- 
diency of  amalgamating  all  the  Stocks 
into  one  great  Stock ;  and,  secondly, 
the  privilege  enjoyed  by  holders  of  Con- 
sols and  Eeduced  that  they  cannot  be 
paid  off  without  a  year's  notice — that  is 
to  say,  they  have  an  option  against  the 
State.  If  we  were  to  give  notice  to- 
morrow that  Consols  and  Eeduced  should 
be  redeemable  after  the  lapse  of  a  year, 
the  holders  would  be  able  to  wait  and  to 
take  advantage  of  any  events  which 
might  happen  and  which  might  tell 
against  the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  placed  in  the  position  of 
wanting  funds,  not,  indeed,  to  pay  them 
all  off,  which  would  not  be  necessary,  but 
to  deal  substantially  with  the  Stock.  It 
will  be  an  immense  advantage  if  the 
holders  of  Consols  and  Eeduced  can  be 
induced  to  forego  their  right  of  notice 
for  one  year,  and  to  accept  at  once  the 
same  Stock  which  is  offered  to  the  holders 
of  the  New  Threes.  What  I  offer,  there- 
fore, the  holders  of  Consols  and  Eeduced 
is  this — that,  in  consideration  of  their 
foregoing  the  right  of  notice  for  a  year, 
they  should  have  the  advantage  of  \  per 
cent ;  in  fact,  that  they  should  receive 
£100  of  the  new  Stock  and  5«.  in  place 
of  every  £100,  the  5«.  to  be  paid  in  cash 
on  conversion,  so  that  they  may  take 
identically  the  same  Stook  as  is  offered 
to  the  holders  of  the  New  Threes. 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  made 
myself  distinctly  understood.  I  wish  to 
be  very  clear  on  this  point,  and  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  repeat  the 
statement.  In  consideration  of  the 
holders  of  Consols  and  Eeduced  assenting 
to  oome  in  now  within  a  given  date— 
that  is  to  say,  before  the  12th  of  April 
— and  thus  relieving  the  Government  of 
the  difficulties  it  might  encounter,  not 
insuperable  difficulties,  in  giving  the 
notice  I  have  spoken  of,  they  will  be 
entitled  to  5«.  advantage  per  £  1 00  over 
the  New  Threes.  I  may  further  add 
that  in  the  case  of  the  New  Three  per 
Cents,  where  conversion  is  automatic — 
that  is,  where  we  presume  assent  usA»«j^ 
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dissent  is  expressed— in  fact,  in  tho  com- 
pulsory part  of  the  scheme,  a  commission 
to  agents,  solicitors,  or  brokers  would 
seem  out  of  place,  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  oflfer  it.  But  in  the  case  of  Consols  and 
Keduced,  where  the  initiative  rests  with 
the  holders,  and  where  a  large  portion  of 
the  trustees  and  investors  most  probably 
consult  their  agents — whether  they  aro 
bankers,  solicitors,  or  brokers — and 
where  proceedings  must  bo  taken  at  the 
Bank  of  England  for  giving  effect  to  the 
option,  if  exercised,  I  propose  to  autho- 
rize the  Bank  of  England  to  pay  a  small 
agency  commission  of  U.  6rf.  per  £100  to 
authorized  agents,  so  that  the  holders  of 
such  Stock  may  not  have  to  sacrifice  any 
part  of  the  J  per  cent  which  is  given 
them  in  consideration  of  their  foregoing 
their  year's  notice  in  any  expenses  at- 
tendant on  the  conversion.  And  now  I 
wish  to  state,  both  with  regard  to  the 
New  Threes,  where  the  compulsory  pro- 
cess is  employed,  and  with  regard  to 
Consols  and  Eeduced,  what  are  the  argu- 
ments to  be  urged  why  holders  should 
accept  the  terms  of  conversion.  I  wish 
to  point  out  to  them  in  what  position 
they  would  stand  if  they  did  not  accept 
the  terms  which  we  give  them  within 
the  time  which  we  offer.  And,  first,  as 
to  the  New  Threes,  let  me  point  out 
to  the  Committee  the  position  in  which 
they  stand.  The  holders  might,  perhaps, 
use  two  arguments.  One  is  to  say  to 
the  Government — **  You  cannot  pay  us 
off;  we  hold  £106,000,000,  and  we 
defy  you  to  be  able  to  pay  off  that 
amount.'*  The  other  argument  they 
might  use  is  to  say — **  We  do  not  mind 
if  you  do  pay  us  off."  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  first  argument,  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  Committee  that  Mr,  Ooulburn 
risked  paying  off  in  1880  £160,000,000, 
and  in  1844  £250,000,000,  But  the 
Exchequer  at  the  present  moment  is  in- 
finitely stronger  than  it  was  in  1844. 
Consider  for  a  moment  tho  immense 
resources  at  the  disposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. In  1844  there  were  under 
£30,000,000  in  the  hands  of  the  Savings 
Banks  Commissioners;  but  I  ask  tho  Com- 
mittee to  remember  that  that  fund, 
which  is  at  the  disposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  assisting  them  in  transactions 
of  this  kind,  at  the  present  time,  instead 
of  being  £30,000,000,  is  £60,000,000, 
immediately  available  to  be  utilized,  if 
Parliament  thinks  fit,  and  safely  utilized, 
in  paying  off  dissentients.    Then  there 

I 
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is  the  cheapness  of  capital  at  the  present 
moment  and  the  resource  of  drawing  on 
Exchequer  bonds  and  bills.  I  will  not 
trouble  the  Committee  by  reading  the 
precedents ;  but  in  all  the  oases  where 
Acts  have  been  passed  to  make  payment 
to  dissentients,  tbe  widest  powers  have 
been  entrusted  to  the  Treasury  in  order 
to  deal  with  them.  I  notice  that  in 
the  debate  of  1844 — perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  may 
remember  it—  not  a  single  question  was 
asked  of  Mr.  Goulbum  as  to  the  mea- 
sures he  would  take  for  paying  off  dis- 
sentients; and  in  1830,  when  one  or  two 
Members  raised  the  point,  Mr.  Goulbum 
declined,  I  think  very  wisely,  to  state  the 
process  by  which  he  would  pay  them  off. 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  thought 
that  I  should  be  pressed  to  state  the 
precise  methods  by  which  dissentients 
would  be  paid  off.  I  should  strongly 
deprecate  such  a  course;  I  should 
strongly  deprecate  being  placed  at  a 
disadvantage  compared  with  previous 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
have  been  allowed  great  latitude  on 
this  point;  and  I  hope  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  see  their  way 
in  this  respect  also  to  follow  the  pre- 
cedents which  have  been  set.  All  I  ask 
is  that  the  Government  may  be  given 
the  power  which  has  always  been  given 
hitherto — namely,  the  power  of  paying 
off  the  dissentients  in  such  manner,  and 
in  such  order,  and  at  such  periods,  as 
Parliament  may  direct.  If  this  be  done, 
I  do  not  think  it  possible  that  we 
should  be  driven  into  a  comer.  The 
resources  at  our  disposal  are  extremely 
great.  Personally,  I  do  not  antici- 
pate any  large  number  of  dissents, 
for  reasons  which  I  think  will  commend 
themselves  to  the  Committee;  but  if 
there  are  a  considerable  number,  I 
make  no  doubt  we  shall  have  ample 
power,  with  the  assistance  of  Parliament, 
to  take  such  measures  as  will  promptly 
discharge  their  claims.  Now  I  oome  to 
the  second  possible  argument — **We 
do  not  mind  if  you  do  pay  us  off.  We 
will  take  the  money  at  par  and  re- 
invest it  in  other  securities."  I  will 
assume,  but  I  will  not  grant,  that 
the  new  Stock  will  not  be  above  par. 
But  this  is  the  point  to  which  I  invite 
the  attention  of  the  Committee — in  what 
manner  aro  the  holders  going  to  invest 
those  millions  which  they  say  they  will 
take  from  the  Exohoquor  ?     Whore  will 
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they  find  the  investments?    To  what 
markets  will  they  go  with  the  sovereigns 
in  which  they  will  be  paid  off  ?    Where 
will  they  find  safe  Stocks  in  which  to 
invest  in  the  circumstances  ?  I  say  they 
could  not  find  such  Stocks ;  and  I  can 
prophesy  what  would  happen.     They 
would  have  to  come  and  buy  the  very 
seourities  which  we  should  put  on  the 
Market  in  order  to  pay  them  off,  and 
to  take  them  at  a  lower  interest  than 
the  Stocks   they  now  own.     I  trust  I 
have  made  that  clear.     My  argument  is 
this.     Supposing   £50,000,000  were  to 
be  paid  off;  it  will  bo  raised  by  Exche- 
quer Bills,  by  the  issue  of  new  Stock,  or 
it  will  be  taken  from  the  Saving  Bank 
Funds.    There  will  be  no  new  securities 
of  the  highest  character  in  which  the 
money  so  paid  could  be  invested  except 
those  new   securities  which   we    shall 
offer.     Or,   again,   supposing  they  did 
buy  other  securities,   those    who   sold 
those  securities  to  the  buyers  would  be  the 
personswho  would  be  compelled  to  invest 
in  the  Stock  which  we  put  on  the  Market. 
I  do  not,  therefore,  apprehend  that  there 
will  be  any  large  number  of  dissentients 
among  holders  of  New  Threes.     But  I 
now    ask  why    Consols  and    Reduced 
should  come  in,  protected  as  they  are  by 
a  year's  notice  ?   Consols  are  less  than 
£330,000,000  now,  and  of  Reduced  there 
are  not  more  than  £60,000,000  worth  in 
the  hands  of  the  public.    If  we  were  to 
give  notice  to  Consols  and  Reduced  now, 
they  would  be  very  much  in  the  sameposi- 
tion  next  year  which  New  Threes  are  in 
to-  day,  only  that  they  would  have  to  be 
paid  off  in  amounts  of  £500,000  or  more. 
But  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  pay  off 
in  such  small  amounts.     We  have  re- 
sources now  which  our  Predecessors  did 
not  enjoy.   We  have  £10,000,000  a-year 
which  has  to  be  invested  in  Government 
Funds ;  and  looking  to  the  fact  that  it 
was  clearly  not  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment to  pay  off  Consol-holders  in  a  day, 
it  seems  to  me  to  be  clear  that  we  should 
be  able  and  would  determine  to  deal 
with  Consol-holders,  if  they  do  not  see 
their  way  to  come  in  on  the  optional 
terms,  not  indeed  in  an  arbitrary,  but  in 
a  very  decisive  manner.     We  cannot  en- 
dure this   state  of  things  to  continue, 
that    they  should    at    once    enjoy  the 
rights  of  3  per  cent  interest,  when  the 
national   credit  justifies  a  lower  rate, 
and  should  be  paid  off  not  at  par,   but 
at  2  or  3  per  cent  above  par.    There- 


fore, it  is  obvious  that  it  will  be  neces- 
sary  to  make  arrangements,  after  first 
giving  a  year's  notice  to  Consols  and 
Reduced,  in  order  to  beg^n  the  process 
of  the  gradual  redemption  of  those 
Stocks.  But  I  trust  that  such  a  pro- 
cess  will  not  be  necessary.  If  they 
come  in  now  they  gain   terms   which 

1  think  the  Committee  will  feel  are 
fair  terms.  We  offer  them  5«.  down, 
which  represents  the  difference  between 

2  J  per  cent  and  3  per  cent  for  one  year; 
and  they  will  have  what  I  know  they 
value,  a  single  large  Stock,  an  object 
which  might  be  defeated  if  Consol-holders 
in  large  and  overwhelming  numbers 
should  refuse  to  come  in ;  and  surely  it 
would  also  be  to  the  interest  of  the 
Consol-holders  were  the  Market  in  the 
largest  sense  to  be  relieved  from  that 
constant  apprehension  which  we  felt  if 
there  is  a  likelihood  of  their  being  paid 
off  by  degrees,  and  from  that  uncer- 
tainty which  has  so  long  prevailed.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that,  taking  a  prudent 
view  of  their  own  interests,  at  least  a 
large  number  of  them  will  take  the 
new  Stock  on  the  terms  which  we 
propose.  I  trust  that  I  have  made 
our  proposals  sufficiently  clear  to  the 
Committee,  considering  their  extremely 
technical  character.  I  need  only  add 
this  with  regard  to  Consols,  in  ease 
a  difficulty  should  be  raised  about  the 
dividends  being  payable  on  the  5th  of 
January  and  the  5th  of  July,  that  if 
the  holders  come  in  they  will  be  paid  at 
once  the  accrued  interest,  which  is  f 
per  cent  on  the  5th  of  April,  and  will 
then  receive  the  same  Stock  as  all  the 
others  —  a  Stock  bearing  a  quarterly 
dividend,  of  which  the  first  quarter  will 
be  paid  on  the  5th  July  next.  It  remains 
for  me  to  show,  what  I  trust  will  be  of 
interest  to  the  Committee — ^namely,  the 
saving  to  the  Revenue  which  will 
result  from  these  proposals.  If  the 
New  Threes  alone  are  converted,  there 
will  arise  an  advantage  to  the  Revenue 
from  April,  1889,  of  £410,000  a-year; 
and  from  April,  1908,  of  £820,000; 
but  if  the  conversion  should  be.  tho- 
roughly successful,  if  Consols  and  Re- 
duced should  come  in,  if  our  hopes  in 
that  respect  be  realized,  then  from 
April,  1889,  there  would  be  in  round 
figures  a  saving  of  £1,400,000  a-year, 
and  after  14  years  more  a  saving  of 
£2,800,000  a-year.  I  have  put.  these 
figures  before  the  Committee,  and  the 
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Oommitfcee  will  judge  whether  they  are 
a  safficient  inducemont  to  engage  this 
House  upon  the  great  work  to  which  I 
invite  thom  in  the  measure  which  I 
have  announced.  We  know  how 
greatly  we  touch  some  vast  interests 
in  this  matter ;  but  these  interests  are 
not  vaster  than  those  which  have  been 
tackled  successfully  before  by  other 
Ohanoellors  of  the  Exchequer.  The 
country  is  as  strong  to  deal  with  a 
problem  of  this  sort  as  it  has  been  in 
previous  times,  and  I  firmly  believe 
that  if  Parliament  should  see  its  way  to 
support  the  present  Government  in  this 
matter,  as  previous  Parliaments  have 
supported  other  Governments,  we  shall 
be  able  to  give  this  great  relief  to  the 
taxpayers  of  the  country,  while  at 
the  same  time  offering  what  I  regard 
as  most  fair  and  equitable  terms  to  the 
holders  of  the  public  funds.  Mr.  Goul- 
burn,  in  the  speech  to  which  I  have 
so  often  alluded,  repeatedly  spoke  of 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  as  ser- 
vants of  the  public,  to  make  the  best 
terms  possible  for  the  public,  but  also 
to  show  sufficient  tenderness  in  deal- 
ing with  the  creditors  of  the  State, 
so  as  not  to  injure  that  great  engine 
of  credit  upon  which  all  States  must 
rely  in  times  of  trouble.  It  would  be 
a  great  disaster  if  any  proposals  of 
this  kind,  though  they  might  relieve  us 
from  a  certain  burden,  affected  in  any 
way  the  reputation  of  the  country,  either 
for  honesty  or  for  power.  I  believe 
that  our  present  proposals  are  conceived 
in  a  sense  of  equity  both  to  the  creditors 
of  the  State,  and  to  the  taxpayers.  We 
place  large  proposals  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  appeal  to  the  House  of 
Commons  to  pass  them  rapidly  into  law, 
if  hon.  Members  see  that  they  can 
countenance  the  principles  which  we 
have  embodied  in  them. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  con- 
version of  the  New  Three  Per  Cent.  Annuities, 
the  Consolidated  Three  Per  Cent.  Annuities,  and 
the  Keduccd  Three  Per  Cent.  Annuities  into 
certain  other  Annuities,  and  to  provide  for  the 
redemption  of  the  New  Three  Per  Cent. 
Annuities.**— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezcheqtter,) 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  It  is  with  great 
satisfaction  that  I  rise  to  discharge  a 
debt,  which  I  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  laid  upon  us,  by 
making  the  acknowledgments  which  his 

J/r.  Goschm 


statement  deserves.  It  is  quite  plain  to 
me,  apart  from  the  merits  of  his  plan, 
that  the  project  he  has  laid  before  us  is 
the  result  of  laborious,  careful,  and 
thorough  examination,  which  has  been 
conducted  in  a  wise  spirit  of  regard  for 
a  long  course  of  precedents  which  have 
afforded  him  material  help  and  guid- 
ance in  considering  his  proposals ;  and 
likewise  that  his  mind  is  fully  alive  to 
the  principle  which  ought  to  govern  his 
conduct,  and  to  the  great  objects  which 
he  ought  to  have  in  view  in  seeking 
economy  for  the  benefit  of  the  State  and 
the  nation  ;  but  at  the  same  time  bear- 
ing in  mind  that  economy  can  never  bo 
safely  sought  or  satisfactorily  attained 
if  there  be  any  forgetfulness  of  the 
principles  of  equity  in  the  case  of  those 
with  whom  we  deal  as  public  creditors, 
and  also  bearing  in  mind  the  most  fatal 
of  all  errors  undoubtedly  which  a 
Finance  Minister  or  Parliament  could 
commit — namely,  the  taking  of  any 
steps  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
lowering  the  standard  of  public  credit 
in  this  country,  or  producing  any  un- 
certainty in  the  public  mind  as  td  the 
position  which  Parliament  has  main- 
tained. So  far  I  have  very  great  satis- 
faction in  congratulating  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  plan  which 
he  has  laid  before  us,  and  upon  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  addressed  him- 
self to  a  very  arduous  labour.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  the 
midst  of  the  vast  subject  before  him, 
not  unnaturally,  did  not  mention  to  us 
on  what  day  he  proposes  .to  bring  this 
subject  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  with  a  view  to  a  definitive  vote 
being  taken  upon  it.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  he  has  no  intention  of  ask- 
ing the  House  on  this  occasion  for  any 
vote  which  will  in  the  slightest  degree 
commit  the  House  or  fetter  the  freedom  of 
its  judgment.  One  word  on  the  subject, 
and  it  is  that,  having  a  recollection  of 
what  has  passed  on  previous  occasions, 
I  am  quito  sure  there  is  no  way  in  which 
we  could  more  seriously  injure  the  great 
public  interests  involved  in  this  question 
than  by  making  any  undue  demand 
upon  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  a  lengthened  time,  with  a  view  to 
the  consideration  of  this  matter.  Of 
all  things  to  be  desired,  and  what  I  am 
sure  I  may  expect  my  hon.  Friends  near 
me  to  keep  in  view  and  to  impress  on 
our  minds  is,  that  it  is  of  the  highest 
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importance  that  we  should  proceed  to 
give  a  definitive  judgment  upon  this 
question  at  the  very  earliest  moment 
consistent  with  the  largeness  of  some 
of  the  points  and  the  necessary  com- 
plexity of  the  subject.  Therefore,  what- 
ever reasonable  demand  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  may  make  in  that 
respect  undoubted  ly  will  have  our  support. 
I  think,  without  prejudice  to  the  free- 
dom of  judgment  of  the  House,  I  may 
fairly  say  that  the  prospect  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before  us 
inspires  us  with  the  hope  that  much 
public  benefit  may  be  extracted  from  the 
plan  which  he  has  propounded.  I  will 
not  say  whether  it  is  to  operate  upon 
the  largest  scale  which  the  most  san- 
guine man  may  hope  for,  or  whether  it 
will  operate  only  upon  a  more  limited 
scale  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer regards  as  being  more  absolutely 
within  his  reach ;  but  I  will  confine 
myself  to  the  general  observation  that 
much  good,  I  feel  satisfied,  will  be  ex- 
tracted from  it.  No  doubt,  the  question 
of  the  precise  amount  of  time  to  be 
allowed  for  giving  assent  is  a  question 
of  considerable  delicacy  and  difficulty. 
I  do  not  think  it  right  that  we  should  be 
more  severe  on  the  present  occasion  than 
the  latest  precedent  warrants.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  is  right  that  we  should 
take  into  view  that  within  the  last  30  or 
40  years,  and  since  the  latest  of  the 
greater  operations,  the  means  of  com- 
munication have  been  very  greatly  facili- 
tated and  expedited,  and  something  may 
be  allowed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  that  very  account.  There 
was  one  point  on  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  made  an  appeal  to  us, 
and  which  I  am  very  desirous  to  answer. 
He  said  that  he  hoped  that  there  would 
be  no  undue  disposition  to  press  him  for 
a  disclosure  of  the  terms  and  particulars 
at  the  present  moment,  or  at  any  early 
stage,  as  to  the  mode  in  which  repay- 
ment is  to  be  effected  in  those  cases  in 
which  it  is  necessary.  With  regard  to 
this  subject,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer undoubtedly  made  out  a  very 
strong  case  from  references  to  former 
examples,  showing  that  it  has  been  the 
practice  of  Parliament,  founded  upon 
wise  principles  of  consideration  for  the 
public  interest,  to  reserve  to  itself  great 
discretion,  either  to  be  exercised  by  it- 
self or  by  the  Executive  Government, 
and  it  has  not  been  the  practice  to  make 


premature  engagements  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  causing  considerable 
embarrassment  at  later  stages  with  re- 
spect to  the  details  of  the  manner  in 
which,  in  the  event  of  refusal  to  accept 
these  terms,  repayment  to  the  public 
creditor  would  be  made.  Then  I  wish 
to  refer  to  another  point  mentioned  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
undoubtedly  it  is  a  point  which  the 
public  creditor  will  justly  and  wisely 
take  into  his  consideration.  I  speak 
here  from  a  long  experience  of  these 
matters,  and  having  felt  most  severely 
the  comparative  impotence  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  it  stood  40  or  50  years  ago, 
with  respect  to  the  amount  resting  in  its 
hands  and  available  at  its  own  dis- 
cretion for  making  good  its  position  in 
the  Money  Market  in  the  event  of  a 
great  monetary  operation  upon  the 
National  Debt.  I  think  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  in  no  degree 
overstated  the  immense  improvement  in 
the  position  of  the  Exchequer.  I  may 
even  say  that,  although  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  not  understated 
it,  yet  the  statement  he  made  is  one 
which  would  not  of  itself,  I  think,  give 
the  full  measure  of  that  improvement. 
In  one  portion  of  his  speech  he  said 
that  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Gfoulbum's  ope- 
ration the  Government  had  nothing  in 
their  hands  excepting  £30,000,000  of 
Savings  Banks'  deposits,  which,  how- 
ever, might  be  regarded  as  a  fund 
intended  to  assist  them  in  carrying 
through  an  operation  of  this  kind.  He 
then  went  on  to  say  that  there  is  now 
a  capital  of  £60,000,000  instead  of 
£30,000,000  at  the  command  of  the 
Government.  Now  I  venture  to  make 
two  remarks  upon  that  subject,  both  of 
them  tending  not  to  weaken,  but  rather 
to  enhance,  the  effect  which  it  may  be 
calculated  to  produce.  First  of  all  with 
regard  to  the  £30,000,000.  At  the  time 
when  Mr.  Goulbum  had  to  effect  his 
operation  we  had  not  yet  reached  to  the 
full  acknowledgment  of  what  I  take  to 
be  undeniably  the  sound  and  true  doc- 
trine that,  with  regard  to  Savings  Banks' 
deposits,  the  State  or  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  a  banker  and  not  a 
trustee.  The  old  doctrine  which  the 
trustees  of  Savings  Banks  were  then 
disposed  to  promote  was  that  he  was 
only  a  trustee,  and  had  no  more  discretion 
in  the  use  of  those  funds  than  a  trustee 
possesses.    A  banker  does,  at  his  own 
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risk,  as  be  thinks  proper  with  the  funds 
at  his  command.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  does  what  he  thinks  proper, 
or  what  Parliament  has  thought  proper 
to  enable  him  to  do.  It  was  only  in  a 
long  course  of  years  that  that  doctrine 
came  thoroughly  to  be  understood.  But 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
another  portion  of  his  speech,  stated 
what  is  most  important — namely,  that  if 
you  take  the  capital  value  of  the  deposits 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  State,  they  are  far 
more  than  £60,000,000.  I  believe  they 
have  distinctly  reached  £100,000,000^; 
but  for  convenience,  and  even  the  en- 
hancement of  the  power  of  the  Gk)vern- 
ment,  a  large  portion  of  these  deposits 
has  been  converted  into  Annuities  now 
rapidly  repayable,  which  consequently 
places  a  large  amount  month  by  month, 
or  certainly  quarter  by  quarter,  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. This  I  venture  to  say,  because  I 
think  it  is  material,  that  it  should  be 
understood  that  if,  on  the  one  side,  he 
is  endeavouring  to  deal  with  a  very  large 
amount  of  the  Public  Debt,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  is  in  a  position  of  strength 
which  has  been  gradually  in  course  of 
expansion,  and  which  I  hope  Parliament 
will  enable  him  to  use  to  the  public 
advantage.  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
with  further  observations,  except  on  this 
occasion  to  give  my  congratulations  and 
the  expression  to  him  of  my  hearty  good 
wishes  for  the  careful  and  candid  and, 
as  far  as  possible,  favourable  considera- 
tion of  these  proposals,  which  evidently 
have  been  elaborated  with  so  much  care 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the  expres- 
sion of  my  own  full  conviction  that  no 
motives  connected  with  the  organization 
of  Party  or  difference  of  opinion  on  any 
other  subject,  will  prevent  the  House, 
or  any  portion  or  section  of  the  House, 
from  giving  to  this  subject  and  to  these 
proposals  an  entirely  and  absolutely 
candid  and  impartial  consideration. 

Mr.  GOSOUEN:  In  reply  to  the 
question  put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
I  have  to  say  that  I  shall  bring  in  a 
Bill  founded  on  the  Eeport  of  these 
Hesolutions  on  Monday.  The  Bill,  I 
hope,  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  Tuesday,  and  we  propose  to  take 
the  second  reading  on  Friday  at  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  at  2  o'clock.  I  would  add 
the  expression  of  my  most  cordial  thanks 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  has  received  these 
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proposals,  and  say  how  deeply  gratified 
I  am  to  have,  I  will  not  say  the  counten- 
ance, for  I  do  not  wish  to  commit  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  but  the  general  sense 
of  approval  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  in  the  Government  of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel  in  1844,  when  Mr.  Qoul- 
bum's  second  great  and  successful  con- 
version took  place. 

SibWILLIAM  HAECOURT(Derby): 
I  understand  that  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  will  be  taken  on  the  16  th  of 
March  ? 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Yes. 

Sib  AViLLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Then 
what  will  be  the  exact  day  on  which 
notices  will  be  given.  I  understand 
it  will  be  on  the  29th  of  March  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  In  the  case  of  the 
Act  of  1844  Mr.  Goulburn  proposed 
Resolutions  on  the  8th  of  March ;  the 
Royal  Assent  was  given  on  the  22nd  of 
March,  and  the  time  for  expression  of 
dissent  expired  on  the  23rd  of  March. 
In  this  case  the  time  for  such  ex- 
pression is  prolonged  beyond  what  it 
was  in  the  days  of  Mr.  Qoulbum— 
namely,  to  the  29th  March;  but  we 
shall  press  forward  the  Bill  if  there 
is  a  general  feeling  in  favour  of  it  in 
the  House.  After  it  has  passed  the 
second  reading  on  Friday  we  shall 
proceed  immediately  to  take  the  Com- 
mittee stage,  and  then  the  remaining 
stages  as  fast  as  possible.  I  should 
hope,  if  there  is  a  general  assent  to  the 
broad  principles  of  the  Bill,  that  it  may 
become  law  on  the  23rd  or  24th  of  March. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse  me,  I 
am  sure,  for  asking  one  other  question. 
On  what  date  are  we  to  understand  that 
notices  will  issue  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No  individual 
notices  have  been  given  in  this  case. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am 
speaking  of  Gazette  notices. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Of  course,  every 
opportunity  will  be  taken  to  give  the 
utmost  publicity.  I  have  not  examined 
all  the  precedents  on  this  point;  bat 
every  means  will  be  taken  to  ventilate 
the  subject  so  that  holders  generally 
will  know  what  is  going  on ;  and  I 
shall  be  most  careful  to  see  that  every 
one  has  proper  notice. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  asked 
if  this  would  affect  the  interest  on  the 
Savings  Bank  Accounts.  Would  this 
be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill? 


in        Parliamentary  Under       {Mauch  9,  1888} 

Mb.  GOSOHEN:  No,  it  is  not  touched 
in  the  Bill.  No  doubt  it  is  a  question 
which  will  arise  at  a  future  date. 

Mb. W.E.GLADSTONE:  Imaypoint 
out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  this  is  an 
entirely  separate  and  distinct  arrange- 
ment. The  position  with  regard  to  the 
Sayings  Bank  Trustees  is  a  mere  co- 
incidoDce. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Ex- 
chequer would  ascertain  who  were  the 
trustees,  seeing  that  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land did  not  recognize  trustees  in  their 
hooks. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man puts  this  question  at  another  time, 
I  will  explain  what  the  clauses  will  be 
with  regard  to  trustees.  The  point  is 
one  that  will  not  fail  to  be  noticed. 

Sib  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  would  point  out  that  obviously 
the  statement  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  go  all  over  the  coimtry  in  the 
papers  of  that  evening,  and  therefore 
no  oue  would  have  reason  to  complain 
of  want  of  notice. 

Mb.  MURDOCH  (Reading)  asked 
when  the  bonus  of  ^  per  cent  to  the 
consenting  holders  of  Consols  was  to  be 
paid — whether  or  not  it  would  be  paid 
with  the  first  dividend. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  will 
be  paid  with  the  first  quarterly  dividend, 
if  not  before. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  that  he  under- 
stood that  until  there  was  fresh  legis- 
lation the  Savings  Bank  system  would 
remain  as  at  present. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  :  Yes  Sir. 
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(4.)  That  all  sums  for  defraying  expenses  in- 
curred in  carrying  out  such  conversion  and  re- 
demption, including  such  sums  as  may  bo 
required  for  facilitating  such  conversion,  and 
additional  remuneration  to  the  Banks  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  he  charged  on  tho  Consolidated 
Fund. 

(5.)  That  provision  he  made  for  carrying  out 
the  arrangements  necessary  for  such  conversion 
of  stocks  and  redemption  of  annuities.  1 1 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

EAST    INDIA    (PURCHASE    AND    COK- 
STRUCTION   OF  RAILWAYS)  BILL. 

SECOND  BEADING.      [ADJOUBNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [5th  March],  ^*  That 
the  Bill  be  now  road  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed* 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  next. 


Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  following  Eesolutions  wore  also 
agreed  to: — 

(2.)  That  the  sums  required  in  connection  witli 
Buch  conversion  and  redemption  ho  raised  hy 
the  creation  of  new  stock,  or  hy  the  issue  of 
Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer  Bills,  or  Treasury 
Bills,  or  hy  temporary  loans,  and  that  the 
principal  moneys  so  horrowed,  and  all  interest 
xrom  time  to  time  due  thereon,  he  charged  on 
the  Oonsolidatcd  Fund. 

(3.)  That  such  new  stock  ho  created,  hearing 
interest  for  tho  year  ending  on  tho  dth  day  of 
April  1889  at  the  rate  of  three  pounds  per  cent, 
and  thereafter  until  tho  5th  day  of  April  1903, 
at  the  rate  of  two  pounds  fifteen  shillings  per 
cent,  and  thereafter  at  the  rate  of  two  pounds 
ten  shillings  per  cent,  and  that  the  diyidends 
thereon  be  paid  quarterly, 

YOL.  OOOXXIII.       [third  sebibs.] 


PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OP 
IRELAND,    [SALARY,  &c.] 

COMMITTEE. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

The  FIEST  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand. 
Westminster)  said,  ho  wished  to  make 
an  appeal  to  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  not  to  oppose  this 
Resolution.  Ho  was  aware  that  those 
hon.  Member  strongly  objected  to  the 
Bill ;  but  he  would  undertake  that  full 
opportunity  for  discussion  should  be 
afforded  on  the  second  reading.  It 
would  be'  quite  unusual  to  oppose  the 
measure  at  this  stage. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

'*That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  a  Salary  to  tho  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland."— 
(Mr,  William  Henri/  Smith.) 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
objected  to  this  Bill  ah  initiOf  because  it 
created  a  new  office.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
tell  them  that  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  but  he  claimed  before  the  Bill 
was  introduced,  or  even  this  stage  taken 

2  B 
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thac  some  explanaUou  snouid  be  given 
by  the  Government  of  the  principle  that 
justified  them  in  introducing  it  at  all. 
It  was  monstrous,  in  view  of  the  de- 
nunciations which  had  been  launched 
against  the  system  of  Government  prac- 
ticed in  Dublin  Castle,  by  both  Parties 
in  that  House,  that  any  measure  should 
bo  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
a  new  Office,  no  matter  what  might  be 
tho  salary  in  connection  with  the  Castle. 
The  Bill  was  the  more  extraordinary 
because  they  had  been  favoured  before- 
hand with  experience  of  what  they 
might  expect ;  they  knew  already  the 
value  of  the  Gentleman  to  whom  they 
were  now  asked  to  give  this  salary.  He 
also  understood  from  reports  that  had 
been  spread  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  to  receive  pajrment  for  his  past 
work.  Speaking  from  their  experience 
the  action  of  the  Government  had  been 
neither  more  nor  loss  than  a  device  of 
extreme  ingenuity  to  make  the  condition 
of  things  at  Dublin  Castle  worse  than  it 
was  before ;  because,  whereas  at  least 
thoy  had  in  the  past  one  official  on 
whom  they  could  come  in  that  House 
and  upon  whom  they  could  cast  the 
responsibility  of  tho  Dublin  Castle 
system,  thoy  had  now  tho  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  tho  Islo  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King- 
Harm  an)  opposed  as  a  buffer  between 
tho  responsibility  of  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment and  the  Irish  Members  in 
tho  House,  It  was  recognized  by  tho 
whole  country  that  tho  duty  and  busi- 
ness of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to 
rofuse  all  information  to  Irish  Members 
and  to  answer  their  Questions  as  an 
irresponsible  official.  Thoy  knew  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  more 
power  over  the  Government  Department 
than  any  one  of  themselves,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  monstrous  that  the  only  offi- 
cial who  now  answered  Questions  on 
Irish  affairs  should  bo  an  official  with- 
out any  responsibility  whatever.  They 
had  been  subjected  to  this  method  for 
nearly  a  year,  and  its  object  was  tho- 
roughly understood  by  them.  They 
had  noticed  that  although  the  Irish 
Secretary  entered  the  House,  all  the 
hard  work  was  done  by  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  who  pro- 
tected the  Government  from  being 
called  to  account  for  the  proceedings 
of  the  Irish  Administration.     He  con- 
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sidered  it  an  extremely  unwise  proceed- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
attach  to  the  Irish  Department  this 
well-known  favourite  at  the  Castle  in 
Dublin.  The  system  at  Dublin  Caetle 
had  not  only  been  denounced  by  the 
Party  in  that  House  denominated  Home 
Eulers,  but  denunciation  equally  strong 
had  come  from  tho  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Eossendale,  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Unionist  Party.  It  was  not 
many  years  ago  that  he  had  read  in  a 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  that  the 
system  pursued  in  Dublin  Castle  could 
not  continue  long,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment were  about  to  add  another  vested 
interest  to  the  mass  of  corruption  with 
which  the  House  would  be  called  upon 
very  shortly  to  deal,  and  they  were  to 
have  another  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
nected with  the  system  at  a  salary  of 
£1,500  or  £2,000  a-year  who  would 
eventually  have  to  be  bought  out.  He 
believed  that  in  view  of  this  consensus 
of  opinion  the  whole  system  of  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland  would  have  to  be 
altered  before  long,  either  in  the  direc- 
tion in  which  the  Unionist  Party  or  the 
Home  Rule  Party  wanted  to  go.  Every- 
one admitted  that  the  change  must  be 
sweeping  and  radical,  and  that  it  must 
come  soon.  Not  a  single  reason  had 
been  vouchsafed  by  the  Governmeut  to 
the  Houso  for  this  deliberate  creation  of 
a  now  officer  whose  vested  interest  he 
had  already  said  would  have  to  bo 
bought  out  hereafter  at  an  enormous 
cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
He  said  that  Irish  Members  before 
allowing  this  Bill  to  go  any  farther  were 
entitled  to  a  statement  on  the  part  of 
the  Irish  Government  as  to  why  this 
now  Office  was  necessary.  Before  sitting 
down  ho  should  once  more  protest  in  the 
name  of  tho  Irish  Members  against  that 
method  of  putting  up  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thauet  to  answer  Questions  on 
Irish  matters.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  stated  sometime 
ago  on  a  certain  occasioUi  when  he 
visitod  his  constituents  in  the  Isle  of 
Thanet,  that  since  he  became  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  he  had  laboured 
14  hours  a-day,  and  had  not  received  a 
shilling  for  his  labour.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
regretted  that  he  had  laboured  14  hours 
a-day  at  his  work,  because  he  was  truly  at 
a  loss  to  know  at  what  he  had  been  labour- 
ing.   But  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
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Gentleman  wanted  some  relief  from  his 
labour  all  he  could  say  was  that  Irish 
Members  would  gladly  spare  him  from 
the  House  of  Commons  at  Question 
Time.  The  power  of  questioning  Minis- 
ters was  one  of  the  most  important 
rights  that  could  be  possessed  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  but  the  power  of 
questioning  Ministers  had  become  for 
Irish  Members  nothing  more  than  a 
farce,  because  they  were  not  allowed  to 
question  anyone  who  was  responsible  for 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  but  a  lay 
figure,  a  most  imposing  one  he  admitted, 
had  been  put  before  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  answer  their  Questions,  and  they 
might  just  as  well  set  up  an  automaton 
for  the  purpose  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  was  concerned.  It  was 
a  perfect  mockery  to  put  up  a  man  of 
this  kind  to  answer  Questions  with  re- 
gard to  one  of  the  most  important  De- 
partments of  Government,  and  for  that 
reason  he  contended  that  Irish  Members 
had  every  reason  and  were  entitled  to 
struggle  with  all  their  power  against  the 
first  stage  of  this  proposal. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne)  said,  he  was  very  reluctant  not 
to  be  able  to  comi)ly  with  the  request  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
the  Opposition  should  allow  the  present 
stage  to  be  taken  without  discussion. 
The  circumstances  under  which  the 
Motion  was  made  were  not  quite  of  an 
ordinary  kind.  On  the  14th  of  April 
last  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said, 
in  answer  to  a  Question  of  his,  that  no 
salary  was  to  be  attached  to  this  Office. 
Not  satisfied  to  leave  the  matter  there, 
he  put  a  Question  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  made  a  very  distinct  announce- 
ment indeed — 

<<  No  document  will  be  laid  before  Parliament 
describing  the  nature  and  duties  of  the  Office, 
or  the  conditions  under  which  it  is  held  ;  but 
it  is  right  to  state  distinctly  that  no  salary  or 
profit  is  attached  to  this  Office." — (3  JlansMtd 
[31.^]  1003). 

When  it  turned  out  that,  after  all,  a 
salary  was  to  be  attached  to  it,  surely 
they  had  a  right,  at  the  present  stage, 
to  ask  an  exmanation  from  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
the  other  night  alleged  some  sort  of 
necessity  for  such  an  Office  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  difficult  Bills  to 
conduct  through  Parliament,  and  that 
he  needed  this  assistance   to   answer 


Questions.  But  his  Predecessors  in  the 
same  Office — the  late  Mr.  Forster  and 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
— were  quite  as  much  bombarded  with 
Questions  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  and  the  measures  they  had  in 
charge  wore  not  less  onerous  in  their 
character.  When  he  was  Chief  Secre- 
tary, although  he  did  not  hold  the  Office 
long,  there  was  no  Irish  officer  in  the 
House  but  himself.  He  should  like  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
what  was  the  case  to  be  made  out  for 
the  creation  of  this  Office. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  of  course,  the  Govern- 
ment had  ample  power  to  create  this 
Office  without  salary ;  but  also,  of  course, 
when  it  became  an  office  of  emolument, 
it  was  necessary  to  get  an  Act.  When 
last  year  he  stated  that  no  salary  was 
attached  to  the  Office,  no  salary  was 
actually  payable;  but  they  never  pro- 
tended that  they  were  going  to  ask  any 
Gentleman  to  permanently  undertake 
the  onerous  and  responsible  duties  of 
this  Office  without  pay.  They  wore  of 
opinion  that  even  an  Irish  Under  Se- 
cretary was  worthy  of  his  hire.  He 
was  not  there  to  deny  that  Mr.  Forster's 
duties  were  severe ;  but  even  Mr.  Forster 
never  had  eo  much  responsible  work  to 
do  as  he  had  in  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament. Mr.  Forster  was  not  respon- 
sible for  the  Land  Act ;  he  had  the  con- 
duct of  the  Coercion  Act  of  1 88 1 .  Then 
as  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  he  was  not  in  the 
Cabinet ;  the  chief  burden  fell  on  Lord 
Spencer,  and  the  carrying  of  the  Act  of 
1882  fell  mainly  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  William  Haroourt). 
As  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  he  had  not 
during  his  term  of  Office  had  arrayed 
against  him  the  phalanx  of  Nationalist 
Members,  who,  whatever  might  be  said 
against  them,  were  not  deficient  in  Par- 
liamentary tact.  They  were  pastmasters 
in  the  art  of  giving  Ministers  of  the 
Crown  plenty  of  work  to  do.  He  antici- 
pated from  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  great  assist- 
ance ;  in  fact,  he  had  already  given  great 
assistance,  particularly  in  connection 
with  the  Local  Government  Board.  But, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  conduce  to  the 
proper  administration    of  business    ia 
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Ireland  that  there  should  be  a  Gentle- 
man with  a  distinct  ofEcial  position  on 
the  Local  Qovornment  Board  of  that 
country.  The  Chief  Secretary  would 
still  bo  President  of  that  Board,  which, 
unfortunately,  he  was  not  able  to  attend. 
But  next  to  him  in  authority  would  be 
the  Under  Secretary,  whose  duty  it  would 
be  to  go  into  the  vast  mass  of  important 
details,  and  who  would  be  responsible, 
at  the  same  time,  to  Parliament  and  to 
the  Chief  Secretary.  This  change  alone 
ought  to  secure  the  general  acceptance 
of  the  Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  must  strongly  protest  against 
the  creation  of  this  now  Ofhce.  The 
House  of  Commons  always  looked  with 
jealousy  on  a  proceeding  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  explained  that 
he  ought  to  have  stated  that  the  Local 
Government  in  Ireland  permanently 
consisted  of  three  Members.  It  was 
proposed  to  abolish  one  of  these  ofEces 
when  a  vacancy  occurred,  which  would 
make  a  saving  of  £1,200  a-year. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
he  thought  it  singular  that  at  a  time 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  truly  said  he 
was  heavily  burdened  with  work  in 
fighting  the  Coercion  Bill  through  the 
House  of  Commons  an  unpaid  Under 
Secretary  was  appointed.  Now,  when 
it  was  the  great  claim  of  the  Government 
on  the  country  that  there  was  to  be  a 
Session  without  Irish  legislation,  a  paid 
Under  Secretary  was  to  bo  appointed. 
This  was  not  a  position  which  would 
commend  itself  to  one's  common  sense. 
The  Government  had  done  what  was 
called  inserting  the  thin  end  of  the  wedge 
leust  Session.  That  was  a  curious  phrase, 
for  he  never  heard  of  inserting  the  thick 
end  of  the  wedge.  It  was  very  like  the 
system  which  he  thought  had  disap- 
peared from  the  administrative  system 
of  this  country.  In  former  times  unpaid 
attacMe  used  to  bo  appointed  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  not  good  for 
much,  and  so  did  not  get  any  pay.  After 
a  time  it  was  said  that  those  gentlemen 
had  done  good  work  and  ought  to  be 
paid.  The  Government  had  pledged 
themselves  to  tho  eyes  that  they  would 
not  appoint  a  paid  Under  Secretary,  and 
certainly  if  one  was  uot  wanted  last  year 
he  was  not  wanted  now.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  said  that  quite 
M  much  work  had  to  be  done  in  his  time. 

Jfr.  A,  J.  Balfour 


Ho  did  not  want  to  make  invidioua  com- 
parisons; but  from  1880  to  1885  the 
work  was  at  least  as  heavy  as  it  was 
now.  In  Mr.  Forster's  time,  when  an 
Arms  Bill  had  to  be  carried,  no  new 
OfHce  was  created ;  but  a  Cabinet  Minis- 
ter, who  happened  to  bo  himself,  took 
charge  of  tho  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken  of  the  activity  of  the 
National  League  Members ;  but  the  Gt)- 
vernment  of  1880  had  to  face  all  that 
and  more.  They  had  to  face  the  oppo- 
sition of  hon.  Members  now  sitting  below 
the  Gangway  and  that  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Han- 
dolph  Churchill),  who  gave  the  Bill  what 
he  called  '^  a  parting  kick."  Thus  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  case  what- 
ever for  going  contrary  to  the  pledge  of 
last  Session.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  he  was  going  to  make 
this  Gentleman  the  second  in  command 
over  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland.  They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
about  local  self-government  for  Ireland. 
The  people  who  were  not  Home  Rulers 
were  all  for  local  self-government — 
similar,  and  to  use  the  phrase  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  ''  similar  and  simul- 
taneous," institutions  in  Ireland.  The 
Unionists  were  all  for  local  self-govern- 
ment. The  plan  of  the  Government  foi 
carrying  out  this  policy  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  who  was 
an  Irishman  by  birth;  but  had  been 
imable  to  find  an  Irish  constituency  to 
return  him.  A  more  complete  mockery 
of  the  promise  of  local  self-goyemment 
could  not  be  imagined,  and  he,  for  one, 
protested  strongly  against  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  die  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  got  up 
immediately  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair,  and  on  tho  ground  that  the  course 
was  unusual,  asked  Irish  Members  not 
to  oppose  this  stage  of  the  Bill.  They 
had  already  given  the  Government  one 
stage  of  the  Bill  when  pressed  to  do  so ; 
but  what  happened  when  a  Bill  similar 
to  this  was  introduced  in  the  case  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  ?  That  Bill  was 
opposed  by  Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff, 
now  of  Teheran  and  elsewhere,  in  con- 
junction with  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  and  other  Oon- 
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soryatives.  The  House  attended  at  a 
morning  sitting  to-day  for  the  purpose 
of  considering  the  proposal  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
converei  )n  of  Consols,  and  that  business 
having  been  practically  unopposed,  the 
Government  had  taken  advantage  of 
there  being  no  other  Business  on  the 
Paper  to  suggest  that  the  present  Bill 
should  be  allowed  to  pass  without  pro- 
test. He  wondered  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  moved  the  Closure  of 
the  debate,  but  there  being  no  other 
measure  on  the  Paper,  had  that  been 
done,  hon.  Members  would  have  gone  to 
the  Heading  or  Dining  Eooni,  and  there 
would  have  been  an  interval  until  9 
o'clock.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  got 
up  he  had  expected  that  ho  would  have 
begun  his  statement  with  an  explana- 
tion with  regard  to  the  question  of  non- 
resignation.  It  was  understood  last  year 
that  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Tbanet 
received  a  salary  he  would  have  to  re- 
sign his  seat,  but  it  did  not  suit  the 
Government  that  he  should  resign,  and 
so  it  was  stated  that  he  was  to  receive 
no  salary.  The  Act  of  Anne,  provided 
that  no  new  Office  or  place  of  profit 
under  the  Crown  should  be  created 
without  tho  resignation  followed  of  the 
Member  appointed  to  it.  And  it  was 
the  argument  last  year  of  the  late 
Attorney  General  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell),  that 
even  the  acceptance  of  Office  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  without  salary  vacated 
the  seat.  Although  there  might  be  a 
question  or  controversy  on  that  point  he 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  submitted  that  the 
practice  and  precedent  of  Parliament 
had  always  been  that,  even  in  the  case 
of  an  unsalaried  Office,  there  should  be 
resignation.  That  was  the  case  with 
the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr.  H.  Glad- 
stone) who  vacated  his  seat  on  accept- 
ance of  the  Office  of  a  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. But  the  Office  of  tho  Under 
Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  which  was  an  absolutely  new 
Office  created  last  year,  they  were  told, 
did  not  vacate  the  seat  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet,  who  was  to  receive  a  salary  of 
£1,000  a-year.  Since  the  Union  thero 
had  been  no  such  thing  as  a  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland.    The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had  read 
from  Hansard  the  statement  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanot  would  get  no  salary ;  and  not 
only  was  that  the  impression  on  the 
minds  of  Irish  Members  and  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  but  it  was 
the  impression  on  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  himself,  who  had 
announced  to  an  assembly  of  Licensed 
Victuallers  at  Margate,  that  the  Irish 
Membors  were  living  on  the  savings  of 
the  Irish  servant  girls,  and  that  he,  an 
Irish  gentloman,  was  doing  the  whole 
work  of  Under  Secretary  for  noth* 
ing.  He  had  shown  that  it  was  the 
construction  placed  on  the  arrangement 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  himself,  that  there 
was  to  be  no  salary  attached  to  the 
Office,  and  they  were  therefore  now  met 
by  a  complete  change  of  front  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  From  the 
Union  to  the  present  time  no  one  had 
dreamt  that  an  Under  Secretary  was 
required,  or  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  not  do  the  work  of  his  Office  with- 
out a  coadjutor ;  but  it  seemed  now  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  required  assistance ; 
and  who  was  the  coadjutor  that  had 
been  chosen  ?  He  could  have  under- 
stood the  selection  of  a  man  who  was  in 
some  sympathy  with  the  aspirations  of 
the  Irish  people,  or  of  one  who  would 
be  on  friendly  terms  with  Irish  MemberSi 
because  although  it  had  not  been  the  case 
for  some  years  in  that  House,  previous 
Governments  had  been  able  to  find  judi- 
cial officers  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  who  had  been  on  such 
terms  with  them  and  the  vast  body  of 
the  Irish  people.  This  had  been  the 
case  with  Mr.  Law  and  Mr.  JohnstoOi 
and  even  imder  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment Irish  Members  had  not  been  on 
unfriendly  terms  with  Mr.  Gibson  or 
with  the  present  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  When  there  was  so  large  a 
choice,  it  was  unfortunate  that  a  gentle- 
man so  obnoxious  and  so  repugnant  to 
the  Irish  people  should  have  been  ap- 
pointed. But  above  all  things,  the 
Irish  people  hated  a  turncoat,  and  the 
best  evidence  of  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  a  turn- 
coat was  to  be  found  in  a  letter  whiol^ 
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liG  wrote  ia  tho  year  1870  to  T/io  Nation 
newspaper,  in  which  ho  said — 

•*  Mr.  O'Neill  Daunt,  in  his  letter  in  your 
last  issue,  has  well  described  my  position, 
lie  ropeats  what  I  stated  in  a  speech  made 
during  my  canvass,  which  speech  was,  of  course, 
unknown  to  him,  and  an  argument  that  I 
used  in  proof  of  my  smcority— namely,  that 
hy  throwing  myself  into  tho  ranks  of  repeal, 
(not  of  local  government  or  Homo  Rule)— hy 
throwing  myself  into  the  ranks  of  repeal  I  had 
rut  myolf  adrift  from  all  English  parties- 
Whig  or  Tnry,  Con?jorvative  or  Radical,  as  no 
English  (fovernmont  could  think  of  offering 
])laco  or  pension,  wore  I  disposed  to  accept  it, 
of  auy  kind,  or  to  a  man  who  had  putilicly 
})rochiiinud  }iims'»lf  in  f;ivour  of  Irish  1  Ionic 
Rule  as  opposed  to  English  misgovornment." 

He  thought  the  Qoveminent  might  have 
found,  if  they  had  been  willing  to  go  to 
tho  North  of  Ireland,  some  Gentleman 
who  would  not  have  been  personally 
offensive  and  obnoxious  to  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  on  that  side.  He 
did  not  think  even  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  had  ever  called  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  Ireland  **  tho  Fcum  of  the 
swill-tub  of  Ireland,"  which  was  one  of 
the  flowers  of  rhetoric  of  which  the 
Under  Secretary  was  the  solo  inventor. 
He  said,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
had  made  this  appointment  as  offensive 
and  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
as  it  was  possible  to  make  it.  The 
Government  had  on  former  occasions 
refused  to  appoint  Members  for  the 
North  of  Ireland  to  some  ofiices,  be- 
cause, as  they  said,  they  would  at  once 
be  met  with  the  argument  that  those 
Members  were  Orangemen.  But  he 
asked  if  that  objection  did  not  lie  against 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
tho  Isle  of  Thanftt  ?  Not  only  was  tho 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  an 
Orangeman,  but  ho  had  boasted  in  a 
public  speech  that  he  had  gone  down  to 
the  County  of  Roscommon  and  founded 
a  lodge  there,  and  that  he  had  intro- 
duced Orange  principles  into  the 
county.  Then,  again,  the  Government 
might  say  they  could  not  appoint  a 
Member  for  Ulster  because  it  would  be 
said  at  once  that  ho  was  a  landlord  and 
a  rack-renter.  But  was  there  anyone 
who  had  so  black  a  reputation  on  this 
ground  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tieman  ?  They  were  told  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  they  were  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  life 
and  adventures  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  at  a  later  stage.  He  was 

Mr.  T.  M,  Eealy. 


glad  of  that.  In  the  meantime  he 
pointed  out  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  having  been  taunted 
with  joining  the  Nationalist  Party,  and 
had  his  platforms  stormed  by  the  Whigs 
in  Dublin,  went  down  to  Longford  and 
put  forward  his  claim  on  the  popular 
party  there ;  then  he  went  to  Boscom- 
mon,  where  ho  issued  an  address  which 
was  not  sufficient  ;  and  Patrick 
Egan,  tho  Treasurer  of  the  Land 
League,  went  to  him  and  wrote  for  him 
a  second  address,  which  was  posted  on 
every  wall  of  Roscommon,  and  it  was 
novor  denied  that  Egan  paid  the  expense 
for  printing  and  posting  tho  bills.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  then 
went  to  Sligo,  where  he  was  proposed  by 
the  Very  Eev.  Canon  McDermot,  and  so 
strong  were  the  pledges  he  gave  to  the 
Nationalists,  that  he  was  returned  for 
Sligo  unopposed.  After  this,  the  first 
thing  he  did  was  to  go  into  retirement 
for  a  couple  of  months,  and  although  ho 
had  pledged  himself  to  his  Sligo  con- 
stituents to  remain  independent  of  Eng- 
lish parties,  yet  when  he  came  into  tho 
House  of  Commons,  to  which  he  was 
introduced  by  two  Tory  Members,  one 
of  whom  was  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  he 
took  his  seat  at  once  upon  the  Tory 
Benches.  There  he  had  seconded  Mr. 
Butt*s  Home  Eule  Motion  in  1877,  but 
immediately  ratted  from  his  Party, 
although  he  had  been  Secretary  to  the 
Home  Eule  Conference  of  1873.  The 
Government  had«  therefore,  selected  a 
man  for  Under  Secretary  to  whom  might 
be  applied,  with  a  slight  variation,  the 
words  of  Moore  with  regard  to  Sheridan 
— namely,  that  "  he  had  run  through 
each  mood  of  the  lyre,  and  was  master  of 
all  ;*' — **  Lyre,"  of  course,  spelt  with  a 
'^  y."  This  was  the  gentleman  who  had 
been  adopted  as  the  spokesman  in  that 
House  of  the  Irish  Government.  He  had 
touched  on  the  political  record  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
some  extent,  but  not  as  fully  as  they 
should  do  later  on  when  they  had  the 
opportunity  for  examination  and  inquiry 
which  the  First  Lord  was  so  anxious  to 
afford  ;  but,  he  asked,  was  there  ever  the 
record  of  any  gentleman  being  appointed 
Privy  Councillor  with  such  antecedents 
as  those  of  the  present  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ?  He  did  not  see  why  they, 
who  had  been  denounced  by  him  as 
*'  the  scum  of  the  swill-tub  of  Ireland  " 
and  the  receivers  of  the  dollars  of  Irish 
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servant  girls,  and  the  dupera  of  the  Irish 
people,  should  go  at  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  with  gloves  off.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman's  (Mr.  John 
Morley's)  plea  for  an  ** amnesty"  for 
2)a8t  utterances  of  Irish  Nationalists  had 
been  ridiculed  by  the  Tories,  and  why 
should  they  expect  more  delicate  hand- 
ling when  they  gave  no  quarter 
themselves?  Irish  Members  had  been 
in  prison  under  the  Coercion  Act;  he 
forgot  what  he  had  been  put  in  for, 
but  ho  knew  it  was  for  something 
not  very  clearly  defined ;  and  several 
of  his  hon.  Friends,  *  among  them  the 
Member  for  Clare  (Mr.  Cox)  and  the 
ex-Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan)  had  been  imprisoned  for 
offences  in  connection  with  speeches  or 
under  the  Press  Clauses  of  the  Act ;  but 
was  there  any  Irish  Members  down  to 
the  gentleman  who  had  been  sentenced 
to  be  hanged,  drawn,  and  quartered,  who 
could  be  charged  with  a  single  thing  of 
which  he  need  be  ashamed  ?  The  Go- 
vernment had  searched  every  incident  of 
their  lives,  but  what  had  they  been  able 
to  eite  against  them  ?  What,  however, 
was  the  case  with  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet,  who  last  year  declared 
in  the  House  that  if  he  had  met  Mr. 
Weldon  he  would  have  had  the  first  shot 
at  him,  and  who  had  been  sentenced  by 
a  London  Magistrate  for  acts  in  connec- 
tion with  a  place  which  was  happily  no 
more — namely,  the  Cremorne  Gardens  ? 
It  was  the  purist  Conservative  Party 
who  appointed  this  Gentleman,  and  yet 
their  supporters  and  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Central  Birmingham  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  declared  that  any  connec- 
tion which  Irish  Members  might  have 
with  the  Irish  Government  would  be  an 
insult  and  outrage  to  the  Queen.  This 
Gentleman  was  first  made  by  Her  Ma- 

i'esty  Lord  Lieutenant  of  a  county  in 
Teland  ;  he  was  then  made  a  magistrate, 
then  a  Privy  Councillor,  and,  finally,  he 
had  been  placed  over  the  destinies  of 
Ireland  as  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
and  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  Under  the  circumstances  he 
asked  the  House  whether  it  was  not 
natural  that  Irish  Members  should  pro- 
test against  the  appointment  of  a  gentle- 
man of  this  character  to  deal  with  Irish 
affairs.  They  found  that  in  every  rela- 
tion of  life  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  proved  false  to  the  poli- 


tical principles  which  he  had  avowed, 
and  as  a  landlord  he  had  been  branded 
by  Court  after  Court  as  a  rack-renter 
and  extortionist.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  the  County  of  Eoscommon ;  he  had 
the  appointment  of  magistrates  in  that 
county,  and  one  of  the  magistrates 
there  was  his  own  agent.  The  Irish 
Members  had  been  told  that  Ques- 
tions in  that  House  did  not  need  the 
supervision  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  but  that  they  might  be  safely 
relegated  to  his  coadjutor.  It  was  a 
remarkable  fact  that  the  first  Question 
put  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man  was  not  answered  by  him.  Ho 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  put  that  Ques- 
tion, and  it  was  replied  to  by  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  the  reason  was  that  it 
concerned  one  of  the  tenants  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  a  poor  man 
named  Thomas  Kevill.  This  man 
asserted  that  he  had  a  right  to  cut  turf 
in  the  bog  adjoining  his  holding,  and 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet,  with  his  packed 
bench,  fined  him  for  exercising  the 
right  of  cutting  turf.  The  solicitor 
to  the  defence  raised  the  question  of 
title,  and  it  was  the  A  B  C  of  Law 
that  when  the  question  of  title  was 
raised  the  matter  was  beyond  the  juris- 
diction of  the  magistrates.  The  bench 
would  not  raise  the  fine  so  as  to  give 
the  right  of  appeal ;  they  fined  the  man 
an  amount  under  which  no  appeal  would 
lie,  and  he  accordingly  went  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  on  certiorari^  where 
the  prosecution  was  dismissed  and  the 
fine  reversed.  The  landlord,  the  present 
Under  Secretary,  was  told  by  the  Court 
that  he  should  bring  an  action  of  tres- 
pass against  the  tenant.  That  action 
had  never  been  brought,  but  Thomas 
Kevill  incurred  £  1 8  costs  in  order  to  re- 
verse that  fine  of  2«.  6  J.  or  be.  The  £18 
was  put  on  the  miserable  resources  of  this 
unfortunate  occupier,  who  would  have 
been  practically  beggared  unless  a  fund 
had  been  made  up  for  him.  On  Monday 
next  he  intended  to  put  a  Question  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
and  he  was  anxious  to  see  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
answer  it  or  leave  it  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Chief  Secretary.  The  Question  con- 
cerned the  case  of  a  widow  on  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  estate  in 
County  Longford.    The  right  hon.  and 
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p^llant  Gentleman  was  to  be  the  ITndor 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  lie  was  to  have 
the  manipulation  of  Local  Government, 
and  ho  had  at  tho  present  moment  the 
manipulation  of  all  tho  Sub-Commissions 
in  the  country,  and  had  practically  the 
fixture  of  all  rents  in  the  country — 
[Cries  of  **0h,  oh  !  "]— well,  he  had 
through  his  nominees.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gontloman  was  to  be  the 
sympathetic  bosom  into  whom  they  were 
to  pour  their  souls  on  the  question  of 
arrears  of  rack  rents.  Heferring  to  the 
case  of  widow  Flood,  of  Forthill,  County 
Longford,  The  Wedmeaih  Examiner  of 
the  21st  of  January  said — 

"A  tenant,  "whoso  rent  was  reduced  last 
October  from  £15  8*.  to  £7  was  sued  for  tho 
rack-rent,  which  drow  from  the  Judge  the  ob- 
servation, '  Is  it  possible,  Mr.  Bole,  that  you  are 
going  on  for  the  old  rent  after  the  Land  Com- 
missioners reducing  it  over  60  per  eont.  Surely, 
you  do  not  expect  to  recover  these  arrears  from 
poor  people.*  Mr.  Bole's  reply  was  that  ho  had 
no  authority  from  his  employer  to  wipo  out  any 
arrears." 

The  Judge  was  the  son  of  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald, a  Unionist  Peer,  and  Mr.  Bole 
was  Colonel  King-Harman's  agent  in 
County  Longford.  Mr.  Bole  had  no 
authority  from  his  employer  to  wipe  out 
any  arrears.  The  Government  wanted 
to  give  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  £1,000  a-year  by  way,  he 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  supposed,  of  com- 

Sensation  for  having  had  his  rents  cut 
own  to  the  extent  of  50  and  60  percent. 
Under  these    circumstances    ho    asked 

English  Members 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.)  rose  to  Order.  He  wished  to 
ask  whothor  it  was  in  Order  to  discuss 
the  private  affairs  of  a  Gentleman  who 
was  to  be  appointed  to  nn  Oflice,  when 
the  question  before  tho  Committee  was 
the  propriety  of  having  the  Oflico  at  all. 
^  The  CHAIRMAN :  Tho  hon.  Member 
is  no  doubt  making  a  very  largo  survey 
of  the  case,  but  I  cannot  say  that  ho  is 
out  of  Order.  He  is  discussing  the 
qualifications  for  the  Office  of  tho  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  is 
already  discharging  the  duties  of  tho 
Office. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said,l)0  was  sorry 
that  his  remarks  were  so  painful  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  should 
have  been  glad  if  he  could  have  thrown 
a  veil  over  the  matter.  Ho  was  quite 
willing  to  tako  advantage  of  the  sug- 

Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy. 


gestion  that  perhaps  this  matter  might 
be  entered  into  more  at  large  upon  a 
later  stage.  But  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  so  extremely  solioitiotM 
on  questions  of  Order,  might  he  remind 
him  that  upon  the  Amendment  to  tho 
Address  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre),  which  dealt  with  the  auestion 
of  arrears,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  was  taken  up,  not  with  reference 
to  the  arrears  question,  but  in  dealing 
with  tho  proceedings  of  the  Blunt  tritu 
and  with  the  murders  committed  in 
1881.  The  righl .  hon.  Gentleman 
managed  to  make  the  murders  of 
1881 

Tub  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  address  himself  to  the  question  at 
issue. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  said,  he  recog- 
nized to  the  full  the  protection  the 
Chairman  had  afforded  him  in  making 
his  statement,  and  he  thought  the  best 
way  in  which  he  could  mark  his  sense  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Chairman's  ruling 
had  been  given  would  be,  in  a  very  few 
words,  more  to  strictly  confine  himself 
to  what  he  might  call  the  principles 
governing  the  creation  of  this  Office, 
leaving  the  personal  appointment  and 
personal  reflections  to  what  they  were 
told  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
would  be  a  more  suitable  stage.  There- 
fore, he  thought  he  had  best  ask  the 
Unionist  Menn)ers  above  the  Gangway, 
and  the  Conservative  Members  oppo- 
site,  to  put  to  themselves  this  question 
— Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  is  the  opposition  to  this  measure 
a  reasonable  or  legitimate  opposition,  or 
one  that  should  be  met  by  brute  force 
in  the  application  of  the  Closure  Rule  ? 
He  asked  if  he  and  his  hon.  Friends 
had  not  made  out  a  reasonable  case  of 
objection,  not  so  much  to  the  particular 
Oflice  as  to  the  incumbent  of  the 
Office  ?  Large  Constitutional  questions 
arose  on  tho  creation  of  the  Office. 
A  largo  Constitutional  question  might 
arise  as  to  whether  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  right  or  wrong 
in  not  resigning  his  seat  last  year  when 
he  accopted  the  position.  But  all  these 
matters  were  only  of  historical  interest ; 
they  wore  not  of  that  burning  interest 
as  to  the  particular  incumbent  of  the 
Office.  The  question  he  put  to  English 
Members  was  this— when  they  had  a 
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(Gentleman  of  this  kind,  whose  history, 
for  the  moment,  they  would  leave  where 
it  stood — when  a  Gentleman  of  this  cha- 
racter was  appointed  to  answer  inter- 
rogatories in  tne  House,  and  to  deal  with 
things  appertaining  to  local  government 
in  Ireland,  what  chance  had  Irish  Na- 
tionalist Eepresentatives  of  getting  any- 
thing like  fair  or  decent  justice?  The 
argument  of  the  Government  was  that 
they  wanted  extra  help,  because  they 
desired  to  do  the  work  of  the  Irish  Office 
better.  The  Irish  Office,  they  said,  was 
undermanned,  and  they  had  made  this 
appointment  because  they  desired  that 
Irish  Questions  should  be  more  tho- 
roughly dealt  with.  That  was  a  fair  pro- 
position for  debate ;  but  its  bond  fides 
oould  only  be  tested  by  having  regard  to 
the  character  of  the  Gentleman  appointed. 
Was  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that  if  he 
put  a  Question  with  regard  to  arrears, 
with  regard  to  the  working  of  the  Land 
Act,  with  regard  to  rack-renting,  with  re- 
gard to  evictions,  with  regard  to  any 
one  of  these  things  which  formed,  to  a 
large  extent,  from  an  agrarian  point  of 
view,  the  coro  of  the  Irish  Question,  he 
would  get  a  proper  reply  from  such  a 
man  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman ?  He  saw  sitting  opposite  one 
of  the  largest  landowners  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Huntingdonshire  (Mr.  Smith- 
Barry),  a  Gentleman  who  had  never 
had  any  difference  with  his  tenants, 
and  a  Gentleman  against  whom  no 
personal  accusations  had  been  made. 
There  were  dozens  of  English  Gen- 
tlemen with  Irish  experience  who 
might  have  been  appointed  to  the 
Office,  and  who  might  have  been 
supposed  to  throw  themselves  sympa- 
thetically into  this  work.  But  what 
had  the  Government  done?  Whereas 
for  centuries  Irish  Secretaries  had  been 
Englishmen  or  Scotchmen,  the  first  in- 
fusion of  Hiborian  blood  into  the  Irish 
Office  took  the  shape  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  most  obnoxious  Irishman 
existing  in  the  four  Provinces  of  Ire- 
land. He  had  never  joined  in  the  com- 
plaint that  Irishmen  had  not  been  ap- 
pointed to  the  Office  of  Irish  Secretary. 
If  they  had  to  carry  on  government  in 
Ireland  by  English  prejudices,  it  really 
made  very  little  difference  whether  they 
had  Englishmen,  Scotchmen,  Welsh- 
men, or  even  Hindoos  in  the  official  posi- 
tions ;  they  would  be  equally  unsympa- 


thetic and  equally  ignorant.  The  Irish 
Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  came  over 
to  Ireland  with  nothing  against  him  but 
Tory  prejudices — the  prejudices  of  his 
birth,  training,  and  education.  He 
had  not  the  native  virus ;  but  the  Gen- 
tleman appointed  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  was  a  man  who  had  boxed 
the  compass  of  Irish  politics,  who  had 
tacked  and  sailed  under  every  poli- 
tical flag,  and  who,  in  addition,  was  the 
most  obnoxious  man  connected  with 
Irish  affairs  at  the  present  day.  Could 
the  Irish  Members  be  expected  to  submit 
tamely  to  conditions  such  as  these  ?  In 
conclusion,  he  invited  English  Members 
to  test  the  working  of  the  Crimes  Act 
and  of  the  Land  Act,  to  test  the  working 
of  Irish  Local  Government  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet.  He  asked  them  if  they  could 
go  to  their  constituents  and  say  they 
were  working  Ireland  thoroughly  and 
squarely  and  working  it  in  the  interests 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  feel  in  their 
hearts  at  the  same  time  they  were 
uttering  sentiments  which  were  true. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  if  they  took  a 
ballot  amongst  the  Nationalist  Party  as 
to  who  was  the  most  obnoxious 
politician  in  Ireland,  999  out  of  every 
1,000  votes  would  be  recorded  for  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
had  humour,  and  if  there  was  anything 
Irishmen  were  fond  of  it  was  a  little 
fun.  When  they  were  attacked  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  they 
oould  always  laugh  at  hisjokes,  although 
those  jokes  might  hurt  some  of  them. 
But  whoever  heard  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  making  a  joke  ?  From 
every  conceivable  point  of  view  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  appoint- 
ment was  hostile  to  every  feeling  and 
fibre  of  the  Irish  nature.  Looked  at  in 
any  way  they  liked  he  offered  to  this 
measure  the  strongest  opposition  that  it 
was  possible  for  a  man  to  offer.  He 
thought  the  Government  might  have 
acted  reasonably  if  they  required  ad- 
ditional support  and  power.  They  did 
not  require  additional  support  and 
power,  but  they  wanted  to  add  one 
more  brand  to  the  burning  that  was 
crackling  under  the    Irish    pot;   they 
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wanted  to  add  one  moro  thorn  to  those 
in  the  Irish  side ;  they  wanted  to  add 
one  more  aggravation  to  the  aggrava- 
tions the  Irish  people  had  to  hear,  and 
they  had  sucoeedod  in  this  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  propose  to  detain  the 
Committoe  at  any  length.  He  only 
wished  to  say  that  he  had  made  up  his 
mind  to  vote  against  this  Bill  at  every 
stage.  In  half- a- dozen  sentences  he 
would  explain  to  the  Committee  the 
reasons  which  influenced  him.  He 
positively  objected  to  reinforce  the  ranks 
of  Dublin  Castle  officialism  in  this  way. 
Land  Commissioners  had  been  appointed 
and  others  were  about  to  be  appointed. 
What  were  the  tenants  to  think  when 
they  found  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  King-Har man)  with 
his  hands  on  the  springs  of  the 
machinery  of  Dublin  Castle  ?  He  said 
deliberately  on  behalf  of  his  con- 
stituents that  they  viewed  this  ap- 
pointment as  an  open  declaration  of 
war,  and  as  their  Bepresentative  he 
should  oppose  it. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  desired  to  offer  one  or  two  suggestions 
which  would  relieve  the  Government  of 
their  difficulty  and  the  House  of  the 
consumption  of  a  large  amount  of  time, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  charge  upon  the 
public  purse.  He  was  eustonished  to  hear 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  say  that  the  work 
in  Ireland  was  too  much  for  him  alone, 
because  he  had  noticed  of  late  an  in- 
creasing tendency  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  only  to  manage 
the  affairs  of  Ireland,  but  to  manage  the 
affairs  of  Scotland  also.  They  had  at 
least  two  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Government  Bench  who 
were  well  able  to  take  care  of  the  affairs 
of  Scotland,  and  who  were  paid  for  doing 
80,  and  he  suggested  as  one  means  of 

fetting  out  of  this  difficulty  that  the 
rish  Secretary  should  attend  to  Irish 
Business  and  that  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  should 
attend  to  Scotch  Business.  It  was  a 
most  remarkable  fact  that  although  they 
had  a  very  able  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  the  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land, he  (Mr.  Hunter)  did  not  think  he 
had  ever  heard  that  hon.  and  learned 

Mr,  T.  M.  Eealy. 


Gentleman  speak  upon  Sootoh  matters,  of 
which  he,  no  doubt,  knew  a  great  deal, 
but  he  had  heard  him  speak  upon  Irish 
affairs  about  which  he,  no  doubt,  knew 
nothing.  There  was  another  way  in 
which  this  difficulty  might  be  got  over. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  said,  and  of  course  he  could 
not  contradict  him,  that  he  was  not  able  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  Office  alone 
as  all  previous  Chief  Secretaries  had 
been  able  to  do.  That  must  arise  either 
from  a  want  of  capacity  or  a  want  of 
industry.  Ho  thought  he  would  have 
the  assent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  he  said  that  he  was  at  least  as 
capable  as  any  of  his  Predecessors,  and 
he  was  not  sure  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  agree  with  him  if 
he  went  further  and  said  that  he  was 
even  moro  able  than  any  of  his  Prede- 
cessors. If,  therefore,  considering  that 
there  had  been  no  enlargement  of  the 
duties  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
that  they  were  precisely  the  same  duties 
as  those  discharged  by  other  Chief  Se- 
cretaries, the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
found  himself  unable  to  do  the  work,  it 
must  be  from  a  lack  of  industry.  He 
had  great  sympathy  with  lazy  men,  but 
he  was  bound  to  remember,  in  the 
interests  of  the  taxpayers,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  received  £4,500  a  year, 
and  a  residence  in  Ireland,  which  was 
maintained  by  the  public  for  his  sole 
enjoyment.  What  he  submitted  was 
this,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
found  it  necessary  to  employ  an  assistant, 
his  object  might  be  gained  by  a  devolu- 
tion of  his  salary  which  should  be  in 
exact  proportion  to  the  amount  given  to 
the  assistant.  He  protested  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  taxpayers  against  this  ad- 
ditional sum  being  cast  upon  them  upon 
grounds  that  were  totally  insufficient. 

Mk.  PICTON  (Leicester)  said,  he  rose 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
seriously  whether  they  were  not  to  have 
any  reply  whatever  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  to  the  exceedingly  icn^ve 
charges  that  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  ?  He 
thought  that,  apart  altogether  from 
the  indisputable  humour  and  brilliancy 
of  the  invective  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
had  established,  on  very  good  evidence, 
charges  which  ought  to  be  answered  be- 
fore they  propeeded  an^  further  with  this 
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business.    Why" was  not  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant    Member   (Colonel   King- 
Harman),   who    was  most   concerned, 
present  to  answer  for  himself?    If  ho 
had  so  little  confidence  in  the  justice  of 
his  own  claims  as  to  shirk  the  answer 
necessary  to  the  charges  which  he  must 
have  known  in  his  conscience  would  be 
made  against  him  in  this  House,  why 
did  not  his  patron  and  protector  answer 
for   him,  or  why  did  not   some    other 
Member  of  the  Government  answer  for 
him?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  rose  to  protest  against 
the  introduction  into  the  discussion  of 
what  he  called  the  ** private  affairs"  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  his 
assistant.     Private  affairs!  which  con- 
cerned the  cruel  treatment  of  a  poor 
tenant  of  a  bit  of  bog  in  Ireland.     Pri- 
vate affairs  touched  the  springs  of  all 
public  affairs  in  Ireland.    Private  affairs 
had  been  the  secret  of  all  public  misery 
in  Ireland.     He  did  not  feel  competent 
to  enter  into  the  details  of  the  question, 
and  did   not   rise   for  the  purpose  of 
doing  so ;  but  he  earnestly  hoped  that 
somo   reply   would    be    made    to    the 
charges  which  had  been  levelled  against 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  King-Harman).     Eight  hon. 
Gentlemen  upon  the  Government  Bench 
very  much  deceived  themselves  if  they 
supposed  that  no  effect  was  produced  by 
appeals  to  the  English  people  such  as  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Longford. 
The  English'people  were  slow ;  but  little 
by  little  an  impression  was  being  made 
upon  the  hearts  and  consciences  of  the 
people  of  England,  which  would  result 
in  the  throwing  off  altogether  of  the  yoke 
of  injustice,  which  would  become  more 
intolerable  to  them  than  it  was  to  the 
Irish  people.    It  was  nothing  less  than 
a  scandal  that  an  appointment  like  this 
should  have  been  mado  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  appointment  revolted  against 
all  the  best  feelings,  not  of  the  Irish 
people  only,  but  of  the  English,  Scotch, 
and  Welsh  people  as  well,  and  the  Go- 
vernment would  find  it  out.     It  was 
monstrous  that  they  shoidd  be  called 
upon  to  go  to  a  vote  in   this  matter 
without  any  reply  whatever  from  the 
Government  Bench.  ' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton)  asked  why  the  Government 
made  no  reply  to  the  speech  delivered 


by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  a  speech  which  for  quality  and 
style  of   Parliamentary  eloquence   ap- 
peared to  commend  itself  to   the  hon. 
Gentleman.    He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
did  not  think  he  had  ever  heard  a  speech 
in  the  House  of  Commons  which  was  a 
greater  violation  of  every  canon  of  good 
taste  than  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned   Gentleman,  and  that  was  tho 
reason  why  he  had  not  risen  to  reply  to 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  said.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lei- 
cester had  asked  why  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
was  not  in  his  place  to  reply  to  the 
charges  which  had  been  levelled  against 
him.     He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did  not 
send  out  to  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  tell  him  that  there  was  a  per- 
sonal attack  being  made  upon  him,  be- 
cause he  thought  that  the  attack  was 
wholly  unworthy   of  any  notice.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Longford  made  a  speech  which 
he  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  understood,  from 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman,  was  per- 
fectly in  Order.  Though  it  was  perfectly 
in  Order,  it  was,  by  the  admission  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself,  in 
no  sense  relevant  to  the  creation  of  tho 
new  Office,  which  was  the  subject  which 
principally  concerned  the  Committee  at 
the  present  moment,  but  simply  related 
to  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  would 
perform  the  duties  of  the  Office.    The 
personal  attack,  the  character  of  which 
ne  had  sufficiently  described  to  the  Com- 
mittee,  consisted,   so  far  as  he  could 
recollect    the    details,    of    accusations 
against  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman   the    Member  for  the  Isle    of 
Thanet,  not  made  for  the  first  time,  but 
which  had  been  over  and  over  again 
refuted.    It  had  pleased  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  rake  up  every 
story,   true  or  false,   every  accusation 
which  malignance  had  been  able  to  in- 
vent during  the  last  20  years,  to  throw 
at  the  head  of  one  of  the  most  honour- 
able and  distinguished  Gentlemen  who 
ornamented  this  House.     It  would  be 
wholly  unworthy  of  the  debates  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  any  more  de- 
tailed, any  more  prolonged  or  serious 
reply  should  be  given  to  those  accusa- 
tions than  be  had  now  made. 
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Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
IRushcliffe)  said,  ho  had  no  doubt  that 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  agree  that  no  sort  of 
reply  had  been  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the  very  strong 
case  made  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Hcaly).  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  rake  up  every  story  told 
dutiog  the  last  20  years  against  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet.  Had 
ho  done  so,  his  speech  would  have 
occupied  a  considerably  longer  time. 
Ho  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  noticed  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  just  re- 
turned to  his  place.  He  might  perhaps 
be  allowed  to  express  the  hope  that  in 
this  very  serious  matter — namely,  the 
appointment  of  an  Assistant  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  at  a  cost  to  the  taxpayers  of 
£1,000  per  annum,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  Committee 
free  discussion  and  not  resort  to  the 
force  of  the  closure.  He  would  not  do- 
tal u  the  Committee,  but  only  say,  speak- 
ing as  an  English  Member  of  Parliament 
and  as  one  who  probably  passed  more 
days  in  Ireland  during  1887  than  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  himself, 
that  he  endorsed  all  that  was  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  was 
viewed  by  his  fellow-countrymen.  One 
could  not  go  into  County  Eoscommon  or 
into  tho  district  about  Boyle  without 
knowing  what  the  people  thought  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  It 
was  a  scandal  and  a  reproach  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  they  should 
propose  to  the  House  of  Commons  the 
appointment  of  such  a  man. 

Me.     EDWAED      HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  it  was  a  singular  fact  j 
that  the   Chief    Secretary  for   Ireland  { 
had    acknowledged    to-night    that    his  i 
Deputy,  the  man  who  stood  between  him 
and  tho  administration  of  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland,  was  the  very  man  who, 
in  this  House  in  1886,  took  upon  him- 
self the  task  of  moving  the  rejection  of 
the  Poor  Law   Guardians  Bill,  a  Bill 
which  was  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
a  certain  system  of  local  government  in 
Ireland.      The  ground  on  which    the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  op- 


posed that  Bill  was  that  he  desired  to 
see   the  power  possessed   by  rx  officio 
Guardians  in  Ireland  preserved  intact. 
When  such  was  the  view  of  the  one  who 
was  put  forward  as  the  figure-head  of 
the  future  local  administration  in  Ire- 
land, the  Irish  people  saw  plainly  that 
Her    Majesty's    Government    had    not 
even  the  pretence  of  sincerity  in  their 
profession  of  a  desire  to  administer  fairly 
local  government  in  Ireland.  It  was  said 
that  this  Office  was  being  created  with 
the  view  of  a  better  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  Chief  Secretary.     If  the 
appointment  of  an  Assistant  would  tend 
to  a  more  faithful    discharge    of   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  duties,  no  one 
would  venture  to  oppose  the  creation  of 
the  Office ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
were  in  such  a  position  that  they  had  to 
deal  with  the  incumbent  of  the  Office. 
They  knew  already  the  article  they  had 
to  deal  with.    They  knew  what  they 
were  to  pay  for,  and  who,  in  Heaven's 
name,  could  grumble  at  their  opposition 
when  they  found  that  the  article  was 
spurious?    The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  King-Harman)  re- 
presented to  them  the  Grand  Jury  system 
of  Ireland  in  its  most  odious  form ;  he  re- 
presented the  present  magisterial  system 
and  the  present  monopoly  of  power  by 
ex  officio  Guardians.  In  addition  to  this, 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  notorious  for  his  rack-renting  capa- 
bilities.    It  was,  therefore,  absurd  for 
the  Government  to  think  they  would  in 
any  way  ease  the  friction  in  Ireland  by 
the  appointment  of  this  Gentleman  to 
an  onerous  post  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  carried  with  it  practically 
the  Presidency  of  the  Local  Qt>vernment 
Board  in  Ireland.     Furthermore,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
occupy  a  prominent  position  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Prisons  Board.  Were  they 
to  havo  a  rack-renter  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  answering  Questions  put  in  the 
House  concerning  the  grievances  of  those 
tenants  ?    Was  the  same  man  to  be 
not  only  their  political  opponent  in  the 
House,  paid  for  his  position,  but  pos- 
sibly their  defamer  in  the  country,  and 
also  their  gaoler  when  they  asaerted  the 
rights  of  the  people  ?    The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  certainly  had  very  im- 
portant duties  to  perform  if  he  would 
perform  them.     What  was  alleged  in 
Ireland  was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
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man  performed  only  the  vicious  park  of 
his  duties,  leaving  the  useful  part  of 
thom  undone.  It  was  believed  in  Ire- 
land that  it  was  the  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man's 2)re8ence  at  the  only  meeting  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  he  ever 
attended  which  caused  the  dismissal  of 
the  doctor  who  was  imprisoned  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  There  was  a  singular 
fact  in  regard  to  Dr.  Hayes,  of  Tralee. 
An  hon.  Member  of  the  House  was 
prosecuted  under  the  Grimes  Act  fox 
certain  proceedings  on  Dr.  Hayes' 
estate,  and  the  doctor  was  asked  by 
the  Local  District  Inspector  to  give 
evidence  that  he  was  intimidated.  Dr. 
Hayes  refused  to  do  this ;  and  upon  his 
refusal  the  prosecution  was  abandoned, 
until  the  Government  thought  fit  to  re- 
vive it,  when  the  doctor  swore  that  he 
was  never  intimidated ;  that,  so  far  as 
he  knew,  none  of  his  people  were  intimi- 
dated, and  that  he  was  quite  willing  to 
leave  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  prosecuted 
the  settlement  of  the  whole  question.  A 
few  days  afterwards  application  was 
made  for  the  sanction  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  the  appointment  of 
Dr.  Hayes  to  a  certain  position ;  but  the 
Board,  who  had  never  in  its  history  re- 
fused an  increase  in  the  salary  of  a 
medical  officer,  refused  it  in  the  case  of 
Dr.  Hayes.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  the  Head  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  he  was 
present  at  the  meeting  at  which  the  ap- 
plication was  refused.  If  the  statement 
was  true  that  the  work  last  Session  was 
too  heavy  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
what  was  the  answer  to  it  ?  They  were 
over  the  work  now.  It  had  been  osten- 
tatiously proclaimed  from  the  Front 
Bench  that  there  was  to  be  an  un-Irish 
or  a  non-Irish  Session.  When  they 
wanted  help  on  the  Irish  Question  they 
got  it  very  readidly.  In  the  great  de- 
bate on  the  introduction  of  the  Crimes 
Act  one  of  the  most  eloquent  and  effec- 
tive speeches  delivered  \fas  that  de- 
livered by  the  Solieitor  General  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Bobertson),  who 
was  believed  to  have  nothing  to  do  but 
to  lend  a  loyal  hand  on  the  Irish  Ques- 
tion. Then,  there  was  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett), 
who  had  been  able  to  find  time  to  go  to 
Ireland  to  enlighten  the  people  upon 
questions  which  concerned  themselves. 
Surely,  the  Civil  Lord  could  be  called 
in  to  lend  a  hand  occasionally  to  the 


Government;  it  would  not  be  a  great 
strain  on  him,  even  in  conjunction  with 
his  own  duties,  to  do  so.  The  Govern- 
ment, on  their  own  showing,  had  no 
need  of  further  help.  Certainly,  it 
was  most  odious  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  King  -  Harman) 
should  read  out  to  them  the  answers  to 
their  Questions.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  no  personal 
knowledge  on  the  Questions  put  to  him  ; 
and,  owing  to  the  character  he  enjoyed, 
it  was  impossible  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
could  place  any  reliance  on  the  answers 
or  even  the  promises  which  he  gave. 
He  and  his  hon.  Friends  not  only  ob- 
jected to  the  creation  of  the  Office  of 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but. they  objected,  and 
they  had  shown  very  good  reasons  why, 
to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
being  chosen  to  fill  the  Office.  Hefer- 
ence  had  been  made  to  their  feelings  to- 
wards hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  but  he 
believed  there  was  no  one  who  sat  upon 
the  Ministeral  Benches  whose  appoint- 
ment could  be  so  offensive  to  them  as 
that  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet.  Why  did  the  Government  not 
choose,  if  they  were  bound  to  appoint 
someone,  a  Conservative  Gentleman 
representing  an  Irish  constituency? 
What  was  their  idea  with  regard  to 
future  administration  in  Ireland  ?  Were 
hon.  Members  to  judge  it  by  the  appoint- 
ment that  had  virtually  been  announced 
to-night  ?  Having  made  this  appoint- 
ment, would  the  Government  go  to  the 
country  with  the  profession  on  their  lips 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  and  England 
were  to  be  governed  by  the  same  laws  ? 
In  one  sense  he  was  not  sorry  the  Go- 
vernment had  put  up  the  most  hideous 
figure-head  they  could  possibly  get,  bo- 
cause  their  action  would  show  to  the 
people  of  England  how  just  and  reason- 
able was  the  protest  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers against  the  system  of  administra- 
tion in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  a  magistrates- 
Ma.  WILLIAM  HENRY  SMITH 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
'^That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  the 
Question  be  now  put:" — 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  190 ;  Noes 
130 :  Majori^  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  84.) 
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Quostion  put, 

•*  Tlmt  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  tho  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Parlia- 
ment, of  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland." 

Tho  House  divided  .-—Ayes  182  ;  Noes 
132  :  Majority  50— (Div.  List,  No.  35.) 

It  being  after  ten  minutes  to  Seven 
o'clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair 
to  report  Progress. 

Tho  Ilouse  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  llouso   resumed    its  Sitting   at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDER   OF  THE  BAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mil.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)* 
in  rising  to  move — 

**That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  IIousc,  it  is 
contrary  to  tho  true  principles  of  representa- 
tive government  and  injurious  to  their  efii- 
cicncy  that  any  person  should  be  a  Member  of 
ono  ilouso  of  tho  Legislature  by  right  of  birth, 
and  it  is,  therefore,  desirable  to  put  an  end  to 
any  such  existing  rights,'* 

said,  it  had  been  pointed  out  to  him  that 
these  words  might  include  Her  Majesty, 
which,  of  course,  was  not  intended  ;  and 
lie  should,  therefore,  instead  of  *'  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature,"  say  *'of  one 
House  of  the  Legislature."  They  had 
been  engaged  in  democratizing  as  far  as 
they  could  the  Commons  branch  of  the 
Legislature ;  but  all  their  efforts  would 
be  abortive,  all  their  efforts  at  Parlia- 
mentary reform  would  be  illusory,  if 
they  allowed  side  by  side  with  that 
House  a  Legislative  Assembly  to  exist 
which  in  its  nature  was  aristocratic,  and 
which  had  a  right  to  tamper  with  and 
veto  tho  decisions  of  the  nation  which 
were  registered  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  would  not 
enter  into  the  question  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  have  one  House  or  two 
Houses ;  but  if  it  was  desirable  to  have 
nn  Upper  Chamber  Members  of  that 
Upper  Chamber  should  be  composed  of 
men  who  were  responsible  for  what  they 


did  to  the  country.  The  fanctions  of 
this  Upper  House  should  be  limited  to 
altering  any  little  error  of  detail  tho 
Commons  had  made,  or  throwing  out  a 
Bill  on  some  fundamental  Constitutional 
question  on  which  the  country  had  not 
been  consulted,  or  which  it  might  be 
fairly  imagined  the  country  did  not 
approve  of.  Did  it  limit  itself  to  these 
functions?  Was  it  entirely  free  from 
Party  and  personal  motives?  All  would 
agree  this  was  not  the  case.  How  was 
the  House  of  Lords  composed  ?  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords  were  neither 
elected  nor  selected  for  their  merits. 
They  sat  by  the  merits  of  their  ancestors 
who  were  rotting  in  their  graves ;  and  if 
we  looked  into  the  merits  of  some  of 
those  ancestors  we  should  agree  that  the 
less  said  about  them  the  better.  Tho 
House  of  Lords  consisted  of  a  class  most 
dangerous  to  the  community — ^the  class 
of  rich  men,  the  greater  part  of  whose 
fortunes  was  in  land.  It  was  asserted 
of  them  that  the  House  of  Lords  was 
recruited  from  the  wisest  and  best  of  the 
country — that  the  House  was  so  wise 
and  so  good  that  in  some  mysterious 
way  they  were  able  to  transmit  their 
virtues  to  future  generations  in  saeuU 
8(sculorum,  The  practice  in  the  selection 
of  those  Gentlemen  was  not  quite  in 
accordance  with  this  theory.  They  con- 
sisted generally  of  two  classes— of  those 
who  were  comparatively  unsuccessful 
politicians  and  of  those  who  were  un- 
doubtedly successful  money-grabbers. 
He  would  take  a  few  examples,  and  as 
he  did  not  wish  to  be  inviduous  he  would 
take  them  from  both  sides  of  the  House. 
They  all  knew  and  appreciated  Sir 
E.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth, 
Sir  Thomas  Brassey,  and  Mr.  Knatch< 
bull-Hugossen.  What  did  they  think 
of  these  Gentlemen?  As  Members  of 
this  House  everybody  respected  and 
liked  them  ;  but  they  were  looked  upon 
merely  as  decent  sort  of  mediocrities  of 
the  ordinary  quality  which  was  converted 
in  course  of  time  into  administrative 
Ministers.  Take  another  class.  Why 
wore  brewers  selected  as  Peers  ?  Simply 
because  they  of  late  had  accumalated 
very  great  fortunes  by  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors,  and  for  no  other 
reason.  The  names  of  Guinness,  Bass, 
and  AUsopp  had  been  for  long  house- 
hold words  in  every  publio^house 
in  tho  country,  but  who  ever  heard 
of   them   as  politicians  ?    Yos ;    these 
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GoDtlemen  were  considered  to  bo  the 
very  best  men  in  the  country  to  be 
converted  into  hereditary  Peers.  An- 
other class  who  made  money  were  the 
financists.  Lord  Rothschild  inherited  a 
large  fortune,  and  had  increased  that 
fortune,  and  no  doubt  spent  his  money 
in  the  most  honourable  way  ;  but  Lord 
llothschild  did  not  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  any  way  distinguish  himself. 
With  brewers,  when  one  was  made  a 
Peer,  another  must  be  made  a  Peer  for 
advertisement.  So  with  financial  houses ; 
when  a  Eothsobild  was  made  a  Peer,  it 
was  necessary  to  fish  up  some  one  of 
the  name  of  Baring,  and  one  Baring 
was  converted  into  Lord  Eevolstoke — 
a  Gentleman  who,  though  probably 
eminent  in  City  circles,  was  hardly 
known  to  anybody  in  that  House,  and 
who  had  never  taken  part  in  politics. 
So  much  for  the  composition  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  Most  Members  sat 
there  by  right  of  birth.  These  were 
made  hereditary  Peers  on  the  extra- 
ordinary ground  that  where  a  man  had 
looked  so  well  after  himself  he  would 
look  after  others— a  doctrine  which  ex- 
perience was  against.  Of  those  who 
were  either  pensioners  themselves,  oi 
derived  their  incomes  from  accumulations 
of  pensions,  or  had  been  placemen — 
themselves  or  their  wives — there  were 
189.  In  any  other  Assembly  such  a 
number  of  placemen  never  existed  on 
the  face  of  the  globe.  Most  of  these 
Gentlemen  selected  courtly  employment, 
which  required  neither  intellect  nor 
learning,  because  it  was  well  known 
that  any  well- trained  ape  could  do  the 
same.  Ho  had  always  thought  it  most 
unfair  to  throw  on  Her  Majesty  the 
onus  of  these  appointments,  because 
when  the  Civil  List  was  settled  a  cer- 
tain portion  was  allocated  for  the  pur- 
pose— should  he  say — of  subsidising 
these  Peers.  Therefore,  their  salaries 
did  not  appear  in  the  Estimates,  or  the 
House  would  know  how  to  deal  with 
them.  Deducting  Eopresentative  Peers 
from  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  deduct- 
ing Members  of  the  Eoyal  Family,  and 
deducting  Bishops  and  Archbishops, 
he  found  470  Peers  sitting  as  hereditary 
Peers  in  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
found  those  Peers  had  annually  dis- 
tributed among  them  £389, 163,  amount- 
ing on  an  average  to  £820  each — these 
rich  men  who  would  with  one  accord 
protest  against  the  payment  of  Members 


of  that  House.  These  were  the  rich 
men  who  were  found  at  public  meetings 
denouncing  Members  from  Ireland  as  a 
wretched  crew,  because,  being  mainly 
poor  men,  they  received  enough  to 
enable  them  to  live  from  their  con- 
stituents. The  Peers  were  almost  as 
careful  of  their  relations  as  of  them- 
selves. In  a  valuable  publication  he 
saw  it  put  down  that  from  1874  to  1886 
no  fewer  than  7,000  relatives  of  Peers 
had  had  places  of  emolument  under 
the  Government.  Take  even  6,000 — 
was  it  to  be  supposed  that  if  the  Peers 
were  not  legislators  and  able  to  vote, 
5,000  of  their  relations  would  be  on  tho 
country?  But  they  were  not  satisfied 
with  cash.  They  were  to  be  pampered 
with  honours  to  keep  the  Peerage 
sweet.  In  the  other  House  there  were 
120  Privy  Councillors,  of  whom  he  ven- 
tured to  say  the  majority  in  that  Houso 
never  heard.  Orders  had  to  be  found 
for  those  Gentlemen.  Almost  every  one 
of  them  had  a  decoration.  There  were 
three  decorations  which  were  abso- 
lutely made  for  Peers  and  for  no  other 
body — the  Garter,  the  Order  of  St. 
Patrick,  and  the  Thistle.  Walpole  de- 
clined a  decoration,  '*  because  "  said  he, 
*  *  why  bribe  myself  ?  "  Lord  Melbourne 
said  of  the  Garter  that  its  pleasing  fea- 
ture was  that  there  was  '*no  nonsense 
of  merit  about  it."  An  impression 
existed  that  Private  Bill  legislation  was 
more  independent  in  the  Houso  of  Lords 
than  in  that  House.  He  did  not  think  it 
was.  A  great  deal  depended  on  railway 
matters,  and  Sir  S.  Laing  had  pointed 
out  the  other  day  that  the  landed  aris- 
tocracy had  obtained  for  land  sold  to 
railroads,  £50,000,000  more  than  it  was 
worth.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  found 
that  there  were  far  more  Kailway 
Directors  in  the  House  of  Lords  than  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  why? 
Because  railway  legislation  came  before 
the  House  of  liords,  and  the  great  mag- 
nates of  railroads  thought  it  desirable 
that  as  many  as  possible  should  be  en- 
couraged to  be  on  their  side.  So  much 
for  the  personal  independence  of  tho 
House  of  Lords.  No  men  looked  better 
after  the  class  interests  of  those  to  whom 
they  belonged  than  the  Peers.  They 
were  great  landowners ;  16,000,000 
acres  belonged  to  them.  Yet  our  land 
laws  were  a  disgrace  to  the  country,  and 
were  tainted  at  the  present  day  with 
feudalism.    They  were  in  favour  of  thA 
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great  owners  of  land,  not  the  tenants  or 
labourors.     Why  was  there,    let    him 
ask,  a  difference  made  betwet^nreal  and 
personal     estate?      Why    should     the 
Death  Dues  be  3  per  cent  on  personal, 
and  only  If  per  cent  on  real  property  ? 
lie  suspected  that  would  be  the  case  so 
](>ng  as  the  House  of  Lords  existed.    In 
1880  a  Liberal  Government  brought  in 
a  Bill  to  give  compensation  for  disturb- 
once  in  Ireland.    The  majority  against 
the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  was  232. 
He  went  into  the  House  of  Lords  to  see 
tho  ficene.     Generally — as  they  all  knew 
— when  an  important  question  affecting 
the  country  at  large  was  under  discussion, 
the  House  of  Lords  was  empty.    At  this 
time  Peers  unknown  to  the  doorkeepers 
came  up  in  order  to  vote  against  the  Bill — 
against  anything  that  appealed  to  their 
personal  or  class  interests.  Through  the 
injustice  done  to  the  tenants  by  this  ac- 
tion of  landlords  the  Liberal  Govern- 
ment was  obliged  to  adopt  a  pernicious 
coercive  policy.    Was    tho    House    of 
Lords  in  harmony  with  the  people  on 
general    questions — in,    say,    religious 
legislation  ?    Most  of  the  Peers  were 
members  of  the   Church  of  England; 
they  desired  that  the  Church  of  England 
should  be  absolutely  supreme,  and  that 
any   other  Church  should  be  treated 
with  intolerance.   In  1832  they  opposed 
a  Bill  to  throw  open  the  Universities  to 
Dissenters;  in  1834  they  threw  out  a 
Bill  to  allow  20  persons  to  worship  in  a 
private  house.    In  1837  they  threw  out 
a  Bill  to  give  religious  and  civil  liberty 
to  the  Jews.  They  turned  their  attention 
to  Church  rates,  and  from  1858  to  1869 
threw  out  Bills  to  do  away  with  those 
rates.    When  at  last  live  Dissenters  got 
their  rights,  they  turned  their  intoler- 
ance to  dead  Dissenters.  In  1873,  1876, 
and  1879  they  threw  out  Bills  for  the 
burial  of  Dissenters,  which  were  intended 
to  give  them  the  same  rights  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England.    When, 
four  years  ago,   the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  East  Denbighshire    (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  brought  in  his  Burials 
Bill,  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and  others 
protested  against  this  clause  of  the  Bill. 
What,  said  the  hon.  Member,  was  the 
pfood  of  altering  those  clauses,  because 
if  he  did  the  House  of  Lords  would  throw 
it  out.  The  right  hon.  andlearned  Gentle- 
man emasculated  the  Bill,  and  when  it 
went  up  to  the  House  of  Lords  they  pro- 
oeeded  further  to  castrate  it.  They  voted 
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against  the  Ballot,  against  Municipal 
and  Parliamentary  reform,  and  they  did 
their  best  against  a  free  and  cheap  Press 
by  throwing  out  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  paper.  All  these  were  now  by 
common  consent  esteemed  good  measures. 
Whenever  they  had  appealed  to  tho 
people  against  the  House  of  Commons 
they  had  invariably  been  wrong  and  tho 
country  pronounced  against  them.  The 
House  of  Lords  were  far  too  shrewd  to 
make  these  appeals  too  often.  They 
crippled  with  pernicious  Amendments 
all  Liberal  Bills.  No  Liberal  Bill  passed 
through  the  House  of  Lords  as  a  Liberal 
Cabinet  would  have  it,  so  that  the  Cabi- 
net had  to  consider,  not  only  whether  a 
Bill  would  pass  the  Commons,  but 
whether  it  would  pass  the  Lords.  It 
was  admitted  that  the  Peers  were,  as  a 
body,  Conservative.  They  were  mostly 
partisans  of  one  Party.  They  were  the 
servile  and  submissive  instruments 
of  the  Tory  Leaders,  and  this  was 
thoroughly  understood — that  if  an  ob- 
noxious Bill  passed  the  Commons  it 
would  bo  rejected  in  the  Lords.  This 
had  been  openly  avowed  in  the  case  of  a 
Bill  of  his  own.  In  1885  when  a  Bill 
passed  through  the  House  of  Oommons 
to  throw  the  expense  of  Parliamentazy 
Elections  on  the  rates  clauses  which  he 
inserted  were  attacked  by  the  Oonserva- 
tives  and  talked  out  on  successive  nights 
until  he  told  them  that  he  should  con- 
tinue until  6  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and 
then  they  saw  the  cogency  of  the  reason- 
ing. An  hon.  Member  of  the  Front 
Bench  suggested  they  should  yield  be- 
cause the  Lords  would  throw  it  out.  In 
The  rt^<f«  of  October  21,  1887,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  at  Sunder- 
land, is  reported  to  have  said-— 

<*If  Mr.  Gladstone  has  a  majority  he  will 
find  it  has  taken  up  a  great  deal  of  timo  to  get 
tho  House  of  Commons  to  agree  to  a  new  Con- 
stitution for  Ireland.  But  the  Bill  has  to  go  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  do  not  think  we  need 
have  the  smallest  doubt,  as  reasonable  people 
making  reasonable  calculations,  bat  that  tho 
House  of  Lords  would  throw  out  the  Bill.  They 
would  insist  on  remitting  the  question,  the  plan 
in  all  its  details,  to  tho  judgment  of  the  coonUy. 
Very  well,  then  the  Session  of  18S9  is  closed. 
Then  wo  como  to  the  autumn  of  1889.  Now, 
Mr.  Gladstone  has  always  contended  that  no 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords  need  be  final.  Ho 
would  call  Parliament  together  in  the  winter 
of  1S89,  and  he  would  send  np  the  Bill  again : 
and  again  wo  must  calculate  as  reasonable 
people  that  the  House  of  Lords  wonld  stick  to 
their  guns  and  throw  the  Bill  eat*'— 
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And  here  one  of  those  voices  which 
sometimes  conveyed  a  good  deal  of 
wisdom  called  out  in  the  meeting — 

*'  And  that  will  go  on  to  the  millenium." 

The  Leaders  of  tho  Conservative  Party 
did  moro  than  this ;  they  absolutely  told 
thoir  followers  in  thii  House  that  they 
might  vote  for  a  Bill  which  would  do 
thom  harm,  because  while  that  measure 
would  bo  sure  to  crush  the  Liberals  in 
this  House,  the  House  of  Lords  would 
not  use  it  to  crush  Oonservatism.  At 
the  recent  Conservative  gathering  at 
Oxford,  Lord  Salisbury  said — 

''  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  result  of  a  con- 
sidorablo  amendment  in  the  Rules  of  the  House 
of  Commons  will  bo  to  sond  up  from  timo  to 
timo  when  Ihcro  arc  bad  Houses  of  Commons  a 
considerable  number  of  objectionable  measures 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  hope  that  the 
House  of  Ijords  will  not  shrink  from  acting 
upon  its  conscientious  convictions/' 

Generally,  the  main  argument  in  favour 
of  the  House  as  it  existed  was  that  it 
saved  the  House  of  Commons  from  acting 
ultra  vires  beyond  the  mandate  of  the 
constituencies.  No  doubt  that  would 
be  so  if  the  Liberals  were  in  power ;  but 
he  never  heard  of  the  House  of  Lords 
applying  the  same  principle  to  the  Con- 
servatives. The  control  was  entirely  on 
one  side.  Tho  noble  Lord  opposite  had 
said  what  would  be  done  if  a  Home 
Eule  Bill  were  passed.  He  said  that 
the  House  of  Lords  would  throw  it  out. 
But  a  Bill  was  passed  last  Session,  the 
Coercion  Act,  which  the  Liberals  con- 
tended was  uUra  vires.  The  Liberals 
were  of  opinion  that  the  Conservatives 
had  got  in  by  assuring  the  constituencies 
that  they  would  not  pass  a  Coercion 
Bill  if  they  had  a  majority  in  this  House. 
They  did  not,  because  the  House  of 
Lords  was  in  confederacy  with  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  had  stated  how  the  Con- 
servatives acted  as  legislators.  He  had 
much  extenuated  and  set  down  nought 
in  malice.  This  House  of  Lords  was 
not  collectively  worse  than  any  600  men 
would  be.  They  were  ex  necessitate 
a  Tory  House  and  a  House  of 
partisans.  The  assertion  that  they 
subordinated  public  interests  to  their 
private  class  and  Party  interests  was 
merely  tantamount  to  saying  that  they 
were  human  beings.  A  House  of 
artizans  would  act  on  similar  principles. 
There  had  been  many  proposals  lor  a 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords.    The 
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hon.  Member  for  the  Southport  Division 
of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Ourzon)  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  If  ho  had 
kaown  the  Forms  of  the  House  ho  would 
have  known  that  he  could  not  put  it. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchore)  had  read  an  article 
recently  on  the  House  of  Lords  in  which 
it  was  said  that  all  reforms  must  come 
from  tho  Conservatives.  That  showed 
that  the  reform  was  intended  not  to 
weaken  but  to  strengthen  it  as  a  barrier 
against  the  democracy.  The  Tories  pro- 
fessed to  place  confidence  in  the  people. 
They  called  themselves  Tory  Democrats. 
But  that  confidence  only  lasted  so  long 
as  the  people  acted  in  accordance  with 
their  wishes.  The  Tories  were  greatly 
in  a  minority  in  this  country.  They 
were  in  a  minority  now.  The  Tories 
wanted  the  House  of  Lords  to  control 
this  foolish  people,  yet  there  were 
Liberals  who  were  ready  to  whitewash 
this  Tory  sopulcbro  of  Liberal  measures. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon  Division 
of  Cancyrvonshire  (Mr.  Eathbone)  had 
put  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  of  this 
nature.  He  proposed  to  maintain  but 
reduce  the  hereditary  element  in  the 
House  of  Lords  and  to  add  some  elective 
Members.  He  objected  to  this  method 
of  giving  weight  in  a  race,  to  use  a 
sporting  metaphor.  If  a  Liberal  measure 
were  accepted  by  the  elected  Members 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  it  would  still  be 
thrown  out  by  the  hereditary  contingent. 
At  present  a  Liberal  Ministry  could 
force  their  Bills  through  the  House  of 
Lords  by  a  threat  of  a  creation  of  new 
peers  to  swamp  the  Upper  Chamber,  as 
was  done  at  the  time  of  the  first  Eeform 
Bill.  He  had  read  an  article  in  The 
Times  in  which  the  hope  was  expressed 

**  That  the  Ministry  will  give  some  intimation 
that  they  are  willing  to  consider  a  policy  which 
may  deprive  destructive  Badicals  of  a  dakngeroas 
weapon.'* 

That  was  the  excellent  advice  which  his 
hon.  Friend  seemed  anxious  to  follow. 
The  avowed  object  of  such  plans  was  to 
render  nugatory  the  wishes  of  thoBadioal 
masses  of  this  country.  The  same  article 
said — 

'*  It  would  be  improper  in  either  House  to 
take  the  initiative  in  calling  for  organic  changes 
in  the  other." 

This  claim  for  the  divine  right  of  here- 
ditary legislators  far  exceeded  anything 
that  was  ever  put  forward  in  favour  of 
the  divine  right  of  Kings.  The  House 
of  Commons  had  as  much  right  to  abolish 

2  0 


771 


IIOUH 


{CO^OfONS} 


of  Lordi, 


772 


lioroditary  legislators  ns  it  bad  to  do 
away  with  the  representation  of  towns 
which  used  to  return  Members  to  that 
House.  It  was  said,  however,  that  the 
House  of  Lords  would  not  assent,  and 
tliat  a  revolution  would  be  necessary. 
Nothing  was  a  greater  mistake.  There 
was  a  Constitutional  means  of  meeting 
this  difficulty  by  the  creation  of  new 
peers,  and  the  throat  of  this  course  was 
sufficient  in  1830  to  bring  a  strong  man 
like  the  Duke  of  Wellington  to  accept 
the  popular  verdict.  By  the  Constitution 
]Ior  Majesty  could  act  and  speak  only 
on  the  advice  of  her  Ministers,  and  a  few 
days  ago  he  should  have  said  that  it 
would  have  surprised  him  if  Her  Majesty 
had  ventured  to  express  an  adverse 
opinion  on  anything  her  Ministers  had 
done.  The  objection  that  it  would  bo 
necessary  to  have  a  revolution  to  put  an 
end  to  hereditary  rights  of  legislation 
was,  of  course,  absurd.  As  to  the  fur- 
ther objection  that  if  they  did  not  sit  in 
the  House  of  Lords  they  would  sit  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  why  should  they  not 
do  so,  if  the  people  chose  them  ?  He 
would  like  to  see  the  best  men  of  all 
classes  on  each  side  in  the  House  of 
Commons ;  and  he  would  much  prefer 
to  listen  to  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury  in 
the  House  of  Commons ;  indeed,  it 
would  be  better  that  ho  should,  as  Prime 
Minister  and  Foreign  Secretary,  sit  in 
that  House  than  that  he  should  be  ob- 
liged to  answer  for  himself  through  the 
mouth  of  another ;  and  the  Eepresenta- 
tives  of  the  people  would  have  more 
control  over  him.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
should  resist  all  schemes  for  reforming 
the  House  of  Lords  which  involved  the 
maintenance  of  the  hereditary  principle, 
the  mixing  up  of  the  hereditary  and 
elective  principle  in  one  Chamber,  or  the 
selection  by  the  Lords  of  their  best  men 
to  form  an  hereditary  assembly.  In  all 
these  proposals  he  scented  the  snake  in 
the  grass,  because  their  object  wns  not 
to  weaken,  but  to  strengthen  the  House 
of  Lords  as  a  Conservative  body  rampart 
against  the  democracy  of  tliis  country. 
Speaking  on  this  subject  at  Oxford,  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  said  he  was  scepti- 
cal as  to  any  reform  of  the  House  of 
Lords  being  carried,  because  there  was 
only  a  certain  amount  of  political  power, 
of  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
five-sixths,  and  if  the  House  of  Lords 
were  reformed,  it  would  compote  more 
thoroughly  with  the  House  of  Commons. 
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The  House  of  Commons  was  quite  acnte 
enough  to  see  this,  and  therefore  no 
essential  change  was  likely  to  be  made. 
These  observations  he  commended  to 
the  attention  of  the  followers  of  the 
noble  Lord.     His  Amendment  went  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.     He  at  first  thought 
of  including  Bishops;    but   he   struck 
them  out,  on  the  principle  of  de  mininiit 
non  curat  lex.    If  the  hereditary  principle 
were  done  away  with,  what  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  called  the 
incestuous  union  between  the  spiritual 
and  tho  political  would  coaso  of  itself. 
His  Amendment  did  not  prejudice  tho 
question  whether  there  ought  to  be  two 
Chambers  or  one  only.     Personally  he 
was  in  favour  of  one,  but  those  who 
voted  with  him  need  not  necessarily  sup- 
port   him    on    that   particular    point. 
Other  countries    whicn    had    two   had 
simply  followed  our  example,    and  it 
was  a  mere  I'esult  of  chance  that  we 
happened  to  have  two.    If  they  agreed, 
the  second  was  useless ;  if  they  disagreed 
the  second  was  pernicious.    If  the  func- 
tions of  an  Upper  Chamber  were  to  be 
properly  fulfilled  by  those  who  soared 
above  class  and  Party  interest,  we  must 
not  look  for  its  Members  in  this  world, 
but  wo  must  bring  down  angels  from 
Heaven ;  but  as  that  would  be  difficult 
there  was  only  one  other  alternatiye.  We 
should  also  require  alternating  Cham- 
bers— a  Tory  Upper  House  to  control 
a  Eadical  Lower  House,  and  a  Radi- 
cal House  of  Lords  to  control  a  Con- 
servative House  of  Commons.  An  Upper 
Chamber  was  needless  in  our  system ; 
and  it  was  cumbersome  as  a  Court  of 
Eevision,  whose  functions  could  be  dis- 
charged by  a  committee  of  experts.    A 
second  Chamber  was  not  necessary  as  a 
means  of  appealing  to  the  people.     He 
challenged  any  one  to  name  an  instance 
in  which  the  Liberal  Party  had  pasted 
a  measure  in  which  the  country  did  not 
concur.      There  had  been  no  ease  in 
which  it  had  been   necessary  for  the 
House  of  Lords  to  step  in  in  order  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  country.    The 
Liberal  Party  was  in  touch  with  the 
constituencies,   and  would  not  force  a 
measure  through  the  House  against  the 
wishes  of  the  electors.     He  would  chal- 
lenge the  Liberal  Members  who  wanted 
to  preserve  the  hereditary  principle  to 
submit  the  matter  to  their  constituents. 
No  question  was  deemed  more  important 
by  Badicals  than    this    of   abolishing 
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hereditary  legislators.  They  perceive 
that  the  antagonism  between  class  go- 
yemment  and  national  government  was 
becoming  more  acute  every  day,  and 
they  judged  of  whattho  Lords  would  do 
by  what  they  had  already  done.  While 
ready  to  accept  a  defeat  at  the  poll  they 
objected — when  the  verdict  of  the  con- 
stituencies was  in  their  favour — to  being 
cheated  out  of  the  victory  by  500  or  600 
hereditary  Gentlemen  who  claimed  the 
right  to  set  aside  the  will  of  the  Nation. 
The  Tory  hereditary  House  gave  to  the 
Conservative  Party  the  same  advantage 
that  an  ace  up'  the  sleeve  gave  to  a 
gambler,  and  the  Liberals  were  deter- 
mined to  shake  the  ace  out  of  the  Tory 
sleeve.  The  Liberals  who  favoured  the 
maintenance  of  the  hereditary  principle 
were  in  reality  not  Liberals.  They  gave 
only  lip-service  to  their  principles.  These 
half-hearted  Liberals  must  realize  that 
sham  Liberalism  was  out  of  date,  for 
the  constituencies  would  not  be  hum- 
bugged any  longer.  They  must  realize 
that  the  centre  of  gravity  had  shifted  of 
late  on  the  side  of  the  House  which  they 
sat  upon.  The  Liberal  Party  had  be- 
come a  Kadical  Party,  one  of  whose 
strongest  doctrines  was  the  abolition  of 
hereditary  legislators.  This  was  illus- 
trated recently  in  the  Dundee  Election. 
There  was  a  competitive  examination  for 
candidates.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Firth)  and  Sir  Horace  Davey  were 
competitors.  They  were  asked  whether 
they  would  abolish  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple in  the  Legislature.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  answers  were  satis- 
factory. Sir  Horace  Davey 's  were  not. 
What  happened  ?  That  eminent  lawyer, 
excellent  man,  and  good  Liberal,  was 
left  out  in  the  cold,  and  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Firth)  was  chosen. 
He  trusted  that  would  be  the  case  with 
every  constituency  where  Liberals  had 
to  choose  between  a  candidate  in  favour 
of  hereditary  legislators  being  abolished 
and  a  candidate  opposed  to  that.  He 
would,  moreover,  impress  upon  Liberal 
constituencies  being  firm  in  insisting 
upon  their  candidates  being  very  specific 
in  their  pledges  upon  this  point,  and  not 
to  be  satisfied  with  vague  generalities 
with  regard  to  it.  The  question  that 
such  constituencies  should  put  to  their 
candidates  was,  **  Are  you  in  favour  of 
abolishing  hereditary  legislators,  root 
and  branch  ?  "  And  any  man  who  failed 
to  answer  that  question  distinotly  ought 


to  be  discarded  as  a  Liberal  candidate. 
We  had  at  the  present  moment  an  Irish 
Question,  and  the  Eadicals  intended  to 
give  the  Irish  Home  Eule.  The  Irish 
Question  meant  that  local  self-govern- 
ment should  be  given  to  Ireland,  and 
Liberals  intended  to  do  their  best  to 
give  local  self-government  to  Ireland. 
We  want  local  self-government  not  only 
for  Ireland  but  for  Great  Britain.  What 
the  Castle  and  the  nephew  were  to  Ire- 
land, the  uncle  and  the  House  of  Lords 
were  to  England.  No  proper  local  self- 
government  could  exist  in  this  country 
so  long  as  an  Assembly  of  hereditary 
legislators,  of  rich  men,  of  men  belong- 
ing to  one  class,  had  the  right,  whenever 
the  country  sent  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons a  Liberal  majority,  to  hamper  and 
block  legislation.  The  Conservatives 
at  their  meetings  always  shouted, 
**  Thank  God  we  have  a  House  of  Lords." 
Radicals  had  no  intention  to  remain  any 
longer  supinely  like  toads  under  the 
harrow  of  the  House  of  Lords.  They 
intended  to  agitate  until  they  could  say, 
''Thank  God  we  have  not  a  hereditary 
House  of  Lords." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "that"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  contrary  to  the  true  principles  of  Repre- 
sentative Government,  and  injurious  to  their 
efficiency,  that  any  person  should  be  a  Member 
of  one  House  of  the  Legislature  by  right  of 
birth,  and  it  is  therefore  desirable  to  put  an 
end  to  any  such  existing  rights," — {Mr.  Labou^ 
ehere,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Ma.  KATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  said,  the  only  complaint  he  had 
to  find  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Eesolution  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
was,  that  he  had  answered  his  (Mr. 
Eathbone's)  arguments  before  he  had 
heard  them.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
intention  of  trying  to  whitewash  what 
the  hon.  Member  called  "  that  whited 
sepulchre,  the  House  of  Lords."  All 
Badicals  and  all  Liberals  would  agree, 
and  he  fancied  all  Conservatives  would 
also  agree,  that  hitherto  the  House  of 
Lords  had  too  much  dammed  up  public 
opinion  and  discontent  in  quiet  times — 
that  in  such  times  it  had  opposed  legis- 
lation in  accordance  with  national  feeling 
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only  to  brr*ak  down  its  hnrrioM,  nnrl  allow 
a  flood  of  hasty  logislation  to  pour  forth 
in  times  of  excitement.  It  had  been 
anythinp^  but  a  truly  Conservative  part 
of  our  Constitution,  and  ho  should  bo 
tho  last  to  wish  to  stronp^thon  it  as  an 
opponent  to  tho  House  of  Commons  and 
a  barrier  to  tlio  dcli borate  wishes  of  tho 
nation.  On  tho  contrary,  he  thought 
the  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 
necessary,  and  that  the  continued  exist- 
ence of  that  Chamber  was  impossible  un- 
less it  could  bo  made  to  represent,  as 
tlio  House  of  Commons  did,  the  dolibo- 
rato  will  of  tho  nation.  If  it  wore 
Representative,  it  might  be  made  to 
strengthen  the  House  of  Commons 
very  materially,  not  that  ho  supposed 
it  would  ever  enjoy  the  same  kind  of 
power  as  that  House.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  treated  everybody  as 
a  bad  Liberal  who  did  not  insist  on 
nothing  less  than  tho  abolition  of  the 
House  of  Lords ;  but  he  (Mr.  Eathbone) 
would  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  of 
the  story  of  the  Irishman  who  said  there 
were  15  reasons  why  he  did  not  eat  his 
breakfast,  and  the  first  of  them  was  be- 
cause he  could  not  got  a  breakfast  to 
oat.  That  was  a  good  reason  in  the 
case  of  the  Irishman,  and  a  similar  kind 
of  reason  might  be  usod  in  regard  to 
tho  abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
did  not  think  they  would  be  able  to 
get  abolition,  at  any  rato  within  any 
reasonable  period.  His  object  in  rising 
was  to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Oontleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  after  ''in,''  in  line  1,  and 
insert — 

*' Order  to  improve  the  legislative  ofTicicncy 
of  tho  House  of  Lords,  it  is  desirable  that  it 
should  not  rest  solely  on  right  of  birth,  and  not 
bo  responsible  to  or  in  suflicicnt  touch  with  tho 
people ;  and  that  a  combination  of  tho  lioredi- 
tary  and  representative  principle  would  i^re- 
scrvo  what  is  vulnablo  in,  and  increase  the 
usefulness  of,  that  brunch  of  the  logislaturo." 

Fow  mon,  he  presumed,  would  bo  found 
to  argue  that,  granting  that  a  Second 
Cliamber  was  necessary,  they  would,  if 
they  had  to  begin  again,  select  in  those 
days  the  hereditary  principle  as  that  on 
which  to  found  it.  But,  in  tho  Motion 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  brought  forward,  he  (^Ir. 
Bathbono)  thought  he  had  hardly  taken 
account  of  the  very  strong  characteristics 
of  the  British  nation.  The  British 
people  seldom  tried  to  destroy  an  insti- 
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tution  which  had  long  existed,  and  to 
which  in  times  past  they  had  owed  con- 
siderable benefits,  without  first  trying 
to  amend  it ;  and  he  did  not  think  the 
hon.  Member  would  porsuado  them  in 
the  present  day  to  act  on  any  different 
principle  as  regarded  tho  House  of 
liords.  Thoreforo,  as  thej  were  all 
agreed  that  their  Legislative  Constitu- 
tion had  not  worked  as  efficiently  as  it 
ought  to  do  in  order  to  meet  modem 
requirements,  he  would  ask  tho  House 
to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be  well 
to  try  promptly  to  reform  tho  House  of 
Lords  and  make  it,  as  he  belieyed  it 
might  be  made,  a  very  useful  and  effi- 
cient part  of  the  Constitution.  V^w 
countries  had  thought  it  desirable  to 
proceed  without  a  Second  Chamber ;  and, 
even  after  they  had  altered  the  Bules 
of  Procedure  in  the  House  of  Commons 
as  proposed,  he  could  not  see  much 
chance  of  their  having  too  much  legis- 
lative power  to  meet  all  the  complicated 
wants  of  modern  civilization.  They  knew 
that  there  was  in  the  House  of  Lords 
considerable  legislative  talent  which  re- 
ceived its  education  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  There  was  a  strong  feeling, 
moreover,  in  the  country  in  favour  of 
the  hereditary  principle,  founded  on  the 
services  which  such  families  as  the  Hus- 
sells,  the  Cavendishes,  and  the  Howards 
had  rendered  as  popular  leaders;  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  most  practical  to 
see  whether  we  could  not  in  some  way  use 
this  talent,  and  avoid  arousing  against 
us  a  strong  popular  sentiment,  and  tiy 
to  carry  the  House  of  Lords  with  us  in 
their  own  reform.  Lord  Salisbury  him- 
self had  used  words  respecting  the 
American  Senate,  showing  that  ho 
coveted  for  England  a  Second  Chamber 
as  powerful  and  efficient,  and  we  might 
with  advantage  see  whether  the  prin* 
ciple  which  had  been  so  successful  there 
could  not  be  adapted  and  applied  to  the 
improvement  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  presumed  that  what  they  wanted  a 
Second  Chamber  for  was,  in  the  first 
place,  to  help  efficiently  in  the  practical 
work  of  legislation,  so  that  laws  might 
be  more  carefully  and  promptly  con- 
sidered than  they  were  now;  and,  in 
the  next  place,  that  it  should  represent 
the  mature  and  permanent  opinions  of 
tho  country,  and  give  time  for  reflection 
in  periods  of  great  excitement  and 
violent  agitation.  That  was  what  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  hi^d  douo 
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Tory  Buccessfullj.  It  waa  purer  from  ; 
corrupt  influeoceR,  more  poworful  and 
more  useful  tbaa  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentativeB,  and  still  more  so  than  the 
State  Legialaturea  which  selected  it. 
Now,  could  not  they  in  some  way  uso 
the  principles  which  had  produced  that 
result,  and,  wliilo  retaining  what  was 
useful  and  noble  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
make  that  Aeaombly  atill  more  useful, 
and  therefore  still  more  truly  noble,  in 
the  best  eonse  than  it  was  now,  by  pro- 
viding  for  it  division  of  labour,  increased 
means  of  political  information,  and  in- 
creased sensQ  of  responsibility?  He 
thought  anyone  who  had  really  studied 
the  question  why  the  House  of  Lords 
had  not  hitherto  been  made  more  use- 
ful than  it  had  been,  would  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  waa  from  the 
want  of  these  advantages  that  its  com- 
parative uselessnosa  had  arisen,  and 
that  it  had  become  merely  a  drag  on 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  a  Court 
to  register  its  decrees.  To  bring  that 
home  to  anyone  who  had  watched  with 
aniious  interest  the  course  of  legislation 
it  was  only  necessary  to  follow  the 
stages  of  a  Bill  in  the  two  Houses,  and 
to  see  why,  with  all  the  legislative  capa- 
city which  the  Upper  House  contained 
in  many  of  its  Members,  its  legislative 
woric  hud  to  bo  done  all  over  again  when 
brought  to  the  House  of  Commons.  No 
Bill  came  in  a  practicable  and  workable 
shape  from  the  minds  of  lis  promoters 
or  hands  of  its  draftsman.  It  was 
printed,  debated  in  the  face  of  the  public, 
sent  down  by  hon.  Members  to  those  of 
their  constituents  who  were  interested 
in  the  question,  and  Members  received 
in  reply  all  the  practical  iatormation  that 
practical  men  interested  in  the  subject 
possessed,  and  with  the  aid  of  such 
information  the  Bill  was  amended 
and  thrown  into  practical  shape.  This 
was  what  happened  to  a  Bill  in  the 
House  of  Commons ;  but  Members  of 
the  Houeo  of  Lords  had  not  volunteered 
to  undertake  tho  duties  of  legislation, 
and  some  of  them  had  neither  taste  nor 
fitness  forthowork.  They  were  reapon- 
siblo  to  no  electors.  No  individual  lay 
Peer  was  directly  connected  with  the 
inhabitants  of  a  locality,  or  with  those 
interested  in  any  trade,  manufacture,  or 
profession  in  a  way  to  authorize  and 
induce  them  to  communicate  with  him  as 
to  tho  defects  of  any  Bill,  or  the  beat 
mode     of  making  it    more  complete. 


He  was  not  in  any  effective  manner  re- 
sponsible to  or  in  touch  with  those  for 
whom  ho  was  legislating.  Hence  the 
Lords  rarely  debated  openly  in  detail 
any  of  the  ordinary  measures  brought 
befuro  them  ;  tho  Committee  st^go  of  a 
measure  was  usually  settled  by  a  con- 
versation across  the  Table  ;  and  the  Bill, 
not  having  received  that  consideration 
and  consequent  amendment  by  sugges- 
tions from  the  osperience  of  tho  country 
at  large  to  make  it  practically  workable, 
the  whole  work  necessary  to  bring 
it  into  practical  shape  had  to  be  done 
over  again  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Consider  for  a  moment  what  powers  and 
quali6cations  the  House  of  Lords  pos- 
sessed, in  what  respect  it  was  deficient, 
and  what  was  necessary  to  make  it  the 
most  powerful  and  eificient  and  useful 
Second  Chamber  in  tho  world,  as  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  is,  ho  be- 
lieved, in  the  opinion  of  those  who  had 
most  studied  the  subject,  including  the 
Prime  Minister  himself.  The  House  of 
Lords  possessed  enormous  historical 
dignity,  and,  in  spite  of  its  blunders  of 
late  years,  still  had  a  strong  hold  on  tho 
feelings,  or  if  they  liked  on  the  prej  udicea 
of  the  English  nation ;  and  it  contained 
now  a  minority  certainly,  but  still  a  con- 
siderable number  of  men  of  groat  ability 
and  trained  to  political  life  who  might  be 
made  very  useful  as  legislators ;  but, 
moreover,  a  large  number  of  mon  who, 
having  no  taste  and  no  faculty  for  legis- 
lation, wore  nevertheless  very  useful  in 
their  own  localities  as  Chairmen  of 
Quarter  Sessions  and  of  Boards  of  Ciuar- 
dians,  and  partakers  in  county  and  local 
administration  generally.  What  they 
wanted  was  division  of  labour  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  leaving  to  Peers  their 
rank  and  dignity,  but  providing  (bat, 
when  sitting  as  a  Legislative  Assembly, 
only  those  Peers  should  vote  who  pos- 
sessed tho  necessary  qualifications  to 
enable  them  to  legislate  usefully  and 
with  elfeot  as  Members  of  a  Second 
Chamber.  This  division  of  labour  waa 
already  in  practice  adopted  as  regarded 
the  legal  or  judicial  Business  of  the 
House  of  Lord's ;  for  the  general  Eulo 
that  no  one  but  Law  Lords  voted  injudi- 
cial cases  had  never  been  deviated  from 
for  more  than  a  century ;  but  something 
more  than  custom  would  be  required  to 
make  such  a  liulo  olToctive  in  relation 
to  the  legislative  portion  of  the  work  of 
that  House.    To  enable  and  indues  tb.« 
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Lords  to  be  an  effective  part  of  the 
Legislature  they  ought  to  feel  practi- 
cally responsible  to  the  country  for  the 
due  performance  of  the  work  for  which 
they  had  been  selected  and  which  they 
liad  agreed  to  undertake.     They  ought 
to  represent  the  matured  opinion  of  the 
country  so  as  to  provide  against  hasty, 
unwise   legislation    during  periods    of 
excessive  excitement.      They  ought  to 
bring  the  House  of  Lords  into  connec- 
tion and  touch  with  the  different  parts 
of  the  country.     He  assumed,  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  case,  that  the  coun- 
try, as  a  whole,  was  not  prepared  to  do 
without  a  Second  Chamber.     But  they 
wanted  a  Second  Chamber  somewhat  in 
accord  with  the  gradual,  steady,  irrevo- 
cable movement  of  national  sentiment 
and  thought.     Would  not  those  objects 
be  attained  by  allowing  the  Peerage  to 
retain  all  that  it  now  enjoyed  of  rank 
and  precedence,  but  appropriating  to  its 
diverse  functions  the  diverse  abilities  of 
its  members;  by  leaving  them  free,  if 
they  so  preferred,  not  to  undertake  the 
duty  of  making  laws ;  by  providing  that 
all  Peerages  of  the  United  Kingdom,  as 
did  then  Peerages  of  the   Scotch    and 
Irish   Kingdoms,    should  confer,  not  a 
seat  in  the   House  of  Lords,  but  the 
capacity  of  filling  such  a  seat;  by  pro- 
viding that  the    House   of    Commons 
should   elect  those  Peers  who    should 
actually  vote,  but  not  elect  them  all  at 
once  or  in  the  ordinary  manner,  but  each 
successive  House  of  Commons  electing 
by  the  cumulative  vote  one -third  of  their 
total  number,  say  50  Peers,  who  should 
sit  during  three  Parliaments,  a  period, 
on  the  average,  of  1 5  years  ?    Power 
might  be  reserved  to  the  Ministers  to 
nominate  a  limited  number  of  eminent 
Civil  and  Military  Servants  of  the  Crown 
to  sit  in  the  Upper  House,  either  for  life 
or  for  a  term  of  three  Parliaments.     The 
present  Law  Lords  would,    of    course 
retain   their  seats.      And,    finally,    in 
Older  to   connect  the  House  of  Lords 
with  the  nation  and  its  whole  system  of 
local  government,  the  Chairman  of  the 
New  County  Boards,  when  these   last 
should  have  been  established,  might  be 
added  to  the  number  of  the  Members 
of  the   Upper    House.     As  the  United 
Kingdom   contained    114    counties,    of 
which    some    might    be    grouped   and 
others  divided  for  purposes  of  adminis- 
tration, they  might  compute  the  number 
of  Chairmen  as  about  equal  to  the  num- 
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ber  of  counties.     Adding  these  to  the 
150  elected  Peers,  and  making  a  mode- 
rate allowance  for  life  Peers  and  for  Law 
Lords,  we  obtained  a  total  of  about  300 
Members.     More  numerous  a   Seoond 
Chamber    could  scarcely  with    advan- 
tage be;    and  if  the  nominal   Upper 
House  of  that  day  exceeded  that  figure, 
its  working   numbers   fell  far    below. 
By  this  mode  he  halieved  they  would 
retain  every  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords  who  really  took   any    practical 
interest    in  legidation  in  the   present 
day ;  and,  either  as  elected  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  or  as  Chairmen  of  County 
Boards,   they  would   have  undertaken 
the  work  of  their  House,  and  would  feel 
responsible   for  its  performance.     The 
House  of  Lords  would  represent  the  de- 
liberate opinion  of  the  nation   spread 
over  three  Parliaments.     The  hereditary 
Peers  would  still  be  in  the  majority; 
but    they   would    be    Peers    who   had 
sought  election,  and  voluntarily  assumed 
the  responsibility  of   the  work ;  while 
the  Upper  House  would  be  brought  into 
connection  and  communication  and  touch 
with  the  localities  through  the  Chairmen 
of  County  Boards.    On  this  system  they 
would  have  adopted  what  was  valuable 
in   the  constitution  of    the    House   of 
Lords  itself,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
They  would  have  a  Body  representing 
the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  country, 
and  not  open  to  be  influenced  by  gusts 
of  pa9sion.     The  only  objection  that  he 
had  heard  to  his  plan  was  that  it  would 
make  the  House  of  Lords  too  powerful, 
and  that  they  might  fear  clashing  with 
the  House  of  Commons.     His  answer  to 
that  was,  he  thought,  simple  and  con- 
clusive.     The    Senate    of    the    United 
States  had  been  made  more  powerful 
than  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  yet 
there  was  no  clashing  there.     The  Senate 
had   been   not   only   by  far  the    most 
powerful,  but  tho  wisest  and  most  use- 
ful part  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States ;  and  if  the  power  of  the  House 
of  Lords  should  overshadow  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons — which  he  did  not 
believe  would  ever  be  the  case — it  would 
be  because,  like  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States,   it  had  been    more  useful  and 
wiser  than  the  more  popular  Assembly ; 
and  power  arising  from  beneficent  action 
and  wisdom  was  that  which  they  ought 
not  to  fear,  but  rather  to  covet;  and, 
after  all,  it  could  only  be  because  the 
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House  of  CommoDB  ceased  to  be  in  the  \ 
future  what  it  had  been  in  the  past — 
the  first  Legislative  Assembly  in  the 
world — and  it  could  only  by  remaining 
80  degraded  for  some  considerable  time 
lose  the  tremendous  hold  that  it  had 
upon  the  affections  and  confidence  of  the 
country.  He  was  not  wedded  to  any 
particular  part  of  the  scheme  he  had 
laid  before  the  House.  He  had  sug- 
gested it  as  one  way  in  which  he  thought 
the  defects  of  the  House  of  Lords  might 
be  remedied,  and  that  Chamber  made 
a  powerful  and  beneficent  Legislative 
Body.  Some  had  proposed  that  the  selec- 
tion of  the  legislative  part  of  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  left  to  the  House  of  Lords 
itself.  That  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  great 
improvement  upon  the  present  House, 
brought  up  to  vote  on  most  important 
issues,  which  a  great  many  of  its  Mem- 
bers had  not  taken  the  trouble  either  to 
understand  or  debate.  The  most  valu- 
able part  of  his  suggestion  was  that  it 
would  bring  the  Chairmen  of  County 
Boards  into  the  House  of  Lords, 
elected  for,  say,  seven  or  ten  years; 
as  that  really  would  do  something  to- 
wards bringing  the  House  of  Lords, 
into  connection  and  touch  with  the 
country,  and  would,  moreover,  have  the 
most  beneficial  effect  in  dignifying  our 
whole  system  of  local  administration,  by 
making  the  head  of  the  local  government 
of  each  county  a  dignified  Member  of  the 
Legislature. 

Mr.  CUEZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port),  who  had  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  *^  opinion  of  this  House,"  in  line  1, 
and  insert — 

"Tho  strengthening  of  the  Legislature  is  to 
bo  sought,  not  in  tho  abolition,  but  in  the  re- 
form and  modification  of  the  hereditary  princi- 
ple in  the  composition  of  tho  Upper  House  of 
Parliament," 

said,  that  he  was  not  able  to  compete 
with  either  of  the  two  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  before  him  that  night, 
because  the  first  of  them  was  a  conscious 
and  the  second  was  an  unconscious 
humourist.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  a 
man  of  facetious  and  fanciful  tempera- 
ment, and  no  institution  was  safe  from 
his  quips  or  his  satire.  There  was 
nothing  that  he  touched  which  he  was 
not  capable  of  turning  into  laughter, 
and  they  had  an  admirable  illustration 
of  that  in  his  speech  that  night.    The 


want  of  seriousness  on  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's part  was  but  the  reflex  of  wha 
were  his  real  feelings  on  the  matter. 
Would  it  be  believed  that  less  than  two 
years  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, that  arch-democrat,  actually 
contemplated  without  alarm  the  contin- 
gency of  becoming  a  Peer  himself  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  must  pro- 
test against  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
says.  I  never  for  a  moment  contem- 
plated so  horrible  a  contingency. 

Mb.  CUEZON  said,  he  was  very  glad 
to  hear  that  disclaimer,  because  he  had 
derived  his  information  on  the  point 
from  a  quarter  of  unquestioned  veracity 
— a  journal  called  Truth,  The  hon. 
Gentleman  stated,  in  the  autumn  of 
188G,  writing  in  that  paper,  that  he 
would  almost  consent  to  become  a  Peer 
himself  if  only  to  gaze  on  a  picture  by 
Mr.  Herbett,  which  hung  in  one  of  the 
ante- chambers  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  (Mr.  Curzon)  confessed  that  he  was 
a  little  surprised  at  that  admission  of 
weakness  on  the  hon.  Gentleman's  part, 
and  he  could  not  understand  how  an  hon. 
Gentleman  like  him  could  contemplate 
becoming  a  Member  of  an  Assembly 
where  the  exploded  principles  of  order 
and  decorum  still  prevailed,  and  it 
was  only  when  he  himself  went  and 
examined  the  picture  in  question  that 
ho  was  able  to  account  for  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  curious  remark,  because 
ho  found  that  the  subject  of  the  picture 
was  that  of  Moses  breaking  the  tables 
of  the  law.  The  present  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  was,  he  must  observe,  one 
of  a  very  restricted  application.  It 
applied  by  its  terms  only  to  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Lords  who  were 
legislators  by  right  of  birth,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  appeared 
to  fancy,  judging  from  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment,  that  the  House  of  Lords 
consisted  entirely  of  such  Members. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Curzon)  denied  the  hon. 
Member's  assertion  that  the  House  of 
Lords  rested  solely  on  the  right  of  birth. 
There  were  many  Members  of  the  other 
House  to  whom  the  terms  both  of  the 
Motion  and  of  the  Amendment  did  not 
apply.  First,  there  were  the  Arch- 
bishops and  the  Bishops,  27  in  number, 
who  sat,  not  by  right  of  birtK,  but  be- 
cause they  represented  their  dioceses. 
Then  there  were  three  Law  Lords,  who 
sat  not  by  right  of  birth,  but  by  the 
terms  of  an  Act  passed  in  1876.    Then 
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there  were  the  16  Scotch  and  the  28 
Irish  Eepresentative  Peers,  who  sat 
in  virtue  of  their  election  by  their 
Peers,  and  who  were  in  the  strictest 
sense  of  the  term  Eepresentative 
and  not  Hereditary  Peers.  Further, 
there  were  in  the  House  of  Lords  no 
fewer  than  70  Peers  who  had  been  en- 
nobled themselves  and  who  sat  there, 
not  by  right  of  birth,  but  by  right  of  the 
patents  granted  to  them  for  services 
they  had  rendered  to  the  State.  The 
whole  of  these  classes,  amounting  in  all 
to  144  persons,  were  excluded  from  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  which  only  dealt  with 
the  remaining  proportion,  or  about  three- 
fourths  of  tlie  House  of  Lords ;  so  that 
they  arrived  at  this  ridiculous  conclusion 
— that  if  that  Motion  were  adopted,  and 
the  forms  of  the  Constitution  permitted 
it  to  be  carried  into  effect — which,  fortu- 
nately, they  did  not — they  would  abolish 
three-fourths  of  the  existing  House  of 
Lords,  but  would  still  have  a  body  of 
over  140  Members,  the  composition  or  the 
political  complexion  of  which  would  not 
bo  moro  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member 
than  those  of  the  present  Upper  Chamber. 
The  first  and  main  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  that  the 
Houso  of  Lords  was  not  a  representa- 
tive institution,  and  that  it  was  contrary 
to  the  principles  of  representative  govern- 
ment that  an  institution  so  composed 
should  exist.  Now,  ho  took  leave  to 
point  out  that  representative  govern- 
ment was  not  a  complete  or  an  exhaus- 
tive account  of  the  Constitution  under 
which  we  lived.  We  had  representative 
institutions,  but  all  our  institutions  were 
not  representative.  Some  of  them  were 
based  on  a  directly  opposite  principle. 
There  was  the  Throne,  which  was  not 
filled  on  the  Eopresontativo  principle., 
but  on  the  principle  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  so  severely 
condemned,  the  hereditary  principle. 
And  if  the  hon.  Member  levelled  a  blow 
at  the  hereditary  principle  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  he  (Mr.  Curzon)  wanted  to 
know  why  ho  did  not  also  strike  at 
the  hereditary  principle  in  the  Throne. 
Then  there  was  the  Cabinet,  which 
might  be  described  as  the  ruling  body  in 
this  country.  It  was  not  framed  on  the 
representative  principle ;  it  was  nomi- 
nated by  one  man,  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  the  Prime  Minister  himself  was  not 
selected  on  the  Eepresentative  principle, 
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but  was  nominated  bj  the  Sovereign. 
Finally,  they  had  the  Judges,  who  were 
not  elected,  but  nominated,  and  were 
not  responsible  nor  removable.  To  re- 
turn to  the  direct  charge  that  the  House 
of  Lords  was  not  a  Eepresentative  body. 
The  hon.  Member  himself  said  it  was 
exclueively  representative  of  one  class 
only,  that  of  the  land.  Well,  he  con- 
ceived that  the  possession  of  landed 
estates,  and  the  stake  in  the  welfare  of 
the  country  which  that  possossion  in- 
volved, were  no  mean  guarantees  for 
the  possession  of  the  qualities  of  inde- 
pendence and  patriotism  so  essential 
in  a  Second  Chamber.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  drawn  a  somewhat  fantastic 
picture  of  the  House  of  Lords,  sketched 
in  a  highly  sensational  and  imperfect 
style  of  art.  He  had  described  it  as 
being  composed  for  the  most  part  of 
unsuccessful  politicians  and  of  successful 
money  -  grubbers.  [Mr.  LABOuonERS : 
The  recent  additions.]  Now,  in  its 
actual  composition  it  contained  23  Cabi- 
net Ministers,  4  Viceroys  of  India  and  6 
of  Ireland,  4  Governors  General  of 
Canada,  8  Governors  Principal  or 
Colonial  Governors,  and  6  Ambassadors 
or  ex- Ambassadors.  In  addition  to  these 
there  wero  in  the  House  of  Lords  two 
ex-Speakers  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
eight  Judges,  78  officials  who  had  held 
posts  under  the  Government  exclusive  of 
the  Eoyal  Household,  120  Privy  Coun- 
cillors,  157  Peers  who  had  served  in 
the  Army  or  Navy,  excluding  Yeomanry, 
Volunteers,  and  Militia ;  and,  lastly, 
there  were  194  Peers  who  had  satisfied 
even  the  stringent  rule  laid  down  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  himself, 
inasmuch  as  they  had  submitted  to  the 
ordeal  of  public  election  and  had  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons.  To 
contend  that  a  House  so  composed  was 
not  a  Eepresentative  Chamber  and  was 
not  representative  of  many  and  varied 
interests  was  an  abuse  of  languago ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  felt  that  the  House 
of  Lords  might  be  made  much  more 
representative  than  it  was.  There  were 
interests  which  at  the  present  moment 
were  excluded  from  representation  in 
that  House  andwhichmight  be  admitted, 
and  there  were  interests  which  were 
imperfectly  represented,  and  whose  re- 
presentation might  be  enlarged.  There 
wero  three  classes  to  whom  these  re- 
marks mainly  applied.  First  of  aU, 
there  were  the  great  Dissenting  denomi- 
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nations  which  filled  bo  large  a  place  in 
the  public  life  of  the  country,  and  which 
at  the  present  moment  were  almost  with- 
out representation  there.  Then  there 
were  the  Public  Services,  which  trained 
and  turned  out  a  staff  of  public  servants 
unequalled  for  efficiency  in  the  world, 
and  whose  abilities  and  experience 
after  they  had  retired  from  their  profes- 
sions might  be]  continued  in  the  service 
of  the  State.  Lastly,  there  were  the 
Colonists,  who  were  absolutely  without 
representation  in  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment. If  the  House  of  Lords  could  be 
made  more  representative  of  these 
classes  and  interests  he  believed  that 
the  community  at  large  would  approve 
of  such  a  step  beiug  taken.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  complained 
that  there  was  a  permanent  Conserva- 
tive majority  in  the  other  House.  That 
was  a  necessary  feature  of  a  Second 
Chamber.  [*»  Oh  !'*]  There  never  had 
been  a  Second  Chamber  in  the  history 
of  the  world  which  did  not  contain  a 
Conservative  as  against  a  Badical  ma- 
jority. They  might  have  representatives 
of  whatever  element  they  pleased  in  a 
Second  Chamber ;  but  it  would  be  found 
that  a  Badical  majority  if  temporarily 
secured  could  not  be  permanently  re- 
tained, and  that  the  Conservatives  would 
in  the  long  run  have  the  preponder- 
ance. There  had  been  300  creations  to 
the  Peerage  in  the  present  Eeign,  and 
over  200  of  these  had  been  the  creations 
of  Liberal  Prime  Ministers.  Notwith- 
standing that  the  Conservative  majority 
in  the  House  of  Lords  was  stronger 
than  ever.  Of  the  200  creations,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  was 
responsible  for  nearly  80  ;  and  yet  he 
(Mr.  Curzon)  would  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  one-half  of  that  number,  if  not 
more,  would  without  a  qualm  of  com- 
punction go  into  the  lobby  against  him. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  was 
in  favour  of  a  single  Chamber,  because, 
as  he  said,  we  could  not  possibly  get  a 
satisfactory  Second  Chamber.  By  a 
satisfactory  Second  Chamber,  the  hon. 
Member  meant  a  Second  Chamber  com- 
posed of  men  of  his  own  political  com- 
plexion. That  wai  not  an  argument 
against  Second  Chambers  per  se,  but 
rather  an  argument  against  Eadicalism 
per  se,  and  the  very  fact  of  the  impos- 
sibility of  keeping  a  Badical  majority 
alive  iu  a  Second  Ohamber,  tend  and 


water  it  as  they  pleased,  was  a  proof, 
not  of  the  unhealthiness  of  the  atmo- 
spherei  but  rather  of  the  inherent  sick- 
liness and  decrepitude  of  the  plant. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  trotted  out  the 
old  and  familiar  argument  which  he 
might  describe  as  the  ''Financial  Eeform 
Almanack  Argument,"  and  which  was 
this,  that  because  the  Peers  received  so 
much  annual  income  in  rental,  in  pen- 
sions, or  in  pay,  therefore  they  must  be 
regarded  with  suspicion  as  legislators. 
He  retaliated  by  regarding  the  figures 
of  the  hon.  Member  with  the  greatest 
possible  suspicion.  In  November,  1884, 
the  hon.  Member  complained  that  a 
certain  number  of  hereditary  Peers  were 
owners  of  14,000,000  acres  with  a  rental 
of  £9,000,000 ;  while  in  March,  1 886,  he 
stated  that  the  same  number  of  Peers 
owned  the  same  number  of  aoree  at  a 
rental  of  £12,000,000.  The  astomahing 
thing  was  that  this  increase  was  said  to 
have  taken  place  in  little  more  than  a 
year,  when  every  man  of  sense  knew 
perfectly  well  that  rents  had  fallen  from 
15  to  30  per  cent.  The  figures  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  were  totally  and  hopelessly 
inaccurate.  The  hon.  Member  also  re- 
ferred to  the  matter  of  salaries  paid  to 
Peers.  He  (Mr.  Curzon)  would  point 
out  that  salaries  were  paid  to  Cabinet 
Ministers  even  if  thev  were  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  salaries 
included  those  paid  to  Yioeroys  and  Am- 
bassadors and  others  in  the  service  of 
the  State  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 
He  fearlessly  asserted  the  principle  that 
the  labourer  was  worthy  of  his  hire, 
whether  Peer  or  peasant.  A  Peer  was 
as  much  entitled  to  a  salary  if  he  hap- 
pened to  be  in  the  service  of  the  State 
as  the  doctor  or  the  barrister  to  his  fee, 
or  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  to 
the  sixpence  which  a  gullible  public 
paid  for  a  copy  of  lYuih.  The  House  of 
Lords  did  real  service  in  saving  the 
country  from  the  two  greatest  curses 
which  could  befall  a  nation  having  a 
titled  order  and  great  commercial  wealth 
— namely,  the  curse  of  an  aristocracy 
framed  upon  narrow  lines  of  caste,  and 
the  curse  of  a  plutocracy  or  moneyed 
order  uplifted  and  sustained  by  wealth. 
While  the  nobility  of  other  countries 
had,  under  the  blighting  influence  of 
caste,  shrivelled  into  a  dry  and  sapless 
trunk,  the  nobility  of  England  had 
struck  new  roots  into  the  soil,  and  re- 
cruited itself  by  fresh  impulses  from  the 
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eoiiTCO  whence  it  sprung;  and  vhilo 
other  countries  had  suffered  from  making 
monej  and  not  birth  tbo  toet  of  rank, 
we  had  been  free  from  the  degrading 
taint  of  Mammon  worship  in  England. 
In  its  Constitutional  aspect  the  House  of 
Lords  acted  aa  a  counterpoise  to  the 
unbalanced  weight  of  a  democratic  and 
Bepreaentatire  Chamber,  and  that  that 
counterpoisB  was  needed  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  all  save  the  eeciion  represented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
The  Houao  of  Lorda  was  also  a  means 
of  referring  hastily  conceived  and  pre- 
mature meaaures  to  the  people,  and  aa 
such  it  had  been  a  democratic  ralher 
than  an  aristocratic  agent.  Then  it  was 
said  that  the  House  of  Lords  had  never 
done  any  good  thing ;  that  it  had  only 
indulged  in  massacre  and  mutilation. 
His  estimato  of  good  and  evil  no  doubt 
differed  materially  from  that  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  asked 
what  good  the  House  of  Ijordshad  done, 
he  aaked  in  return  what  evil  had  it  not 
prevented  being  done  ?  How  often  had 
not  the  House  of  Lords  taken  imperfect 
measures  and  lopped  them  into  shape  ? 
How  often  hod  it  not  stood  between  the 
country  and  the  impetuous  amateur 
legislation  in  which  Gentlemen  like  the 
hon.  Member  were  apt  to  indulge  ?  The 
hon.  Member  appealed  to  reoont  history. 
Ho  (Mr.  Curzon)  remembered  the  Ses- 
sion of  1886,  after  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
Lad  been  thrown  out,  when  moat  Mem- 
bers had  gone  to  their  constituents,  and 
there  remained  in  the  House  only  a  small 
band  of  faithful  Radicals  under  the  load 
of  the  right  hon.  Members  for  Edin- 
burgh and  Stirling.  At  that  tiuo  a 
number  of  hasty  and  ill-considered 
measures  were  hurried  through  the 
House  of  Commons,  and,  but  for  the 
House  of  Lorda,  they  would  have  now 
been  the  law  of  the  land,  and  the  reputa- 
tion of  hon.  Members  opposite  as  legis- 
lators would  have  been  even  lower  than 
it  was.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
the  selSshness  of  the  Houxe  of  Lords. 
Was  it  no  proof  of  aulf- abnegation 
and  the  preference  of  patriotism  to 
Party  interests  that  a  body  like  tiio 
House  of  Lords,  composed  almost  en- 
tirely of  Protestants  and  Churchmen, 
should  have  passed  a  measure  like  the 
diseatablishment  of  the  Irish  Church, 
or  that  a  House  compoaod,  as  the  hon. 
Member  complained,  of  landlords  should 
have  passed  with  so  little  friction  the 
Mr.  Curzon 


Land  Acts  of  1B70  and 
measure  like  Lord  Ashb 
Purchase  Act  ?  If  nothin 
come  out  of  the  House  ( 
was  it  that  so  many  gt€ 
measures  wore  inscribed  ( 
Book  ?  We  had  heard  a 
fifty  years  of  Liberal  prof 
the  House  of  Lorda  deserv 
of  credit  for  contributing  t( 
by  the  measures  it  had  pai 
that  side  of  the  House  thej 
that  the  House  was  free 
otherwise  they  would  not 
the  Paper  proposals  fo 
There  were  bad  pointa  in 
Lords,  but  they  were  poi 
hon.  Member  had  to  a 
overlooked.  The  House 
not  sufficiently  Beptest 
might  be  made  more  I 
than  it  was.  The  Prero 
creation  of  Members  of  < 
Lords  was  one  of  the  high 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the 
of  the  Crown.  It  was  t 
which  ought  to  be  exerc 
cretion  and  restraint,  but  1 
had  not  been  uniformly  < 
promotion  had  not  alw 
recognition  of  services  re 
country,  but  had  too  ofte) 
ward  of  purely  political  ee 
the  hereditary  system  pre' 
House  of  Lords  was  coi 
permissive.  The  eldest  si 
ditary  Peer  succeeded  to 
was  bound  to  take  it,  wfa 
willing  or  not.  There  mi 
more  tit,  but  the  man  les 
bo  relieved  of  his  duties, 
evils  in  the  House  of  Lo: 
was  a  growing  desire  in 
to  remedy  thoao  evils,  and 
had  ventured  to  put  on  1 
Amendment  which  anyone 
stand,  and  that  was  more 
said  uf  the  hon.  Member's 
The  Amendment  which  h< 
the  Paper  asked  the  Ho 
only  to  tbe  reform  and  n 
the  hereditary  principle  in 
tion  of  the  House  of  Lordi 
to  be  content  with  small 
measures  to  begin  with, 
some  modification  of  the  hi 
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No  help  could  be  expected  from  m  embers 
below  the  Gangway,  as  the  House  had 
heard  from  the  hon.  Member.  He  hoped » 
however,  that  amoDg  other  sections  of 
the  House,  both  Conservative  and 
Liberal,  a  more  moderate  and  states- 
manlike spirit  prevailed,  because  if 
there  was  one  attitude  which  was  likely 
to  bo  more  fatal  than  what  he  might 
call  the  unblushing  nihilism  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  it  would  be  a  stub- 
born opposition  to  reform  such  as  might 
have  been  expected  from  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  in  old  times,  but  was  not  to 
be  expected  from  them  now.  In  process 
of  time  there  might  be  a  combination  of 
all  Parties  and  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment to  carry  out  this  refornif  But 
whatever  might  be  done  in  the  direction 
of  reform,  he  (Mr.  Curzon)  hoped  that 
an  institution  which  had  existed  in 
this  country  so  long,  and  on  the  whole 
had  justified  itself  to  the  sound  judg- 
ment of  the  nation,  would  not  be  hastily 
and  hurriedly  swept  away  in  obedience 
to  a  mandate  from  Northampton. 

Mr.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  said,  he  did 
not  propose  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
length ;  but  there  was  one  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Curzon)  which  he  desired  to  answer.  He 
would  not  follow  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
suggestion  that  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  1 868  in  regard  to  the  Irish 
Church  Act,  and  in  regard  to  the  Land 
Act  of  1870— three  vital  clauses  of  which 
they  struck  out,  necessitating  the  Act  of 
1880 — was  patriotic.  Neither  did  he 
propose  to  combat  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition  that  the  House  of  Lords  was 
the  embodiment  of  the  religious  life  of 
country.  The  one  question  he  wished  to 
answer  was  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  did  not 
include  in  his  Motion  the  Crown  as 
being  one  of  the  hereditary  institutions 
of  the  country.  He  apprehended  that 
the  reason  why  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
include  the  Crown  was  that  that  institu- 
tion did  not,  in  matters  of  legislation, 
present  itself  to  the  country  in  the 
same  position  as  the  House  of  Lords. 
Although,  technically,  the  Crown  pos- 
sessed the  right  of  veto,  they  did  not  find 
it  exercised  that  right.  On  the  other 
hand,  they  did  find  the  House  of  Lords 
constantly  dissenting  from  measures 
passed  by  the  Bepresentative  body  of  the 
people.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  Crown 
presented   an    example  which,   if   the 


House  of  Lords  were  to  follow  it,  would 
offer  the  readiest  and  easiest  solution  of 
the  question  they  were  now  considering. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  that 
the  peculiar  characteristic  of  our  Consti- 
tution was  its  adaptability  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time.  If  the  House  of 
Lords  were  to  adapt  itself  to  the  growing 
democratic  spirit  of  the  age  by  following 
the  notable  example  the  Crown  had  set, 
the  difficult  problem  they  had  before 
them  might  easily  be  settled.  Daring 
the  Tudor  and  Stuart  dynasties,  the 
Crown  exercised  direct  control,  and 
direct  control  was  exercised  by  William 
III.  There  came  a  time  in  the  reign  of 
the  House  of  Hanover,  when  the  King 
could  not  speak  English,  and  his  first 
Minister  could  not  speak  French,  and 
the  control  had  to  be  exercised  through 
the  medium  of  conversation  in  Latin. 
The  control  became,  in  consequence,  less 
and  less.  To-day,  the  Crown  was  8up« 
posed  to  be  the  embodiment  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. To-day  the  Crown  was  supposed 
to  have  the  nomination  of  all  officers  of  the 
Army  and  Navy,  and  to  have  the  control 
of  many  affairs,  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
such  rights  were  not  exercised.  If  the 
House  of  Lords  followed  the  example  of 
the  Crown  and  curtailed  the  control 
over  Bills  sent  up  from  this  House  which 
it  claimed  to  exercise,  the  result  might 
be  a  happy  euthanasia  for  that  House, 
and  the  House  might  be  preserved  from 
attacks  to  which  it  was  now  subject.  It 
had  gone  to  a  certain  extent  in  that 
direction.  It  had,  in  the  first  place, 
ceased  to  meet  as  a  \>ody  as  a  Court 
of  Supreme  Appeal  on  questions  of  law, 
thougn  it  was  entitled  to  do  so  if  it 
thought  fit.  It  had  also  ceased  to  make 
the  claim,  although  it  had  never  specifi- 
cally abandoned  it,  of  originating  mea- 
sures of  Supply.  If  it  were  to  go  on 
and  cease  to  dissent  to  the  mea- 
sures passed  by  this  House  on  im« 
portant  questions  like  those  affecting 
the  franchise  of  the  people,  and  •  so 
forth,  it  might  still  have  a  long  life; 
but  if  it  persisted  in  opposing  the  will 
of  the  people,  its  life  might  come  to  a 
more  speedy  end  than  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  imagined.  It  seemed  to  , 
him  that  this  was  the  answer  to  the 
question,  How  it  came  to  pass  that  the 
Crown  was  not  included  in  this  propo- 
sition? He  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.   Labouchere).     The    time  might 
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come  when  it  would  bo  necessary  to 
embody  the  proposition  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  supposed  that  that  was 
the  only  way,  short  of  a  Revolution,  in 
which  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
could  be  carried  into  practical  effect.  Of 
course,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
House  of  Lords  to  assent  to  such  an 
Act;  and,  whether  that  assent  would 
be  obtained  except  by  the  method  which 
was  adopted  in  1831,  when,  as  they 
know,  two  Ministers  of  the  Crown  went 
to  Windsor  with  80  creations  of  Peers 
in  their  pockets,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
say.  Very  probably  there  would  bo  an 
Act  of  Parliament  of  that  kind  unless 
the  House  of  Lords  accepted  the  sugges- 
tion, which  had  been  made  in  all  good 
faith,  that  they  should  gradually  lot  go 
those  prerogativos  which,  technically, 
they  possessed,  whenever  they  con- 
flicted with  the  will  of  the  people  as 
expressed  in  this  House. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  after  the  admirable  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Southport  Division 
of  South- West  Lancashire  (Mr.  Curzon), 
it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to  say  a  word 
as  to  the  importance  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  desired,  howover,  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Paper,  but  which,  he 
understood,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  move.  His  Amendment  was  as 
follows : — 

"It  is  desirable,  with  a  view  to  the  main- 
tcnanco  of  that  respoct  and  confidence  in  which 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  have  hitherto  been 
held  by  the  country,  that  hereditary  Members 
of  Parliament  whd  have  been  convicted  of 
crime,  or  who  have  been  bankrupt,  or  whose 
conduct  is  of  such  a  nature  as  in  the  judgment 
of  thoir  Peers  to  cause  public  scandal,  should 
cease  over  again  to  sit  or  vote  or  take  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  Parliament." 

He  need  hardly  say  ho  approached  this 
subject  as  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
Second  Chamber,  as  a  believer  in  the 
hereditary  system  to  a  certain  extent. 
Ho-  agreed  fully  with  his  hon.  Friond 
(Mr.  Curzon)  that  it  was  necessary  at 
the  present  time  to  consider  tho  reform 
of  tho  House  of  Lords  in  its  reprosonta- 
tive  character — to  incorporate  witliin  it 
certain  Life  Members  or  certain  Members 
who  had  been  not  only  hereditary  Peers, 
but  would  sit  there  as  a  reward  for 
public  services,  and  who  would  form  a 
large  addition  and  a  groat  strength  to 
that  House.     They  had  listened  to  a 
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remarkable  speech  from  the  hon.  Mom- 
ber  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
who,  in  his  usual  flippant  manner,  would 
get  rid  of  the  House  of  Lords  and  our 
great  Constitution  under  which  the  Em- 
pire had  attained  its  present  great  dimen- 
sions. Those  hon.  Members  who  believi^i 
in  the  principles  of  legislation  could 
not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
proposition  was  really  seriously  meant. 
The  hereditary  body  was,  without  doubt, 
a  body  which  might  be  proud  of  its  pro- 
sent  position ;  for  loamiDg,  for  patriotism, 
and  for  morality,  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  hereditary  Chamber,  could  hold  its 
own.  In  spite  of  the  fierce  light  under 
which  it  lived,  in  spite  of  the  fashion 
which  now  existed  to  do  the  utmost  to 
pervert  everything  that  everybody  in  any 
important  position  did,  in  spite  of  the 
writings  of  scurrilous  newspapers  which 
fastened  upon  everything  that  could  be 
made  to  look  bad — which,  if  they  could 
not  make  truthful  statements  which 
suited  their  purpose,  did  not  hesitate  to 
Invent  them — in  spite  of  all  those  who 
envied  the  House  of  Lords,  and  who 
I  pandered  to  it,  and  then  scandalized  it 
behind  its  back,  the  House  of  Lords 
could  hold  its  own  for  all  the  quality  of 
greatness.  He  asserted  that  there  were 
very  few  who  could  throw  stones  at  the 
House  of  Lords ;  certainly  it  was  not 
this  House  which  could  do  so.  But 
while  he  said  this,  ho  fully  agreed  that 
this  was  not  enough,  and  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  would  have  moved,  had 
he  been  able  to,  bore  upon  the  subject. 
If  there  was  one  bad  man  in  a  body  of 
men  immense  injury  was  done  to  the 
whole  body.  The  public  fixed  upon  the 
one  individual  and  the  prentige  of  the 
body  was  degraded  and  their  influence 
seriously  impaired.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  cases  of  scandal  influenced  and 
damaged  tho  position  of  the  whole 
House.  It  might  be  true  that  Society 
very  easily  forgot  scandal.  It  might  be 
true  that  men  who  had  behaved  in  a 
disgraceful  way  were  again  received 
into  Society.  Such  men  might  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  political  clubs,  but  thero 
was  no  doubt  that  through  their  scan- 
dalous acts  they  did  permanently  injure 
tho  position  of  the  House  to  which  they 
happened  to  belong.  There  had  been 
cases  of  great  scandal  which  affected  tho 
position  of  the  hereditary  Chamber. 
Members  of  that  House  had  become 


793 


IIqU9$ 


{March  9,  1888) 


of  Lords, 


794 


bankrupt,  and  after  they  had  been 
whitewashed,  or  whatever  the  technical 
term  was,  had  resumed  their  position  in 
the  House.  Members  of  that  House 
had  been  convicted  of  serious  offences, 
and  after  undergoing  the  punishment  in- 
flicted upon  them  had  resumed  their 
seats  in  the  House.  Other  Members  of 
that  House  had  disgraced  themselves  by 
acts  which  nobody  could  excuse ;  but 
still  they  continued  to  sit  in  the  House. 
It  had  been  said  by  some  papers  which 
had  commented  upon  his  Amendment 
that  the  House  of  Commons  was  not 
free  from  scandal.  He  knew  that  was 
so,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  no 
Member  of  this  House  was  elected  for 
life.  Men  were  only  elected  to  the 
House  of  Commons  for  a  Parliament, 
and  it  might  be  taken  for  granted  that  a 
man  who  was  the  subject  of  a  g^oss 
scandal  was  never  re-elected.  This 
circumstance  was  a  hopeful  sign  of  the 
times,  for  when  constituences  re-elected 
Members  who  had  had  their  characters 
blasted,  the  sun  of  England's  greatness 
would  certainly  have  set.  He  did  not  wish 
to  mention  any  name,  but  they  all  knew 
perfectly  well  that  there  was  a  case  some 
time  ago  in  which  an  hon.  Gentleman,  no 
longer  a  Mebiber  of  this  House,  who 
had  risen  to  a  high  position,  and  who 
was  at  the  very  portal  of  the  very  highest 
place  an  Englishman  could  wish  to  fill, 
was  involved.  Every  one  of  every 
section  in  the  House  was  very  much 
grieved  at  the  event.  What  was  the 
result  ?  The  constituency  for  whom  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  so  much,  and 
whom  he  had  served  so  long  and  so  well, 
refused  to  re-elect  him ;  they  preferred 
to  elect  a  young  unknown  man.  That 
showed  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
the  means  of  purging  itself  of  those  who 
disgraced  it  in  any  way ;  and  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  no  one  would 
ever  be  re-elected  to  the  House  who  had 
disgraced  himself  in  an  open  and  flag- 
rant manner.  If  it  was  the  case  that 
constituencies  refused  to  return  such 
men  to  the  House  of  Commons,  how 
long  would  the  country  allow  men  who 
had  blasted  their  names  to  continue  to 
sit  in  the  House  of  Lords?  Let  him 
take  the  very  simplest  case — namely, 
that  of  bankruptcy.  There  were  oases, 
no  doubt,  in  which  men  had  become 
bankrupt  through  misfortune ;  but  such 
cases  wore  very  rare  with  Peers.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  L^rds  who  had 


become  bankrupt  had  generally  become 
so  through  circumstances  which  were 
not  creditable.  Could  it  be  contended 
for  a  moment  that  men  who  had  become 
bankrupt  should  continue  to  sit  in  the 
House  of  Peers?  It  was  certain  that 
no  hereditary  Chamber  could  possibly 
last  for  any  great  period  which  possessed 
such  Members,  and  therefore  it  was  clear 
that  those  who  really  believed  in  the  ad- 
visability of  extending  and  strengthen- 
ing the  House  of  Lords  should  do  their 
best  to  lop  off  its  rotten  and  decayed 
branches.  But  there  had  been  cases  in 
which  serious  crime  had  been  com- 
mitted by  Members  of  the  Upper  House. 
It  certainly  required  no  argument  to 
prove  that  men  who  had  been  guilty  of 
criminal  offences  of  this  sort  should  not 
have  the  right  by  birth  and  for  life  to 
continue  to  exercise  the  funqtions  of 
Members  of  Parliament.  He  now  came 
to  the  last  class  of  cases,  which  was  quite 
as  important,  but  probably  the  most 
difficult  to  deal  with — he  referred  to  the 
men  who  had  been  guilty  of  some  act 
which  was  disgraceful,  but  which  did 
not  come  within  the  Criminal  Code. 
Surely,  men  who  had  been  guilty  of 
open  and  flagrant  acts  of  immorality, 
and  "who  had  been  adjudged  to  be  guilty 
of  those  acts  by  their  Peers,  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  sit  and  act  as  legislators 
for  life  simply  by  right  of  birth.  Was  it 
reasonable  to  suppose  that  a  man  who 
had  figured  conspicuously  in  the  Divorce 
Court  should  be  allowed  by  right  of 
birth  to  claim  the  privilege  of  sitting 
and  voting  in  the  House  of  Lords  ?  And 
was  it  reasonable  that  a  man  who  had 
so  misbehaved  himself  that  if  he  ap- 

E eared  on  Newmarket  Heath  he  would 
e  kicked  off,  should  sit  and  Tote 
in  the  House  of  Lords  merely  by  the 
right  of  birth  ?  It  was  monstrous  that 
in  the  case  of  urgent  Divisions  such 
men  should  be  whipped  up  by  the  Party 
Whips  in  order  to  take  part  in  the  deci- 
sion or  settlement  of  some  momentous 
affair  of  the  nation  —  possibly  the 
question  of  the  Establishment  or  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church.  It  was 
often  said,  '^  though  these  men  are 
bad,  yet  there  are  many  quite  as  bad 
in  all  classes  of  society;"  and,  ''the 
only  offence  of  many  men  is  being 
found  out."  He  did  not  believe  this 
was  so;  but  even  if  it  were,  it  did 
not  affect  the  argument.  With  what  a 
man  was  in  his  private  capacity  public 
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opinion  had  nothing  to  do ;  his  eins  when 
not  publicly  known  were  between  him- 
Belf  and  his  conscience ;  but  those  men 
who  defiantly  outrap^ed  all  laws  of  mo- 
rality clearly  should  not  be  allowed  to 
remain  for  life,  by  right  of  birth,  Mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature.  Such  cases  were 
very  few  ;  but  that  fact  made  it  all  the 
more  easy  to  deal  with  them ;  and  it  was 
the  more  necessary,  for  a  few  cases  were 
remarked  upon  and  became  known  to 
everyone.  He  would  even  go  beyond  the 
termsof  his  Amendment.  To  his  mind,  any 
man  who  had  disgraced  himself  should 
not  only  be  out  off  from  taking  part  in 
all  legislative  proceedings,  but  just  as  a 
clergyman  was  unfrocked  and  a  military 
officer  lost  his  commission,  so  he  would 
have  such  a  man  uncoronetted.  He  saw 
no  reason  why  men  who  succeeded  to 
the  name  and  position  earned  by  the 
great  deeds  of  their  ancestors  should  not, 
when  they  disgraced  their  position,  be 
out  off  from  talang  part  in  the  legisla* 
ture  of  the  country.  A  man  was  made 
a  Peer  and  a  hereditary  legislator  for 
some  great  deed ;  but  if  he,  or  any  of 
his  descendants,  disgraced  themselves, 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  privilege 
should  not  be  withdrawn  from  the  man 
who  had  shown  himself  unworthy  of  it. 
It  might  be  said  such  a  course  would  be 
hard  on  the  children  of  Peers ;  but  it 
was  harder  on  the  country  to  be  obliged 
to  retain  men  in  their  position  of  privi- 
lege in  spite  of  any  misconduct.  It  was 
impossible  to  suppose  that  children 
would  be  brought  up  in  principles  of 
nobleness  and  virtue  by  parents,  who 
openly  set  at  defiance  all  rules  of 
morality.  The  only  way  to  keep  a 
hereditary  Chamber  really  in  touch  and 
in  sympathy  with  the  masses  of  the 
people  was  to  lop  off  these  evil  members. 
The  maintenance  of  the  House  of  Lords 
was  of  immense  importance  to  the  coun- 
try, and,  he  believed,  that  the  character 
of  individual  members  largely  affected 
the  character  of  legislation.  Those  who 
studied  history  knew  that  the  decadence 
of  people  had  developed  from  the  de- 
cadence of  individuals,  and  was  most 
rapid  where  the  disease  entered  the 
senate.  He  hoped  that  in  what  he  had 
said  he  had  not  wounded  any  suscepti- 
bilities. Example  in  high  places  was 
of  great  importance.  The  infiuenco  of 
a  hereditary  Chamber  was  very  great, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  whatever  that 
the  fact  that  a  man  whose  offences  were 
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publicly  known  had,  simply  by  right  of 
birth — ^regardless  of  what  he  might  have 
done — the  right  for  life  to  the  posi- 
tion of  lec^slator,  was  doing  great  mis-, 
chief  in  the  country.  He  was  sure  there 
was  nobody  who  believed  in  a  heredi- 
tary Chamber  being  necessary  to  the 
Constitution  that  did  not  agree  with 
him.  The  time  had  come  when  legisla- 
tion should  stop  these  public  scandals, 
and  he  believed  the  work  could  be  under- 
taken by  the  present  Government ;  and 
he  appealed  to  the  Front  Bench  to  sup- 
port the  proposition  that  a  man  who  had 
brought  disgrace  upon  himself  by  his 
conduct  should  not  solely  by  right  of 
birth  remain  for  life  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature,  working  and  making  the 
laws  of  the  country  to  which  he  be- 
longed. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think  that  there  is  a 
general  desire  in  the  House  that  this 
debate  should  not  be  continued  at  any 
great  length .  The  speech  of  thehon .  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
appeared  to  me  to  oe  hardly  fresh. 
Although  the  hon.  Member  has  the 
gift  of  brightening  his  speeohes  with 
well-worn  jokes  and  storfes  which  are 
not  new  to  the  House,  I  felt,  while 
he  was  speaking,  that  I  was  listening  to 
observations  which  I  had  heard  him 
make  before.  The  view  which  the  hon. 
Member  takes  is  that  there  is  really  no 
necessity  for  a  Second  Chamber  at  all. 
With  the  frankness  which  always  dis* 
tinguishes  his  remarks,  he  said  that  he 
thought  a  Second  Chamber  useless ;  and 
he  implied  that  the  legislative  centre  of 
gravity  ought  to  be  sought  for  in  him- 
self and  the  Party  with  which  he  is  in« 
timately  associated.  For  my  part,  I 
think  that  there  are  very  few  persons  in 
this  country  who  seriously  believe,  having 
regard  to  the  enormous  powers  that  are 
vested  in  the  Legislature,  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  Second  Chamber,  and 
that  it  should  be  in  the  power  of  this 
Assembly,  however  representative  it  be, 
to  institute  and  carry  out  by  its  own 
vote,  in  a  single  Session  of  Parliament, 
changes  of  a  vast  and  overwhelming 
character  affecting  the  interests  of  this 
great  nation.  The  hon.  Member*s  sug- 
gestion that  a  Second  Chamber  is 
useless,  the  centre  of  gravity  being 
in  this  House,  indicates  with  suffi- 
cient  clearness    what   step   he    would 
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take  if  he  bad  the  power.      The  hon. 
Member's    real    object   is    to    convert 
this  House  into  a   Oonvention  which 
would    have    the    right    to  pass  such 
measures  as  might  be  thought  expedient 
by  a    temporary    majority.      Nobody, 
however  Hadical,    excepting  the   hon. 
Member  himself,  will,  I  think,  seriously 
suggest  that  tho  important  interests  of 
this  country  should  be  intrusted  to  such 
an  Assembly  as  that.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  that  the  Second  Chamber, 
if    retained,    should    deal    with    mere 
matters  of  detail.      He  would  also,  in 
certain   circumstances,     allow    the    re- 
ference   of   greater    questions.      [Mr. 
Labouchere      dissented.]      Then    the 
House  of  Commons  is  itself  to  dispose 
of  every    great  question  as  it  arises, 
perhaps  under  the  influence  of  popular 
passion  or  blind  impulse.    I  think  it  is 
hardly    necessary    to    appeal    to    hon. 
Members  not  to  support  a  Resolution 
of  so  revolutionary  a  character,  which 
would  shake  the  very  foundations  of  the 
Constitution.     As  to  the  figures  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member  from    Th$  Finan- 
cial Rtform  Almanack,  they  have  been 
proved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Southport  Division  of  Lancashire 
(Mr.  Curzon)  in  his  remarkably  able 
speech,  to  be  utterly  fallacious.    Now, 
Sir,   the  charge  against  the  House  of 
Lords  is  that  it  is  a  House  of  partizans. 
But  the    House    of    Lords    has    been 
hitherto  used  to  contain  a  considerable 
proportion  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and 
any  Second  Chamber  would,  according 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argument,  share 
the  same  fate  and  need  to  be  abolished. 
The  check  against  ill  considered    and 
violent  legislation  which  is  secured  by  a 
Second  Chamber  exists  in  the  interests 
of  the  country  at  large,  and  if  it  is  not 
so  fairly  representative  as  in  the  view 
of  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  it  might  be 
made,  I  say  that  no  Second  Chamber 
can  long  remain  deaf    to    the  public 
opinion  of  this  country,  but  must  ad- 
vance towards  it  if  that  public  opinion 
is  consistent  with  the  interests  of  the 
country.     The    remark    made   by  the 
hon.   Member  for    Southport  that   the 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords  must 
come  from  the  Conservative  Party  and 
from  the  House    of    Lords    I  accept. 
The  assertion  has  great  value,  and  I 
earnestly  trust  will   meet   a  full   con- 
sideration.    It  is  obvious  that  any  re- 
form must  strengthen  the  hold  which  I 


believe  the  House  of  Lords  has  on  the 
affections  and  sympathies  of  the  g^eat 
mass  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but 
it  must  be  sent  down  to  us  from  the 
House  of  Lords  itself  for  our  considera- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  opposite  has 
observed  that  any  reform  of  the  House 
of  Lords  would  be  objectionable,  be- 
cause it  would  strengthen  the  position 
of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  country. 
I  do  not  speak  for  the  sake  of  the  House 
of  Lords  itself,  but  regarding  it  solely 
as  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the  Legis- 
lature with  ourselves,  I  would  gladly 
welcome  any  reforms  which  would 
render  that  House  more  fit  to  fulfil 
the  duties  that  attach  to  it  as  a  co- 
ordinate branch  of  the  Legislature  in 
protecting  the  interests  of  the  people 
at  large.  It  is  a  calumny  to  say  that 
the  House  of  Lords  exists  for  the  pro- 
tection of  certain  classes  only.  The 
work  which  the  House  of  Lords  has 
done  from  time  to  time  affords  evidence 
that  that  is  not  the  case.  A  vast 
amount  of  domestic  legislation  with 
regard  to  factories,  affecting  the  poor 
and  affecting  land,  has  been  done  by  it, 
and  shows  that  it  has  studied  the  in« 
terests  of  the  people  at  large,  and  not 
of  the  class  of  which  it  is  composed. 
The  Settled  Land  Act  of  Lord  Cairns 
which  was  passed  by  him  when  sitting 
on  the  Opposition  Benches,  was  sent 
down  to  this  House,  was  accepted  by  all 
the  lawyers  in  the  House,  and  passed,  I 
believe,  absolutely  without  debate.  I 
refer  to  that  to  dispose  of  the  allegation 
that  the  House  of  Lords  is  not  capable 
of  constructive  legislation.  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Bartley)  referred  to  some  circumstances 
connected  with  Members  of  the  House 
of  ^Lords,  but  I  will  remind  him  that 
there  is  no  body  of  men  among  whom 
some  black  sheep  cannot  be  found; 
there  is  scarcely  a  family  among  whom 
some  black  sheep  may  not  be  found.  It 
can  hardly  be  said.  Sir,  that  the  same 
observation  does  not  apply  to  other 
bodies  and  other  associations  of  men. 
I  should  like  to  refer.  Sir,  to  some 
observations  that  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  £.  Gladstone) on  the  last 
occasion  when  he  had  to  meet  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton.    In  March,  1886,  he  said — 

"This  great  question  ought  not  to  bo  pre- 
jadiced  by  premature  discussion.  You  ought  to 
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leave  the  whole  field  open,  and  you  oaght  not 
to  narrow  or  restrict  the  means  of  f  ature  action 
by  laying  down  beforehand  a  limited  condition 
that  whatever  you  do  you  will  totally  abolish 
the  hereditary  principle.  I  am  not  going  to 
ask  the  House  to  affirm  anything  about  the 
hereditary  principle.    I  am  not  myself  entirely 

inclined  to  its  totnl  abolition But  do 

not  let  the  hon.  Member  suppose  that  when  he 
tsdks  of  abolishing  the  hereditary  principle  he 
is  propounding  an  opinion  which  it  will  be  as 
easy  to  give  effect  to  as  it  is  undoubtedly  popu- 
lar and  musical  to  the  ears  of  men.  .  .  .  But 
I  think  the  House  will  do  well,  while  reserving 
this  great  subject  for  a  time  when  its  whole 
power,  its  whole  attention,  and  its  whole  free- 
dom can  be  concentrated  upon  it — and  I  am  quite 
certain  that  when  that  time  does  arrive  all  your 
means  and  all  your  resources  will  be  required 
in  order  to  deal  with  it  worthily— the  House  will 
do  well  to  decline  to  deal  with  it  in  a  manner 
which  I  think  would  not  be  worthy  either  of 
the  dignity  or  of  the  high  character  of  this 
House,  or  of  the  greatness  of  the  subject  itself, 
by  laying  down  a  particular  opinion  in  respect 
of  a  particular  point  in  the  future — perhaps  dis- 
tant—discussion of  a  great  public  subject  as  to 
which  we  might  find  ....  that  such  a  declara- 
tion had  fettered  us  in  our  freedom  of  action 
and  made  still  more  difficult  a  practical  solution 
of  the  question."— (3  Barnard,  [303]  48,49.) 

In  a  Manifesto  issued  in  September, 
1885,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said — 

*'  I  certainly  cannot  deny  that  there  is  a  case 
sufficient  to  justify  important  change.  Those 
who  hold  with  Mr.  Burke,  as  I  do,  that  know- 
ledge and  virtue  alone  have  an  intrinsic  right 
to  govern,  might  desire  to  constitute  a  Second 
Chamber,  strictly  on  this  basis.  But  we  can- 
not in  the  nature  of  things  exclude  the  action  of 
other  influences,  especially  the  permanent 
growing  and  highly  agressive  power  of  wealth. 
Among  these  secondary  influences,  as  a  force 
congenial  to  the  character  and  habits  of  the 
people,  and  as  a  check  on  other  and  yet  more 
mixed  agencies,  I  hope  that  in  the  reconstitution 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  when  it  arrives,  a  reason- 
able share  of  power  may  be  allowed  under  wise 
conditions  to  the  principle  of  birth." 

I  recommend  these  opinions  to  the 
consideration  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  I  quote  the  opinion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  value 
of  the  principle  of  birth,  and  I  find 
that  in  his  judgment  it  is  valuable  as  a 
means  of  guarding  against  other  in- 
fluences and  other  dangers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  then  to  the 
growing  dangers  to  which  even  a  body 
situated  as  this  is  is  open  and  exposed. 
He  referred  to  the  dangers  of  the  power 
of  wealth  in  influencing  bodies  of  men 
even  in  our  democratic  Constitution.  But 
there  is  another  danger  in  which  money 
plays  an  important  part,  and  that  is  in 
political    combinations  influencing  the 

J/r.  W.  H,  Smith 


return  of  Members  to  this  House,  not 
directly,  but  by  agencies  which  play  on 
the  passions  of  the  people.  Those  are 
the  dangers  against  which  a  Second. 
Chamber,  and  perhaps  a  hereditary 
Chamber,  is  a  safeguard.  We  cannot 
shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that,  however 
strong  the  House  of  Commons  may  be, 
there  are  dangers  to  be  guarded  against 
in  the  passionate  appeals  made  to  the 
constituencies  of  the  United  Kingdom 
by  caucuses  and  by  the  associations 
which  direct  those  bodies,  and  it  is 
against  these  dangers  that  the  existence 
of  a  Second  Chamber  largely  assists  us. 
I  earnestly  hope  that  the  House  will  by 
a  large  majority  reject  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
With  regard  to  the  other  hon.  Members 
who  by  the  Forms  of  the  House  havo 
only  had  an  opportunity  of  stating  their 
views  on  this  subject,  I  think  I  may  claim 
the  assistance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Arfon  Division  of  Carnarvon  (Mr.  Rath- 
bone).  He  admitted  that  the  system  re- 
quires amending,  but  wishes  to  improve 
its  practical  efficiency.  I  quite  agree 
that  that  should  be  the  object  in  view. 
I  desire  that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
be  as  practically  useful,  as  safe,  and  as 
powerful  as  it  ought  to  be,  in  the 
interests  of  the  country,  and  it  is  on  that 
ground  that  I  appeal  to  the  House  to 
reject  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcasde- 
upon-Tyne) :  I  think,  Sir,  that  we  have  . 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  an  announcement 
which  will  bo  felt,  even  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House,  to  be  deeply  disappoint- 
ing and  inadequate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  as  anxious  as  anybody 
else  in  the  State  for  such  a  change  in 
the  House  of  Lords  as  will  promote  its 
real  efficiency  and  strengthen  its  sta- 
bility; but  that  we  must  look  to  the 
declaration  of  Lord  Salisbury  as  the 
test  and  measure  of  the  extent  to  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  willing 
to  go. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  said  '^indi- 
cation." 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY :  As  the  indi- 
cation  then ;  I  withdraw  the  words  test 
and  measure.  Now,  Sir,  we  have 
abundant  means  of  knowing  Lord 
Salisbury's  point  of  view  on  this  most 
important  question.  The  hon.  Member 
for    Northampton    (Mr,    Labouchere) 
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quoted  ono  passage ;  but  there  are  some 
words  which  I  should  like  to  read  again. 
Lord  Salisbury  at  Oxford  said — **I  am 
very  sceptical  if  any  such  reform  will  bo 
discovered  " — that  is  to  say,  any  reform 
which  would  not  be  unwelcome  to  the 
mass  of  the  Conservative  Party.  Then 
he  explained  to  his  followers  why  he 
was  sceptical  as  to  any  satisfactory 
reform — 

'*  The  reason  is  that  any  change  in  the  House 
of  I^rds  which  increases  its  power  and  in- 
fluence in  the  country,  if  such  a  change  can  be 
discolored,  must  do  so  at  the  cost  of  the  power 
and  influence  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
you  may  he  sure,  therefore,  that  no  such  pro- 
posed change  would  ever  pass.** 

That  does  not  show  any  very  brilliant 
opening  for  those  who  desire  to  see  the 
position  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
State  modified  or  improved.  But  wo 
have  other  means  of  knowing  Lord 
Salisbury's  mind  with  regard  to  this 
question,  because  in  a  debate  in 
•'another  place,"  in  answer  to  a  most 
eloquent,  brilliant,  and  forcible  speech 
from  Lord  Eoaebery,  Lord  Salisbury  ex- 
pressly declared  how  far  he  was  then 
willing  to  go.  He  said  that  he  would 
not  go  beyond  a  strictly  limited  power 
of  creating  Life  Peers.  The  absolute 
number  might  be  limited,  or  the  number 
to  be  created  in  any  single  year :  any 
other  course  would  be  fatal  to  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  House  of  Lords.  I 
know  Lord  Salisbury  is  apt  to  move 
very  rapidly;  but  I  believe  he  still 
stands  at  that  limit.  Lord  Salisbury 
showed  the  utmost  extent  to  which  Her 
Majesty- s  Government  were  likely  to  go 
in  the  path  of  reform  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  I  submit  that  his  views  as  to 
the  extension  of  Life  Peerages  will  be 
found  extremely  inadequate  even  by  his 
own  followers.  It  amounts  to  a  definite 
non  poxsumus.  We  know  that  Lord 
Salisbury  is  not  in  the  least  degree 
likely  to  raise  this  question.  His  atti- 
tude with  regard  to  the  request  of  Lord 
Rosebery  for  a  Select  Committee  made 
that  perfectly  clear.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Southport 
Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Curzon), 
who  made  a  very  ingenious  speech,  will 
vote  with  us,  because  that  vote  is  the 
only  way  of  raising  the  question  of  re- 
form or  change  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  has  not  stated 
very  fairly  what  the  effect  of  this  vote 


will  be.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton is  to  vote  for  the  abolition  of  a 
Second  Chamber.  [Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  : 
Hoar,  hear !  J  No  such  implication  is 
conveyed  in  that  vote.  The  form  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  Motion  does  not  raise  the 
question  of  a  bicameral  or  a  unicameral 
system. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  frank  enough  to  say  that  that 
was  his  view. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  said  that  my 
Motion  did  not  in  any  way  prejudice  the 
question  of  two  Chambers. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  We  have 
nothing  to  do  with  my  hon.  Friend's 
pious  opinions.  By  voting  for  the 
Motion  we  are  not  committing  our- 
selves to  the  question  whether  or  not 
the  government  of  the  country  should 
be  entrusted  to  one  single  Represen- 
tative Chamber.  That  question  is  not 
raised,  and  will  not  bo  settled  by 
our  votes.  In  voting  against  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  Chair,  what 
I,  at  least,  vote  is  this — that  the  time 
has  arrived  for  the  discussion  of  the 
whole  question.  I  do  not  vote,  myself, 
either  for  or  against  any  of  the  four  pro- 
posals on  the  Notice  Paper.  They  must 
be  considered  each  on  its  own  merits, 
and  on  none  of  them  will  this  Division 
be  a  test  of  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  over- 
look the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
now  sitting  next  him  (Sir  Michael  BLicks- 
Beach)  made,  not  many  weeks  ago,  a 
very  important,  interesting,  and,  as  I 
thought,  from  our  point  of  view,  a  not 
wholly  unsatisfactory  declaration  of  his 
view,  that  the  present  state  of  things  in 
the  House  of  Lords  could  not  continue ; 
and  he  used  language  which  goes  much 
further  than  any  declaration  that  Lord 
Salisbury  has  made,  and  much  further 
than  those  words  of  Lord  Salisbury 
which  I  have  just  read  to  the  House.  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will, 
at  all  events,  not  forget  what  he  said, 
and  that  he  will  use  his  influence  to 
enlarge  Lord  Salisbury's  hopefulness, 
and  to  diminish  Lord  Salisbury's  scepti- 
cism. 

Now,  on  the  other  side,  it  has  been 
attempted  to  be  shown  that  the  House 
of   Lords    is    a    truly    Representative 
Body,   and    that,    on  tha   ^\3l^\^^   KJs^^ 
country  i^  m^Q\>\.Q^  Vo  V^  ^^^  ^  ss^^vw\» 
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number  of  beneficent  reforms.  Well,  I 
am  not  going  into  that  old  story  of  ''50 
years  of  legislation  by  the  House  of 
liords."  I  should  be  quite  prepared, 
if  the  time  allowed,  to  go  throuj?h  the 
legislative  performances  of  that  House, 
and  I  think  it  would  toll  a  very  different 
tale  from  that  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  favoured  us.  But  that 
is  not  the  point  at  the  present  moment. 
The  point  which  we  have  to  consider 
now  is,  whotlior  the  House  of  Lords  is  in 
such  a  condition,  and  does  its  work  in 
such  a  way,  as  to  satisfy  oven  those  who 
believe  in  the  expediency  and  the  neces- 
sity of  a  Second  Chamber?  I  submit 
that  the  most  firm  believers  in  a  Second 
Chamber  are  exactly  those  who  ought  to 
dislike  most  the  present  state  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  because,  in  its  present 
position,  the  House  of  Lords  performs 
none  of  those  functions  which  a  Second 
(chamber  ought  to  discharge.  It  is 
not  a  Senate.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  think  it  was.  It  is  not 
a  Senate ;  it  is  a  privileged  interest.  It 
has  no  effect  on  the  fate  of  Governments. 
It  cannot  force  an  appeal  to  the  country. 
Its  Divisions  excite  no  curiosity,  because 
they  are  a  foregone  conclusion.  Even 
its  debates,  remarkable  for  dignity  and 
decorum,  are  only  interesting  as  to  the 
academic  exercise  of  individual  effort: 
they  give  no  collective  weight.  What 
is  the  difference  between  having  one 
Chamber  only  and  having  two  Cham- 
bers, one  of  which  is  so  utterly  weak 
for  the  purpose  for  which  it  exists? 
Lord  Salisbury  said  truly  that  a  ricketty 
parapet  on  the  edge  of  a  precipice 
was  more  dangerous  than  no  parapet 
at  all,  because  you  lean  against  it 
where  leaning  means  destruction.  The 
House  of  Lords  is  not  a  bridle  upon 
democracy,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Southport  Division  of  Lancashire  seemed 
to  think.  It  does  not  form  a  centre  of 
resistance  to  the  predominant  power  in 
the  Constitution.  More  than  that,  the 
House  of  Lords  does  not  do  even  the 
more  humble  work  it  might  well  do.  I 
will  give  the  House  an  illustration  of 
that  from  what  took  place  this  week. 
There  was  before  the  House  of  Lords  a 
Bill  called  the  County  Courts  Consolida- 
tion Bill.  I  am  told  by  those  well  quali- 
fied to  speak  on  it  that  that  Bill  is  of 
the  greatest  importance — that  the  accu- 
racy of  the  drafting  of  that  Bill  will 
affect  private  interests  in  the  most  serious 
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way.  What  happened  ?  In  the  "  other 
place,"  where  they  had  nothing  else  to 
do,  they  might  have  examined  the  Bill, 
and  brought  the  minds  of  many  com- 
petent men  to  bear  on  its  provisions. 
What  happened  ?  The  Bill  was  passed 
through  Committee,  as  far  as  I  can  make 
out,  without  one  single  criticism  or  word 
on  a  single  clause.  That  is  important 
as  showing  that  the  Second  Chamber 
performs  neither  the  humbler  nor  the 
higher  functions  for  which  it  is  upheld. 
Great  changes  have  been  mado  in  this 
House.  It  has  been  three  times  re- 
formed in  55  years.  This  extension  of 
the  representative  principle  brings  into 
more  direct  contrast  a  Chamber  in  which 
there  is  no  direct  electivo  element.  In 
the  second  place,  we  have  this  week 
completed  a  change  in  our  own  Proce- 
dure which  is  pregnant  with  momentous 
consequences.  The  effect  of  the  change 
is  what  ?  To  strengthen  the  power  of 
majorities  in  this  House.  That  will 
bring  into  still  more  conspicuous  light 
the  absurdity  of  a  system  which  allows 
an  Hereditary  Chamber  to  deprive  the 
majority  of  this  House,  for  which  you 
have  just  been  taking  new  and  enlarged 
securities,  of  its  legislative  power.  Lord 
Salisbury  has  announced,  with  what  I 
must  describe  as  an  excess  of  rashness 
even  for  him,  his  intention  to  use  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Lords  for  the 
purpose  of  overriding  the  will  of  this 
House.  [**No,  no!"]  I  hear  some 
Gentlemen  say  "  No."  I  will  read  Lord 
Salisbury's  words  at  Oxford  with  refer- 
ence to  these  very  Eules.  He  was  en- 
deavouring to  soothe  the  alarmed  minds 
of  his  followers,  lest,  in  a^phrase  used 
below  the  Gangway  the  other  night, 
they  might  be  making  a  rope  tighter 
round  their  own  necks — 

*'  I  have  no  doubt  the  result  of  a  consider- 
able amendment  in  the  Rules  of  the  House  of 
Commons  will  be  to  send  up  from  time  to  time, 
when  there  is  a  bad  House  of  Commons  " — that 
is,  a  House  in  which  there  is,  a  Liberal  majority 
— '*a  considerable  number  of  objectionable 
measures  to  the  House  of  Lords  " — objection- 
able, that  is,  to  the  House  of  Lords—"  I  hope 
the  House  of  Lords  will  not  shrink  from  acting 
on  its  conscientious  convictions." 

The  noble  Lord  himself — I  am  not  sure 
whether  in  the  same  speech — compared 
his  own  position  and  that  of  his  Party 
to  that  of  a  man  on  a  toboggan.  I  can- 
not see  how  you  can  reconcile  that  ad- 
herence  to  conscientious  convictions  with 
coming  down  on  a  slide.  Let  Gentlemen 
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not  deny  that  Lord  Salisbury — and  this 
is  my  answer  to   the    First  Lord  for 
blaming  my  hon.  Friend  for  raising  the 
question  here,  instead  of  waiting  until 
the  House  of  Lords  raised  it — has  fore- 
warned us  that  when  there  is  a  Liberal 
majority  in  this  House,  in  spite  of  all 
the  pains  «we  have  taken  to  make  the 
House  tho  reflex  of  public  opinion,  to 
give  the  majority  of  the  House  power 
over  its  own  lime  and  proceedings,  all 
that    shall   be  as  naught,  and  that  a 
Liberal  House  of  Commons  shall  be  over- 
ridden.    That  is  a  digression,  but  not 
irrelevant.     The  third  reason  why  the 
substantial  limits  of  power  in  the  House 
of  Lords  are  undergoing  change  is,  that 
you  are  on  the  very  point  of  extending 
and  strengthening    the    representative 
and  elective  principle  in  local  govern- 
ment.    We  are  moving  away  in  every 
direction  and    in   every  quarter    from 
privilege  and  from  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple.    I  say  that   weakens  the  whole 
foundation  on  which  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords  rests.     It  is  cracking 
and  crumbling  in  every  direction.   There 
is  another  element  of  their  power  which 
is  failing.     The  basis  upon  which  it  has 
hitherto  rested  is  the  territorial  basis. 
They  have  acquired  their  power  not  in 
a  small  degree  as  possessors  of  the  soil. 
It  is  certain  both  from  the  decline  in  the 
value  of  land,  and  from  the  increased 
facility  of  alienation,  that  the  territorial 
basis  is  disappearing  from    the   other 
House,  and  this  must  contribute  to  the 
weakeningprocesswhiohisgoingon.  This 
weakening  of  the  power  of  the  other 
House  is  not  due  to  direct  attack  from 
without ;  it  is  not  due  to  the  spread  of 
democratic  or  Liberal  principles;  it  is 
due  to  changes  with  which  outside  in- 
fluences have  little  to  do.    The  Amend- 
ments  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  do  not  appear  to  be  help- 
ful  or  satisfactory.     One  contains    an 
extraordinary  proposal    which  it    was 
hardly  worth  while  raising  in  a  grave 
Constitutional  debate.     It  is  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Bartley)  to  this  effect — 

'*  Hereditary  Members  of  Parliament  who 
have  been  convicted  of  crime,  or  who  hare  been 
bankrupt,  or  whose  conduct  is  of  such  a  nature 
as  in  the  judgment  of  their  Peers  to  cause  pub- 
lic scandal  should  cease  over  again  to  sit  or 
vote  or  take  part  in  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment." 

This  is  to  give  to  a  tribuni^l  of  fe^r?  the 


right  to  take  away  from  a  Peer,  who, 
after  all,  is  a  citizen,  rights  which  the 
law  of  the  land  now  gives  him ;  a  close, 
packed,  special  tribunal  is  to  override 
the  law  of  the  land.     I    am    against 
treating  Peers  better  than  other  people. 
I  should  be  sorry  to  vote  for  an  Amend- 
ment that  treats  Peers  worse  than  other 
people.     As  to  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon  Division  of 
Carnarvonshire  (Mr.   Rathbone),   as  it 
stands,  I  do  not  very  clearly  perceive  how 
it  would  work.     He  said  he  wanted  to 
make    the    Second    Ohamber  like  the 
American  Senate.    But  the  Upper  House 
cannot  be  made  parallel  to  the  American 
Senate.     That  Senate  hat  peculiar  and 
large  powers  conferred  upon  it.    For 
example,  no  Treaty  is  valid  until  it  is 
ratified  by  a  two-thirds  majority  of  the 
Senate ;  and  the  diplomatic,  executive, 
and  administrative  officers  of  the  United 
States  Government  are  appointed  subject 
to  confirmation  by  the  Senate.    Now,  if 
my  hon.  Friend  knows  all  that,  does  he 
gravely  suppose  that  we  are  going  to 
pass  a  Bill  which  will  confer  upon  noble 
Lords  in  ''another  place  "  such  powers  as 
those  ?    I  cannot  conceive  any  House  of 
Commons  consenting  to  any  proposals  of 
that  kind.    The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Southport  Division  of 
Lancashire  (Mr.    Curzon)    reads    well 
enou&rh ;  but  I  listened  in  vain  with  the 
greatest  interest  for  some  suggestion  as 
to  how  he  intends  to  give  effect  to  his 
object.     He  gave  us  no  inkling  of  his 
plan.    I  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
House   any  longer.    I  have  fully  ex- 
plained what  we  mean  by  voting  that 
the  Speaker  do  not  leave  tiie  Chair.    By 
doing    that    we    mean  to  express  our 
opinion  that  the  hereditary  principle  has 
become  a  question  which  ought  no  longer 
to  be  neglected  by  this  House.    We  do 
not  support  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  out  of  any 
childish  or  dangerous  taste  for  Constitu- 
tion-mongering.    We  are  not  moved  by 
any  theoretical  or  abstract  logic ;  we  are 
moved  by  the  logic  of  actual  experience 
and  of  events.     We  are  not  arguing  in 
advance  of  the  facts  by  a  single  day. 
Experience  shows  that  along  whichever 
path  we  may  ultimately  choose  to  move 
in  dealing  either  with  the  position  or 
the  composition  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  first  step  that  we  have  to  take  in  that 
direction  is  to  affirm  that  the  accident 
of  birth  no  longer  confer?  the  ri^ht  i^ 
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make  laws  for  a  free  and  self-governing 
people. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINOrON 
(Lancashire,  Rossondale) :  I  shall  only 
trespass  for  a  very  short  time  upon  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  and  I  should 
not  have  risen  to  intervene  in  the  debate 
at  all,  had  it  not  been  for  the  very  new 
and  somewhat  astounding  doctrine  and 
unexpected  attitude  which  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
from  this  Bench.  ^  ["Hear,  hew!"] 
Whatever  may  be'  the  meaning  of  the 
cheers  of  hon.  Members  around  me,  I 
believe  I  shall  not  be  misrepresenting 
the  state  of  the  case  when  I  say  that  I 
understand  that  the  speech  which  has 
just  been  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  to  be  regarded  as  the 
official  utterance  of  the  official  Opposi- 
tion. [  Cheers  and  counter  cheers,']  Whether 
that  is  a  fact  to  be  received  with  cheers 
or  not,  I  must  say  distinctly  that  it  is 
worthy  of  note  as  a  distinct  change  of 
attitude  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  feel  bound  to  remind  the 
House,  in  connection  with  that  change 
of  attitude,  that  a  Motion  almost  similar 
to  that  which  has  now  been  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  was  brought  forward 
about  two  years  ago,  when  it  was 
strongly  opposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  who  was  then  Prime  Minister, 
and  by  the  great  body  of  his  Party, 
and  was  not  supported,  as  far  as  I  know, 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne.  Before  the  debate  concludes, 
therefore,  it  is  worth  while  to  take 
notice  of  this  change  of  attitude,  and  to 
endeavour  to  ascertain,  if  wo  can,  what 
it  means,  or  whether  it  means  anything 
at  all.  The  right  hou.  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne says — **We  under- 
stand the  Motion  as  asserting  the  fact 
that  the  time  has  arrived  when  it  is 
necessary  to  deal  with  the  hereditary 
principle  in  our  legislative  system."  But 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  not  advanced 
very  far  in  the  elucidation  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  has  only  given  us  to  under- 
stand that  he  does  not  commit  himself 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  He  has  also  still  more 
distinctly  given  us  to  understand  that 
he  does  not  approve  of  any  one  of  the 
Amendments  placed  on  the  Paper.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  taken  Lord  Salis- 
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bury  to  task  for  the  attitude  which  he 
has  taken  up  in  regard  to  this  question. 
He  has«  described  the  length  to  which 
Lord  Salisbury  is  prepared  to  go,  and 
he  says  that  Lord  Salisbury's  attitude 
practically  amounts  to  a  non  poesumtu. 
But  I  want  to  know  whether^  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  given  us  any  assistance 
in  the  solution  of  this  question  ?  Oan 
any  hon.  Gentleman,  after  listening  to 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
deduce  anything  from  it,  or  say  whe- 
ther, in  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  there  ought  to  be  a  Second 
Chamber  at  all,  or  whether,  if  there  is 
a  Second  Chamber,  it  ought  to  be  solely 
hereditary,  or  partly  hereditary  in  its 
constitution  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
not  given  us  the  slightest  indication  of 
his  opinion  on  any  one  of  those  points, 
and  in  these  circumstances  it  seems  to 
me  that  it  is  hardly  fair  on  bis  part  to 
taunt  Lord  Salisbury  for  the  position  of 
non  postumue  which  he  alleges  he  has 
taken  up.  My  right  hon.  Friend  found 
fault  with  the  composition  of  the  House 
of  Lords  and  with  the  action  of 
the  House  of  Lords  in  a  great 
many  respects  ;  but  I  venture  to 
ask  whether  he  has  given  to  the 
House  the  slightest  indication  or 
guidance  as  to  the  action  which  ought 
to  be  taken  by  the  country  and  by  the 
Legislature  in  regard  to  the  composition 
of  that  Chamber;  whether  he  himself 
tended  to  the  opinion  that  the  House  of 
Lords  ought  to  be  abolished  altogether, 
or  whether  some  and  what  reform  ought 
to  be  instituted  in  the  composition  of 
the  Second  Chamber?  I  have  risen, 
chiefly  in  consequence  of  his  absence, 
for  the  purpose  of  attempting  to  defend 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  from  the  false  position  in 
which  he  is  unfortunately  placed  by  his 
Friends  here.  I  had  not  had,  until  a 
short  time  ago,  the  slightest  conception 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  my  right 
hon.  Friends  sitting  near  me  to  alter  the 
course  which  they  took  two  years  ago. 
I  have  only  just  had  time  to  refer  cur- 
sorily to  the  speech  made  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
on  that  occasion.  It  seems  to  me  that  his 
ai'guments  were  couched  in  an  extremely 
moderate  tone,  and  were  amply  sufficient 
to  justify  the  vote  be  then  gave.  I  be- 
lieve the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  referred  to  the 
attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
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Mid  Lothian.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
on  that  occasion  said  he  opposed  the 
Motion 

"On  the  ground  that  he  had  never  in  his 
knowledge  Toted  upon  a  question  of  importance 
upon  a  declaration  of  abstract  opinions  in  regard 
to  a  matter  involving  deeply  the  public  interest 
unless  he  was  able  to  follow  up  that  Resolution 
by  action.'' 

It  is  true  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  on 
that  occasion  drew  a  distinction  between 
the  position  of  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  independent  Members,  an4  ho 
allowed  that,  owing  to  the  peculiar  and 
difficult  position  in  which  independent 
Members  were  often  placed,  it  might  be 
necessary  for  them  to  resort    to    the 
method  of  abstract  Besolution.  Entirely 
adopting  the  principle  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am  disposed  to  press  it 
somewhat  further  than  he  did  on  that 
occasion,  and  I  am  inclined  to  contend 
rather  more  strongly  than  ho  did  for  the 
responsibility  which  rests  on  the  action 
of  every  individual  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, whether  ho  be  in  Office  or  in  an 
independent  position.     It  appears  to  me 
impossible  for  any  Member  of  this  House 
to  give  his  vote  on  such,  a  question  as 
this  without  considering   what  is    the 
course  which  he  would  take  himself  if 
he  were  placed  at  some  future  period  in 
power,   or  if  those  with  whom  he  is 
politically    connected    wore    placed    in 
power.   And  I  want  to  know  whether,  in 
the  speeches  which  have  been  delivered 
to-night,  we  have  had  the  slightest  indi- 
cation to  show  what  course  those  who 
are  disposed  to    support    this   Motion 
would  be  prepared  to  take  if  they  or 
their  Friends   were    placed  in  power  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  rest 
his  opposition  on  those  grounds  alone. 
He  brought  forward  other,  and,    as  I 
thought,  adequate  and  sufficient  reasons 
for  voting  against  the  proposition.     He 
said  that  he   did   not  rest  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Motion  on   account  of  the 
past  legislative  action  of  the  House  of 
tiords ;  on  the  contrary,  he  took  two  years 
ago,  as  he  would  probably  take  to-day, 
a  very  unfavourable  view  of  the  past 
legislative  action  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  did  not  deny  the  possibility  or  the 
desirability  of  the  reform  of  the  House 
of    Lords ;    but   he   said   that    such  a 
Motion  as  this  should  not  pass  for  those 
reasons,  and  that  a  great  question  ought 
not  to  be  prejudiced  by  premature  dis- 
cussion.   The  House  of  Commons,  he 


said,  ought  to  have  the  whole  field  be- 
fore it ;  it  ought  not  to  narrow  or  re- 
strict its  means  of  future  action  by  lay- 
ing down   beforehand   a  limit   in  the 
sense  that,  whatever  they  might  do  in 
regard  to  the  Second  Chamber,  they  in- 
tended to  abolish  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple.    My  right  hon.  Friend  said  that 
he  was  not  in  favour  of  abolishing  al- 
together the  hereditary  principle ;  and, 
further,  he  pointed  out  that  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  even  if  he 
could  induce  the  House  of  Commons  to 
assent  to  his  theoretic  condemnation  of 
the  hereditary  principle,  might  find  it  a 
much  more  difficult  thing  to  carry  into 
practice  than  to  lay  down  in  a  theoretic 
manner.     I  say  that,   in  my  opinion, 
those  reasons  given  two  years  ago  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  against  a  similar 
Motion  are  absolutely  sufficient  to  justify 
its  rejection   on   this   occasion;    and  I 
submit  that,    with   all   respect  for  the 
ability  of  the  speech  of  tho  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,    he 
has  not  answered  one  of  the  arguments 
adduced  two  years  ago  by  his  present 
Chief.     But  I  may  venture  to  add  that 
it  seems  to  me,  in  approaching  this  sub- 
ject as  wo  are  invited  to  do  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  we  are  not 
commencing  at  tho  beginning.      Before 
the  House  of  Commons  passes  such  a 
Eesolution  as  this,  it  ought  to  discuss 
tho  question  first  whether  it  desires  to 
retain  in  our  legislative  system  a  Second 
Chamber  or  not.     If  there  is  any  Mem- 
ber or  if  there  are  many  Members  in 
this  House  who  do  not  desire  to  have  a 
Second  Chamber  at  all,  no  doubt  they 
will  support  the  abolition  of  the  heredi- 
tary principle.     But  if  there  are  many 
other  Members  of  the  House  who  aro 
going    to    vote    against    tho    Speaker 
leaving  tho   Chair  to-night,  and  who 
still  think  that  there  ought  to  be  a 
Second  Chamber,  but  that  it  ought  to 
bo  differently  composed,  then  I   think 
it  is  incumbent  upon  them,  before  they 
condemn  the  hereditary  system,  to  con- 
sider in  what  way  that  system  is  to  be 
replaced,  and  how  tho  Second  Chamber 
they  desire  to  retain  ought  to  be  com- 
posed.      It    is     a    doubtful     question 
whether  there  are  any  Members  on  this 
side  of  tho  House  who  desire  to  recon* 
stituto  the  8«cond  Chamber  in  a  manner 
which  may  have  the  effect  of  making 
it  a  very  much  more  -^o-^et^NsX  ksaievs^'KJsjj 
than  It  no\v  la.    ^ot  «k\l  ^V^^^  t^wwx%^ 
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it  seems  to  me  that  we  ought,  at  all 
events,  to  reject  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  Motion 
has  been  placed  in  a  very  inconvenient 
form  before  the  House.  It  would  be 
perfectly  possible  for  anyone  to  resist 
the  Motion  that  you,  Sir,  do  leave  the 
Chair  who  intended  to  support  such 
opposite  propositions  as  those  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, the  hon.  Member  for  the  Arfon 
Division  of  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Hath- 
bone),  the  hon.  Member  for  the  South- 
port  Division  of  Lancashire  (Mr.  Curzon), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Islington 
(Mr.  Bartley).  All  these  will  vote 
against  the  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair 
in  the  hope  that  the  Motions  may  be 
reached.  But  the  House  is  aware  that 
it  is  impossible  for  us,  on  the  present 
occasion,  and  probably  impossible  during 
the  present  Session, to  disouss  adequately 
the  relative  merits  of  these  Amend- 
ments. The  only  effect  of  the  rejection 
of  the  Motion  to  leave  the  Chair  will  be 
that  a  sort  of  assent  will  be  given  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  that  a  very  incorrect 
view  of  the  state  of  feeling  in  the  House 
of  Commons  will  be  given  to  the  country. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  think  that 
hon.  Members  will  be  well  advised  if 
they  follow  the  advice  given  to  the 
House  on  a  similar  occasion  by  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition — who  then 
occupied  the  position  of  Prime  Minister 
— and  until  there  is  some  definite  idea 
as  to  the  reform  which  the  House 
desires  to  see  introduced  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  to  resist  the 
Amendment,  which  cannot  have  the 
effect  of  leading  to  any  practical  reform 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  which  will  prejudge  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby): 
I  will  not  stand  for  mafiy  minutes  be- 
tween the  Hpuso  and  a  Division.  My 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton),  who  has  just  spoken,  has  asked 
what  is  the  meaning  of  this  Amend- 
meot,  and  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
vote  which  we  are  going  to  give.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Mr.  John  Morley) 
expressed  clearly  the  view  of  those  who 
sit  on  these  Benches.  The  declaration 
which  is  to  be  given  by  this  vote  is, 
whether  Members  are  or  are  not  in 
favour  of  a   reform  in  tbo  Uovx&o  ol 
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Lords,  which  reform  is  to  be  based  upon 
dealing  with  the  hereditary  principle* 
It  is  that  principle  which  is  challenged 
in  the  Amendment,  and  it  is  upon  that 
that  we  vote.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
complained  of  the  non  possumua  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  but  there 
is  a  much  stronger  non  potsumus  than 
that  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
There  is  the  influence  which  always 
emphasizes  the  non  possumus  of  the  Con- 
servative Party,  and  that  is  the  influence 
of  my  noble  Friend.  He  does  not  think 
the  non  possumuB  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  strong 
enough,  for  there  was  a  weakness  about 
it ;  there  was  an  indication  of  an  inten- 
tion in  some  circumstances  of  entering 
into  a  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
There  was  no  such  intention  in  the 
speech  of  my  noble  Friend  in  any 
circumstance.  His  was  a  non  possu- 
rnu8  pure  and  simple  of  reform  of 
the  House  of  Lords  under  any  condi- 
tions and  any  circumstances.  How 
does  my  noble  Friend  argue  the  ques- 
tion ?  He  goes  back  two  years.  [J/tiiw- 
terial  cheers,^  Tes  ;  my  noble  Friend's 
progress  is  always  backward.  It  is  a 
sort  of  crustacean  progress,  and  my 
noble  Friend  represents  that  element  in 
the  Party  of  progress.  Why,  the  Con- 
servative Party  have  made  great  progress 
in  this  matter  in  the  last  two  years,  and  he 
is  jealous  of  us,  because  we  have  made 
some  progress.  There  is  only  one  man 
who  will  allow  no  progress,  no  reform, 
and  I  should  not  be  surprised  if  my 
noble  Friend  was  to  go  back  half-a-cen- 
tury.  That  is  my  answer  to  my  noble 
Friend.  He  says  we  are  not  even  to 
discuss  this  question — that  men  placed 
in  power  are  not  to  make  declarations, 
unless  they  are  prepared  to  give  effect  to 
them. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  did  not  lay  down  any  doctrine  of  the 
sort.  I  only  repeated  what  had  been 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian. 

Sir  WILLLA.M  HARCOURT :  If 
my  noble  Friend  wishes  to  impress  that 
doctrine  upon  us  who  are  not  in  Office, 
will  he  not  impress  it  still  more  upon 
his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  because 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  to- 
night that  there  ought  to  be  a  reform 
which  ought  to.  originate  in  the  House 
ol  L^i^ift.    "^SmV.  NtViAl  U  that  but  making 
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de(^Il^atIon9  without  being  pr6[iared  to  I 
sive  effect  to  thorn  ?  Is  the  right  hoa. 
Oentleman  who  leads  this  House  pre- 1 
pared  to  giro  a  pledge  on  the  lines  of 
action  laid  down  on  the  part  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  that  he  will  initiate 
in  the  House  of  Lords  those  reforms 
which  the  Gonaerrative  Party  has  de- 
clared tbej  are  prepared  to  carry  out  ? 
If  not,  what  becomes  of  the  declaration 
which  tbe  right  hon.  Qentleman  made 
to  pacify  the  oonacience  of  bia  followers  ? 
We  have  now  got  a  very  clear  issue 
before  us.  In  spite  of  all  theso  mn 
jiM*Bmu«BTaeions,  from  whatever  source 
or  from  whatever  quarter  of  tbe  Ilouae 
they  oome,  we  hare  brought  thia  matter 
to  an  tsaue  on  which  a  vote  can  and  will 
be  taken  upon  it.  The  question  will  be 
determined  by  this  vote  whether  you 
are  prepared  to  enter  upon  practical 
measures  for  tho  reform  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  dealing  with  the  hereditary 
principle.  Upon  that  issue  we  are  per- 
fectly ready  to  Stand  aud  to  meet  you, 
who,  having  a  majority  in  this  House, 
and  a  majority  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
have  got  the  power  to  give  effect  to 
your  declarations.  So  long  as  you  con- 
tinue to  tako  the  course  of  making  those 
declarations,  and  of  giving  no  effect  to 
them,  I  think  the  country  will  judge  of 
the  value  of  them.  We,  at  all  events, 
are  perfectly  prepared  to  decloro  in  this 
Division  our  views  and  intentions  with 
reference  to  this  matter. 
Question  put. 

Tho  House  divided:— Ayea  223  ;  Noes 
162:  Majority  61. 

ATE.S. 

Ainalii',  W.  O.  IJctliull,      Canmondor 
Ainl.  J.  G.  11. 

Ainbroso,  W.  Bigwooil,  J. 

Anstnitlior,  H.  T.  Birkbttk,  Sir  E. 

Ashmcad.UnrUutt,  K.  Blundull,  Col.  U.  B.  H. 

UadoQ-rowell,  Sir  G.  Loud,  Q.  U. 

S.  Bonaor.  II.  C.  0, 

BairJ,  J.  O.  A.  Boord,  T.  W, 

Balfour,  Tt.  hon.  A.  J.  Borthwick,  Sir  A. 

Baring,  Viacouat  Bridgoman,  Col.  hon. 
Bany,  A.  H.  Smith-  F.  0. 

Bartlcy,  U.  U.  T.  Bristowc,  T.  L. 

Barttclot,  Sir  W.  B.  Ilroatick,  hon.  \V.  St. 
Bates,  Sir  E.  J.  F. 

Baumann,  A.  A.  BrookfielJ,  A.  M. 

Beach,  right  hon.  Sir  Itrooks,  SirW.  C. 

M.  E.  ilicks-  Broco,  Lord  11. 

Beckott,  W.  Barghlov,  Lord 

Bontinck,  Lord  H.  C.  Campboll,  J.  A. 

Bnntinck,  W.  Q.  0.  CarmarthDQ,  Uarq.  oi 

Berettonl,  Lord  C.  W.  Caveadiih,  Lord  B. 

De  la  I'ow  Chaplin,  right  hon.  U. 


Chaninj^n,  8.  Hamilton,  Lord  E. 

Clarke,  Sir  E,  G.  Hanbury,  R.  W. 

Cochrane -Baillio,  hon.  Ilankey,  F.  A. 

C.  W.  A.  N.  HardcaaUe,  P. 

Coddington,  W.  Eartington,  Uarq.  of 

Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R.  Heath,  A.  R. 

CommercU,  Adml.  Sit  Hoatbcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

J.  E.  Ed    ards- 

Compton,  F.  Hoaton,  J.  H. 

Gorbelt,  J.  Herbert,  boo.  8. 

Corry,  Sit  J.  P.  Uennon-Hodgo,  B.  T. 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  '£.  D.  Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 
Croat,  H.  S.  A.  W. 

Curzon,  Viscount  Hill,  Colonel  E.  8. 

Curzon,  hon.  G.  N.  Uoaic,  E.  B, 

Darling,  C.  J.  Hoaro,  8. 

Davenport,  W.  B.  UoUoway,  G. 

Dawnay,  Colonel  hon.  Houlda worth, SirW.H. 

L.  P.  Howard,  J. 

De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W.  Howortb,  H.  H. 

Do  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  Hubbard,  E. 

P.  Hulso,  E.  H. 

Db  WomiB,  Baron  U.  Hunt,  F.  S. 

DijLon-Uartland,  F.  D.  Huntor,  Sir  W.  G. 

Dorington,  Sit  J.  E.  laaacBon,  F.  W. 

Dugdalo,  J.  8.  Jackson,  W.  L. 

Duncombo,  A.  James,  rt.  hon.Sir  H. 

Dyke,   right  hon.   Sir  Jarvla,  A.  W. 

W.  H.  Johnston,  W. 

EdwardB-MoBB,  T   C.  KeUy,  J.  R. 

KgertoQ,  hon.  A.  do  T.  Kerans,  F.  U. 

Elcho,  Lord  ICimber,  H. 

Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D.  King,  H.  8. 

Elton,  C.  I.  KnowlM,  L. 

Eyre,  Colonel  H.  Kynoch,  G. 

Feildon,   Lieut.  -  Gen.  Lafone,  A. 

R.  J.  Lambert,  C. 

Fcrgusaon,  right  hon.  Lavrance,  J.  C. 

Sit  J .  Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 

Field,  Admiral  E.  lameace,  W.  P. 

Fielden,  T.  Lecbmcto,  Sit  B.  A.H. 

Finlay,  R.  B.  Loph,  T.  \V. 

Fitzn-illiam,   hoa.  W. 

U.  W.  Llewellyn,  E.  II. 

Fit/-Wygrani,GBnorftl  Long,  W.  H. 

Sir  F.  W.  Low,  II. 

Folkcatono,  right  hon.  Lowthor,  hon.  W. 

Viscount  Macartney,  W.  G.  E.^ 

Forwood,  A.  B.  Slacdonald,  tight  hon, 
FowUt,  Sir  K.  N.  J.  U.  A. 

FtaBer,  Qonoinl  C.  C.  Maclean,  F.  W. 

Fulton,  J.  F.  Macluro,  J,  W. 

Qnthome -Hardy,  hon.  Maddoo,  D.  JI. 

A.  E.  Slakiaa,  Colonol  W.  T. 

Godgo,  3.  Jlslcolm,  Col.  J .  W. 

Gent-Uuvis,  R.  Mallock,  li. 

Gil™,  A.  Maple,  J.  B. 

Oilliat,  J.  S.  Marriott,     right  hon, 
Uold^worChy,    Major-        W.  T. 

Geoerat  W.  T.  Matthews,  right  hoc, 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E.  U. 

Goschon,    right   hon.  Maitinson,  M.  W. 

O.  J.  MaxwcU,  Sir  H.  R. 

GrimstoQ,  Viscount  Mayno,  Admiral  It.  C. 

Gurdon,  R.  T.  Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 

HaU,  A.  W.  More,  R.  J. 

Hall,  C.  Motrison,  W. 

Halaey,  T.  F.  Moss,  B. 

llambto.  Col.  C.  J.T.  Mount,  W.  O. 

Hamilton,   right  hon,  l.Vo-«Vti-i, -A-VEnk-Siat 

LotdU.V,  i.lS" 
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Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
MulhoUond,  H.  L. 
Muncastcr,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
IMurdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noblo,  W. 
Norris,  E.   S. 
Northcotc,    hon. 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pcarce,  Sir  W, 
Pally,  Sir  L. 


Bidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Si  oacer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stephens,  II.  0. 
Sir    Stewart,  ]M.  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
ToUemacho,  H.  J. 
Tvler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 


Penton,  Captain  F.  T.  Waring,  Colonel  T. 

Plunket,    right    hon.  Watson,  J. 

D.  R.  Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 

Powell,  F.  8.  Webster,  R.  G. 

Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C.  WejTnouth,  Viscount 

Richardson,  T.  Wharton,  J.  L. 

Ritchie,  right  hon.  C.  White,  J.  B. 

T.  Whitley,  E. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T.  Whitmore,  0.  A. 
Robinson,  B.  Winn,  hon.  R. 
RolUt,  Sir  A.  K.  Wodchouse,  B.  R. 
Round,  J.  Wood,  N. 
Salt,  T.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T.  Wright,  H.  S. 

M.  Young,  C.  E.  B. 
Saunderson,  Colonel  E. 

J.  TELLERS. 

Selwyn,  Capt.  C.  W.  Douglas,  A.  Akers- 

Seton-Karr,  H.  Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 

NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (Lime-  Clancy,  J.  J. 

rick,  W.)  Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

A  eland,  A.  H.  D.  Coleridge,  hon.  B. 

Anderson,  C.  H.  Colman,  J.  J. 

Ashcr,  A.  Conway,  M. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.  Cossham,  H. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W.  Cox,  J.  R. 


Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bolton,  T.  D. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Brunner,  J.  T. 
Bryco,  J. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Burt,  T. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Caino,  W.  8. 
CaldweU,  J. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  II. 


Cozens-Hardy,  H.  II. 
Craig,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Duir,  R.  W. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Farquliarson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,R.  C.  Munro- 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fowler,  rt.  hon.  H.  H. 


Campbell-Ban nerman,  Gane,  J.  L. 

right  hon.  H.  Gardner,  II. 

Carew,  J.  L.  Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 

Causton,  R.  K.  Gill,  T.  P. 

Chamberlain,  R.  Gludstono,  II.  J. 

Channing,  F.  A.  Grey,  Sir  E. 

Childcrs,  right  hon.  II.  Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 

C.  E.  Gullv,  W.  C. 


Haldano,'R.  B.  O'Connor,  T.  P. 

Harcourt,rt.hn.  SirW.     O'Kclly,  J. 


G.  V.  V. 

Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Ilaydcn,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Uingiey,  B. 
Holdcn,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoylo,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Joicey,  J. 


Paulton,  J.  ]^l. 
Pease,  A.  £. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J, 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Potter.  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rathbono,  W. 
Redmond,  W.  II.  K. 
Reid,  R.  T. 


Kay-Shuttleworth,  rt.    Roberts,  J. 
hon.  Sir  U.  J.  Roberts,  J.  B. 


Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  8. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 


Roe,  T. 
Roscoe,  Sir  H.  £. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  £. 


Lefevre,  right  hon.  G.    Shoehan,  J.  D. 


J.  8. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Mac  NeiD,  J.  G.  S. 
M«Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M«Carthy,  J. 
McDonald,  Dr.  R. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Laren,  W.  8.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Menzies,  R.  8. 
Morgan,  right  hon.  G. 

O. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley.  A. 


Simon,  Sir  J. 
Smith,  S. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

SirG.  O. 
Tuite.  J. 

Warmington,  C.  M. 
Watt,  H. 


Mundolla,  right  hon.    Wayman,  T. 


A.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 


Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  O. 

TELLERS. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 
Labouchore,  H. 


Main  Question  proposed,  *'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 

Supply.— Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

And  it  being  One  of  the  Clock,  Mr, 
Speaker  left  the  Chair  without  Question 
put. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— J/r*^  Reading-^- 
Coroners*  (36);  Quarter  Sessions  •  (37); 
Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
(No,  2)*  (38);  Land  Charges  Registration 
and  Searches*  (40). 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Liability  of  Trustees*  (24). 

Committee — Report  —  Pluralities  Acts  Amend- 
ment Acts,  1885,  Amendment*  (26). 

i?<[/;or/— Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment*  (34-39). 

SCIENCE    AND    ART    (METROPOLIS)— 
CHARTER   FOR   A   TEACHING    UNI- 
VERSITY.—QUESTION. 
Lord  HER8CHELL  said,  that  in  tho 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) he  desired  to  ask  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  tho  Council,   Whether  ho  has 
made  up  his  mind  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  he  would  deal  with  the  appli- 
cation  for    a   charter  for   a  Teaching 
University  in   London  and    other  like 
applications  for  charters;  and  whether 
he  has  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  a  Eojal 
Commission  on  the  subject? 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  (Viscount 
C&anbrooe),  in  reply,  said,  that  he  had 
come  to  the  determination  to  recommend 
tho  issue  of  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject,  which  was  one 
dealing  with  a  large  number  of  interests. 
Ho  thought  the  Commiseion  need  not  bo 
a  large  one,  and  then  they  would  get 
through  the  work  more  speedily,  and 
perhaps  in  time  to  report  this  Session. 

AGRICULTURAL  AND  INDUSTRIAL 
DISTRESS.  —RESOLUTION. 

Eabl  DE  la  WARR,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  Houso,  consider- 
ing the  depressed  condition  of  agricultural  and 
other  industries  in  this  country,  and  the  conse- 
quent distress  among  tho  working  classes,  it  is 
incumbent  upon  Her  Majesty's  GoYemment  to 
take  into  their  serious  consideration  what 
measures  can  be  adopted  to  avert  the  grave 
consequences  which  must  otherwiso  ensue, " 

said,  that  the  country  had  long  been 
waiting  patiently  in  the  hope  that  there 
might  be  some*  favourable  change  in  the 
prospects  of  agriculture  and  other  in- 
dustries of  the  country.  There  had, 
indeed,  been  glimpses  of  improvement, 
and  of  a  brighter  day;   but  tiiey  had 
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faded  almost  as  soon  as  they  appeared, 
HOUSE      OF      LORDS,         *°^  though  there   might   be   a  pros- 

pect  of  well-doing   for  some  industries 
s^  2fonday,  I2ih  March,  1888.  in  the  country,  the  prospects  of  agri- 

culture at  the  present  time   were   no 
better  than   they  had  been  for   some 
years  past.     Having  quoted  the  testi- 
mony of  the  Prime  Minister  at  Derby 
recently  as  to  the  depressed  condition  of 
agriculture,    tho    noble  Earl   observed 
that  it  was  far  from  his  wish  to  say  or 
do  anything  which  might  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's  Government ;   but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  on  a  question  of  such  vital 
importance  to   the  country  some  inti- 
mation ought  to  be  given  of  what  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were,  especially  after  the  words  of  Her 
Majesty's  Speech.     It  might  be  useless 
to  refer  to  statistics,  as  they  were  well 
known  to  most  of  their  Lordships ;  but 
he  might   observe   that  it    had    been 
stated  on  trustworthy  authority  that  the 
loss  sustained  by  the  owners  and  occu- 
piers of  land  during  the  last  10  years 
amounted  to  £600,000,000.     Sir  James 
Caird   gave  evidence  before  the  Agri- 
cultural Oommission  not  very  long  ago 
to  the  effect  that  the  average  loss  to 
growers  of  wheat  alone  in  the  last  few 
years  was  £17,000,000   annually.      In 
many  places  there  were  40  or  50  per 
cent  of  the  landowners  not  able  to  live 
in  their  houses,  and  it  was  further  found, 
according  to  calculations  believed  to  be 
as   nearly    as    possible    correct,     that 
there  were    900,000    of    the    working 
population  who  oould  not  without  the 
greatest  difficulty  find  any  employment. 
The  wages  in  the  agricultural  districts 
were  getting  lower,  and  there  was  every 
prospect  of  their   continuing  to  do  so. 
We  were  further  informed  on    trust- 
worthy    authority     that    there     were 
1,000,000  acres  of    corn-bearing  land 
which    had   been    either   thrown    out 
of  cultivation  or  turned  into  pasture 
in    England    and   Scotland,   and   over 
1,000,000  in  Ireland,  and  that  200,000 
persons  had  been  in  consequence  thrown 
out  of  employment.    The  result  was  a 
great  migration  into  London  and  other 
large  towns  of  persons  who  there  found 
themselves  in  a  worso  condition  of  dis- 
tress and  destitution.     He  thought  these 
facts  justified  him  in  bringing  this  ques- 
tion under  their  Lordships'  notice.     He 
did  not  wish  to  exaggerate  in  the  least ; 
his  only  object  was  that  the  &ttQ>^^^Tk. 
of  their  LoidB\i\^^  au^oi^^T^«\^^Vji 
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Oovornment  sliould  be  drawn  to  tlie 
subject.  The  condition  of  agriculture 
was  the  matter  with  which  he  was  best 
acquainted,  but  the  remarks  which 
applied  to  agriculture  applied  in  a  great 
measure,  though,  perhaps,  not  quite  as 
much,  to  other  industries  of  great  im- 
portance to  this  country.  What  he 
wanted  to  bring  under  their  Lordships' 
notice  was  that  if  those  industries  were 
failing  the  consequence  must  be  that  a 
large  number  of  the  working  population 
must  be  thrown  out  of  employment,  and 
brought  in  many  places  to  a  state  of 
great  destitution.  The  question  of  the 
depression  in  the  country  was  one  which 
concerned  not  only  landlords,  but  manu- 
facturers, capitalists,  and  all  other  per- 
sons who  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
great  industries  of  the  country,  and 
it  was  certain  that  the  labouring  popula- 
tion, who  were  already  beginning  to  feel 
most  acutely,  would  in  time  feel  this 
distress  more  almost  than  any  other 
class.  It  was  impossible  to  walk 
through  the  streets  of  London  without 
noticing  the  large  number  of  shops  filled 
with  foreign  goods.  Foreign  goods 
were  taking  the  place  in  the  most  pro- 
minent manner  of  English  goods.  The 
silk  industry  was  almost  at  an  end. 
The  last  sugar  manufactory  in  London 
was  closed  only  a  short  time  ago,  and 
in  the  manufacture  of  hats,  gloves,  lace, 
and  other  such  articles  the  French  wore 
driving  English  goods  out  of  the  market. 
German  goods  could,  also,  be  seen  every- 
where. The  iron  industry  had  been 
supplanted  by  Belgian  and  German 
goods,  and  our  swords  and  bayonets 
were  made  abroad,  while  thousands  of 
Sheffield  men  were  standing  idle. 
While  all  this  went  on  it  must  act 
severely  on  the  labour  market  of  this 
country,  and  therefore  the  question  of 
foreign  competition  concerned  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country  more,  per- 
haps, than  any  other  question.  A 
man  who  is  dependent  upon  labour  for 
his  very  existence  now  finds  foreign 
workmen  doing  in  another  country  the 
work  ho  ought  to  bo  doing  here.  This 
was  no  longer  a  time  for  theorizing  on 
questions  of  political  economy.  Facts 
were  daily  brought  home  to  the  people 
of  this  country  which  compelled  them 
to  turn  their  attention  seriously  to  the 
question  of  their  failing  industries,  and 
to  consider  whether  some  protection 
ought  not  to  be  given   to    those  en- 

£arl  De  La  JFarr 


gaged  in  home  industries.  It  was 
said  that  the  question  of  protection  of 
British  industries  against  foreign  com- 
petition was  not  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics.  He  was  quite  aware 
of  the  difficulties  which  surrounded  the 
question,  but  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  the  competition  of  the 
present  day  was  quite  different  from 
what  it  was  40  years  ago,  in  the  day  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Mr.  Cobden.  In 
their  day  steam  and  railways  were 
almost  in  their  infancy,  but  this  country 
was  brought  into  close  contact  both  by 
land  and  sea  with  almost  all  the  countries 
of  the  world.  This  competition  was 
altogether  unforeseen  by  Mr.  Cobden,  as 
might  be  gathered  from  his  own  words 
— namely,  ''I  do  not  anticipate  that 
wheat  will  be  reduced  below  45«.  per 
quarter,  even  by  Free  Trade."  Surely 
there  was  reason  why  some  change  on 
our  part  should  be  made.  There  might 
be  other  reasons  besides  those  he  had 
mentioned  which  had  in  some  measure 
added  to  the  great  depression  from 
which  this  country  suffered,  such  as  the 
currency  question  and  the  vast  amoimt 
of  capital  which  went  abroad  to  be  in- 
vested in  manufacture,  in  railways,  and 
also  in  agriculture.  It  was  calculated 
that  an  income  of  £100,000,000  was 
produced  out  of  British  capital  by 
foreign  labour.  In  ITie  Financier  news- 
paper of  the  25th  of  February  there 
appeared  a  report  of  a  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  of  the  Northern  Railway 
of  Canada  relative  to  the  fusion  of  the 
great  Canadian  railways,  and  at  which 
a  letter  was  read  from  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  M.F.,  the  largest  shareholder  of 
the  Company,  expressing  himself  in 
favour  of  the  scheme.  He  mentioned 
this  as  an  instance  of  what  was  taking 
place  with  regard  to  foreign  investments 
of  English  capital,  which  might  pro- 
bably be  added  as  one  of  the  causes  of 
the  present  industrial  distress.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  add  that,  even  if 
changes  in  local  government  and  local 
taxation  were  made,  he  believed  they 
would  bo  found  inadequate  to  afford 
relief  to  the  working  classes  or  to  revive 
failing  industries.  Tho  question  which 
for  some  time  past  had  almost  paralyzed 
the  energies  of  the  country  could  only 
be  solved,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  by  adapt- 
ing our  own  existing  fiscal  system  to  the 
changed  circumstances  of  the  time,  and 
to  tho  altered  conditions  of  the  commer- 
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cial  relations  of  different  countries  of  the 
world. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

**  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  con- 
sidering tho  depressed  condition  of  agricultural 
and  other  industries  in  this  country  and  the 
consequent  distress  among  the  working  classes, 
it  is  incumbent  upon  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment to  take  into  their  serious  consideration 
what  measures  can  bo  adopted  to  avert  the 
grave  consequences  which  must  otherwise 
enBuc:*^(The  Earl  De  La  IFarr.) 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  said, 
he  would  confine  himself  to  that  branch 
of  the  subject  with  which  he  was  con- 
nected— namely,  the  condition  of  agri- 
culture. There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to 
the  existence  of  agricultural  distress ;  it 
was  almost  unparalleled^  It  had  now 
passed  beyond  depression.  Landlords, 
tenants,  and  labourers  were  all  alike 
suffering.  He  had  within  the  last  few 
days  seen  villages  in  Hunts,  Northants, 
and  Cambridgeshire  denuded  of  a  mass 
of  young  labourers  emigrating  to 
Queensland.  Why  was  this?  Because 
neither  owners  nor  tenants  could  find 
work  for  them.  Many  more  would  go, 
but  their  age  prevented  them.  Tenants 
spoke  helplessly  of  their  condition,  and 
many  were  quite  bankrupt.  Their  Lord- 
ships were  quite  aware  how  the  crisis 
had  affected  landlords,  so  that  he  need 
not  enlarge  upon  that ;  but  the  opinion 
was  evidently  held  by  some  of  the 
leaders  of  tho  people  that  the  landlords 
alone  were  to  blame  for  having  exacted 
high  rents,  and  that  any  remedial  legisla- 
tion would  benefit  the  oligarchical  class 
of  landlords.  He  would  mention  one 
case  known  to  him  personally  to  show 
the  hardships  that  had  fallen  on  land- 
lords. A  gentleman  succeeded  to  an 
estate  20  years  ago.  It  was  heavily 
burdened  with  charges  and  jointures, 
and  the  buildings  and  cottages  on  it 
were  in  a  ruinous  condition.  He  paid 
off  half  the  mortgages,  and  spent  the 
whole  of  the  income  from  tho  estate  in 
repairing  the  buildings,  draining,  the 
land,  and  in  other  improvements.  Up 
to  1874  things  went  well,  but  since  then 
rents  had  fallen,  and  the  rental  was  now 
50  per  cent  lower  than  it  was  when 
he  succeeded.  The  consequence  was 
that  he  was  now  getting  no  income  what- 
ever out  of  the  estate,  although  he  paid 
off  £S0,000  of  debt  and  spent  over 
£40,000  in  improvements.  The  fall  in 
the  valuos  of  agricultural  produce  ap- 


peared to  be  the  reason  of  the  distress. 
He  did  not  intend  to  enter  into  the  great 
social  question,  and  a  g^eat  social  ques- 
tion it  was,  whether  this  denudation  of 
capital  from  the  land  in  these  Islands, 
the     breakdown    of    the    agricultural 
system,  and  the  emigration  of  the  rural 
population  should  be  arrested  or  not. 
He  proposed  to  confine  himself  entirely 
to  the    commercial   question,   and  the 
point  regarding  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  in  so  far  as  these  Islands  were 
affected  by  it.    Thinking  it  would  be  in- 
teresting to  learn  the  condition  of  those 
countries  which  competed   with   Great 
Britain  in  the  agricultural  market,  he 
lately  made  a  tour  in  India,  Australia. 
New  Zealand,   Canada,   and  America, 
He  found  everywhere  that  the  universal 
complaint  was  —  no   profit   at  present 
prices.    As  regarded  India,  there  was 
no  doubt  the  fall  in  the  value  of  silver 
had  been  one  of  the  chief  causes — one,  he 
said,  because  the  extension  of  irrigation 
works  and  the  bringing  of  more  land 
into  regular  cultivation  had  been  the 
means — of  increasing  the  large  exporta- 
tion of  wheat  from  that  country.     He 
should  not  enter  into  the  silver  question, 
because  that  subject  was  being  fully  in- 
quired into  before  a  Boyal  Commission  ; 
but  he  might  say  this — while  the  rupee 
went  as  far,  or  was  taken  at  its  original 
value,  in  India,  and  the  merchant  bought 
the  wheat  in  the  bazaars  with  it  under 
the  silver  standard,  he  sold  it  in  Europe, 
receiving  payment  under  the  gold  stan- 
dard.    The  difference  in  the  rate  of 
exchange  enabled  the  merchant  to  give 
more  money  to  the  grower  of  com  in 
India,  which,  though  a  very  good  (thing 
for  him  perhaps,  acted   as    a   bounty 
against  the  producer  in  England   and 
other  parts  of  the  world.    But  even  at 
Delhi  and  other  wheat-growing  centres 
of  the  North- West  he  found  the  fall  in 
values  was  seriously  affecting  the  posi- 
tion of  the  farmers,  and  complaint  was 
universal.    In  Australia  and  Now  Zea- 
land the  opinion  was  unanimous  that, 
with  the   price  of  wheat  at  30«.   per 
quarter  in  England,  they  could  not  send 
it  to  us  at  a  profit  to  themselves.    In 
the  g^eat  wheat-growing  districts  of  the 
North- West  of  America  and  Canada  he 
found  rather  different  conditions  exist- 
ing.     He    was  there  just  before  tho 
commencement    of  last  year's  ha;rve&t 
and  the  apnesiXOLti!^^  ol  >(X^%  ^st^^*^  ^^^ 
very  goo&,  W^  ^"b»^  ^xo^^  ^wsN^TirfC^^ 
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relied  on ;  many  farmers  told  him  that 
if  the  J  reaped  the  present  crop  with- 
out its  boing  frosted  it  would    be   the 
first  for  four  years  that  they  had  har- 
vested and  had   not   afterwards  found 
half  of  it,  sometimes  two-thirdi,  spoilt 
by  frost.     He  believed  they  got  it  all  in 
good  condition  last  year,  but  even  then, 
deducting  all  costs  and  transport,  it  did 
not  pay  them  to  grow  at  30«.  per  quarter. 
Their  Lordships  might    wonder    why, 
then,  they  sent  it,  and  continued  to  grow 
it.      They  were   obliged  to   send  it  at 
whatever  price   they   could   get.      The 
settler  in   the  North- West  loaded  his 
waggon  with  com  and  went  to  the  nearest 
railway  station,  delivered  it  over  to  the 
elevator;  the  agent  gave  current  price 
for  it,  and  back  the  settler  wandered 
for  miles    over    the    prairie  with    his 
money  in  his  pocket ;  he  could  not  pick 
and  choose  his  market — he  was  obliged 
to  take  what  he  could  get.     Some  dele- 
terious  action   had  resulted    from  the 
operation  or  management  of  many  of 
the   Mortgage  Companies  in  America 
and  the  North- West.     Men  took  blocks 
of  land,  borrowed  money  on  them  from 
the  Companies  on  mortgage,  farmed  as 
long  as  they  were  solvent,  then  left  and 
threw  their  lands  upon  the  Companies' 
hands.     These  men  had  nothing  to  lose 
but  a  great  deal  to  gain.  Without  capital 
of  their  own,  they  traded  in  the  specula- 
tion with  money  advanced  at  high  rates 
of  interest,  feeling  no  personal  responsi- 
bility if  they  failed.     The  effect  and  the 
result  of  this  inflated  system  had  been 
disastrous.     Ho  had  touched  on  these 
points  to  explain  the  position  of  com 
and  meat  producers  in  other  countries, 
and  the  result  of  his  conclusions  was  that 
low  prices  were  affecting  them  as  much 
as  they  were  affecting  us.    If  the  agri- 
culturist were  treated  equally  with  other 
traders,  he  could  grow  cereals  and  meat 
in  this  country  to  yield  him  a  profit  at 
present  prices  as  well  as  he  could  if  he 
were  in  any  other  country  in  the  world. 
He  named  the  present  prices  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  beoause  he  did  not  think 
that  we  could  look  for  any  rise  in  their 
value.  We  could  not  hope  for  any  dimi- 
nution of  supply,  and  there  was  no  like- 
lihood   of    prices     rising     materially. 
Foreign  countries  had  the  commodities 
and  must  fi^nd  mouths  to  consume  them. 
Low  rates  charged  on  large  cargoes  for 
long  distances  had  equalized  prices,  and 
the  earth's  increase  would  come  more 
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and  moro  a;bundantly  to  us.     Corn  was 
being    delivered    in     Liverpool    from 
America  at  the  freight  rate  of  Qd,  per 
quarter,  whilo  from  Liverpool  to  most 
of  the  consuming  centres  of  England  the 
rate  was  about  3«.  per  quarter.     The 
ridiculously  low  rate  at  which  flour  was 
being  delivered  in  this  country  precluded 
all  but  the  largest  millers,  with  a  long- 
established  connection,  from  making  any 
profit  by  milling,  and  the  flour  mills 
were  being  closed  in  all  directions.     Oa 
all  sides  our  farmers  said  that  they  could 
not  make  both   ends  meet,  that  corn 
crops  did  not  pay  them,  and  that  the 
breeding  of  stock  had  become  unprofit- 
able.    He  thought  that  most  farmers 
omitted  the  valuation  of  their  straw  from 
their  calculations,  and  did  not  take  into 
consideration  the  produce  of  their  farm 
as  a  whole.  There  could,  however,  be  no 
doubt  that  the  pinch  was  tremendous, 
and  that  the  depression  was  great.  Was 
any  remedy  to   be  found,   one   which 
would  BO  revive  agriculture  as  to  give 
increased  employment  to  the  labouring 
classes  ?     Ho  did  not  think  that  Protec- 
tion would  be  a  remedy.  If  one  industry 
were  protected  others  must  be  protected 
also.  Some  day,  perhaps,  the  necessities 
of  other  traders  of  the  country  might  re- 
quire duties  to  be  placed  on  foreign 
manufactured  goods,  and,  if  that  day 
should   come,   agriculturists  would  be 
ablo    to    demand,    with    fairness,   that 
duties  should  be  levied  on  manufactured 
produce,  such  as  flour  and  cheese.    But, 
how  over  hard  it  was  on  the  one  side  to 
see  the  quartern  loaf  sold  for  4(^.,  to 
know  that  the  English  farmer  could  not 
grow  the  com  to  pay  him  at  that  price, 
and  on  the  other  side  to  see  hundreds 
starving  from  want  of  employment  and 
unable  to  buy  the  quartern  loaf,  he  did 
not  believe  in  Protection.     Agriculture 
was  suffering  almost  as  much  from  being 
unequally  treated  by  the  State  as  from 
low  prices.     Speaking  on  September  1, 
1887,  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
said  that  the  State  might  relieve  the 
farmers  of  some   part   of  the  burden 
of  taxation  at  present  imposed  upon 
them.     That  was  the  direction  in  which 
agriculturists  ought  to  look  for  relief. 
The  farmer  was  over- taxed,    and  not 
placed,  as  he  ought  to  be,  on  the  same 
footing  with  other  traders.    The  present 
system  of  assessment  for  rateable  pur- 
poses ought  to  bo  changed  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  Select 
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Oommittee  of  1870,  and  witli  several 
Besolutions  agreed  to  in  ''  another 
place/'  Other  measures  which  would 
aid  in  bringing  about  an  improved  state 
of  things  were  the  abolition  of  pre- 
ferential railway  rates  and  the  establish- 
ment of  middle  class  or  secondary 
schools  for  the  teaching  of  agriculture 
and  dairy  farming.  He  ventured  to 
press  these  points  upon  the  Government, 
and  cordially  supported  the  Besolution 
of  the  noble  Earl. 

VisooTJNT  TORRINGTON  :  Those 
who  look  with  a  light  heart  upon  the 
present  position  of  the  country  or  who 
Ignore  the  pressing  difficulties  of  the 
industrial  classes  appear  to  be  blind  to 
two  most  remarkable  features  of  com- 
paratively recent  growth  in  our  national 
life.  On  the  one  hand,  there  is  a  pre- 
vailing demand  among  a  section  of 
philanthropists — who  would  improve 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes — 
for  national  funds  to  export  our  unem- 
ployed people — a  plan  known  under  the 
name  of  ^^State-aided  Emigration;" 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  we  find  an  in- 
creasing exodus  of  capital,  transferred 
from  this  country  to  protected  States,  to 
enable  our  manufacturers  to  retain  their 
old  customers.  The  fact  is  notorious 
that  many  of  our  old- established  manu- 
facturers are  being  compelled  to  esta- 
blish branches,  if  not  to  transfer  all 
their  works,  to  other  countries,  instead 
of  employing  home  labour  as  in  the 
past.  These  changed  conditions  of  na- 
tional life  must— ras  Cardinal  Manning 
truly  said  the  other  day  in  his  letter  to 
Mr.  Wyndham — be  faced;  and  the  ques- 
tion for  your  Lordships,  and  indeed  all 
the  country,  to  consider  is  what  we  have 
to  look  to  in  order  to  replace  the  con- 
tinually contracting  markets  for  our 
labour.  For  it  must  not  be  lost  sight 
of  that,  side  by  side  with  contracting 
markets  in  foreign  States  for  British 
goods,  the  home  market  for  the  general 
industries  of  the  country,  other  than 
agriculture,  is  also  contracted  to  an  even 
greater  degree.  Before  the  late  Boyal 
Commission  the  annual  decrease  in  the 
purchase  power  of  the  agricultural 
commimity  was  set  down  by  Sir  James 
Oaird  at  £42,000,000.  There  is  every 
reason  to  believe  that  since  then  the 
deficit  of  two  years  ago  has  been  enor- 
mously aggravated.  But  consider  only 
what  it  means  for  the  working  classes 
of  the  country  to  be  deprived  of  original 


customers  to  the  extent  of  £42,000,000 
a-year,  these  in  their  turn  destroying 
the  earnings,  and  therefore  the  purchase 
power,  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
others.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  these 
bare  facts  will  be  found  the  primary 
causes  of  the  scarcity  of  continuous  em- 
ployment, and  that  if  we  are  to  seek 
for  remedies  we  must  recognize  the 
causes.  We,  therefore,  have  to  dis- 
cover fresh  markets  abroad,  and,  if  it 
be  in  our  power,  to  restore  vitality  to 
our  industrial  markets  at  home.  Have 
we,  then,  the  means  within  our  grasp  to 
accomplish  these  ends  ?  Few,  I  think, 
will  deny  that  an  undoubted  element  of 
political  weakness  exists  on  our  reliance 
to  so  large  an  extent  upon  external  food 
supplies.  And  it  is  a  grave  question 
whether  the  low  prices  of  food  stuffs  of 
recentyears  have  not  been  dearly  bought 
at  the  cost  of  such  weakness.  And  yet 
is  it  not  possible  that  in  this  element  of 
weakness  lie  the  germs  of  national 
safety  and  renewed  vitality  to  our  in- 
dustrial centres,  if  we  would  but  turn  it 
to  advantage  as  any  private  trader 
would  do  in  his  own  business  ?  I  say 
boldly  that  it  is  in  our  gigantic  food 
custom  alone  may  be  found  the  solution 
of  the  great  industrial  problem  of  to- 
day. Are  all  your  Lordships  aware  of 
the  extent  of  that  custom  which  we  now 
fritter  away  without  thought  ?  Of  our 
total  food  consumption  of — in  round 
numbers  —  £450,090,000  per  annum, 
we  import  some  £150,000,000.  The 
greater  portion  of  this  enormous  cus- 
tom is  absolutely  withdrawn  from  our 
home  producers,  who,  in  their  turn, 
would  have  spent  every  penny  on  other 
labour  products,  and  is  to-day  given  in- 
stead to  at  least  to  one  foreign  State, 
whose  return  trade  in  commodities  is  no 
more  than  7«.  in  the  pound  for  each  sove- 
reign's worth  we  buy  of  her — namely,  the 
United  States.  But  use  that  enormous 
lever  with  wisdom,  treat  it  as  a  bargain- 
ing power — the  greatest  any  nation 
ever  possessed — and  what  great  pro- 
babilities are  before  us.  Divert,  if  we 
can,  that  national  custom  to  our  own 
land,  and  to  the  land  of  our  Possessions 
scattered  over  the  face  of  the  world — and 
what  must  be  the  result?  For  such 
portion  as  is  diverted  homeward  we 
have  the  assurance  of  the  continual 
turnover  and  re-turnover  of  such  earn- 
ings, and  from  our  own  Possessions  we 
have  the  guarantee  of  experience  that, 
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in  spite  of  their  Oustoms  Duties,  they 
take  from  us  of  our  labour  commodities 
in  nearly  full  exchange  of  what  we  buy. 
Such  diversion,  indeed,  cannot  take  place 
without  creating  an  absolute  preference 
in  our  markets  for  the  products  of  our 
Empire,  as  against  those  of  foreign 
States.  It  involved  the  full  recon- 
sideration of  our  fiscal  system.  It  in- 
Yolved  ceasing  to  give  foreign  products 
a  preference  in  our  market-places,  by 
freeing  them  from  the  taxation  which 
we  all  have  to  boar  as  producers,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly.  It  meant  looking 
to  the  home  market  for  increased  de- 
mand, and  to  our  Possessions  for  such 
external  supplies  as  our  population 
needs.  We  shall  be  told,  perhaps,  that 
already  the  long-promised  revival  is  at 
hand,  and  that  the  Board  of  Trade  He- 
turns  show  increased  vitality.  This 
latter  is,  of  course,  a  fact,  and  yet  not  one 
on  which  we  ought  to  rely  too  greatly. 
Such  Beturns  are  contrasted  with  two 
terribly  bad  years,  and,  so  far  as  they 
go,  only  give  evidence  of  an  increased 
demand  from  abroad,  where  the  pur- 
chase power,  after  depression,  has  al- 
ready recovered.  What  new  vitality  is 
apparent  does  not,  unhappily,  arise  out 
of  an  improved  demand  from  home 
custom;  and  until  that  last  feature 
comes  into  operation,  it  were  idle  to  be- 
lieve in,  or  to  hope  for,  a  return  of 
prosperity. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  it  could  hardly 
be  expected  that  the  Government  would 
give  an  opinion  as  to  ''  Protection/'  since 
there  was  so  strong  an  antipathy  to  it ; 
and  as  the  two  leading  statesmen  of  the 
day  promised  that  some  duty  on  corn 
should  be  continued,  it  might  be  feared 
that  the  Ministry  might  equally  forfeit 
any  pledge  that  they  might  give.  The 
great  constituency  of  Sheffield  had 
shown  that  they  wished  for  Protection 
all  round.  He  (Lord  Denman)  showed 
a  cigar  case,  for  which  he  had  given 
only  1  s,  6d. ;  a  silversmith  repaired  it  and 
ohcu'ged  Is.  6d.  He  (Lord  Denman) 
said  it  had  cost  that  sum.  The  trades- 
man said  it  had  cost  and  was  worth 
much  more.  On  inquiry  of  the  vendor, 
he  found  that  it  had  cost  that  small 
sum ;  and  he  left  it  with  the  silversmith, 
and  intended  to  send  him  a  new  one, 
but,  being  foreign,  no  more  were  to  be 
had,  but  the  contents  of  it — tobacco — 
were  taxed  at  least  15  per  cent ;  and  if 
this  were  better  than  <' Sheffield  silver  " 
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it  ought  to  handicapped.  One  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss)  had  said  he 
would  never  tax  the  food  of  the  people ; 
but  if  1«.  were  taken  in  taxes,  that 
would  buy  bread,  and  thus  the  food  of 
the  people  was  taxed.  In  1814  no  wheat 
could  be  imported  until  the  prica  had 
risen  to  80«.  a-quarter.  Mr.  Baring 
tried  in  vain  to  reduce  it  to  75«.  A  fixed 
duty  was  advocated  by  Sir  James  Graham 
in  his  Corn  and  Currency  ;  as  Free  Trade, 
it  admitted  corn  when  cheap  abroad, 
and  a  sliding  scale  only  admitted  it  when 
corn  was  dear  both  at  home  and  abroad. 
Corn  might  be  in  bond,  but  it  would 
have  had  to  pay  warehouse  room  until, 
from  the  high  price  of  com,  it  could  be 
admitted  at  a  low  duty.  The  father  of 
the  late  Lord  Denman,  to  whose  training 
he  was  indebted  for  his  eminence,  saw 
the  riots  in  1814,  and  observed  that  it 
was  a  delusion  to  state  that  a  tax  on 
corn  would  starve  the  people,  because, 
if  sudden  war  or  foreign  famines  oc- 
curred the  people  would  then  be  starved. 
Land  had  gone  out  of  cultivation  in 
Suffolk  and  Hertfordshire.  A  living 
in  Suffolk  of  £800  a-year  had  been 
reduced  to  £100.  The  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  been 
reported  to  have  bought  land  near  Bal- 
dock  for  £10  an  acre  ;  and  while  Hert- 
fordshire white  wheat  might  make  as 
good  fiour  as  Austrian,  it  sold  at  very 
much  less  than  Austrian  flour.  The 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Har- 
tiogton)  had  lately  headed  a  deputa- 
tion praying  that  iron  rails  might  pay 
market  dues.  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  said  that  but  for  the  railways 
these  rails  could  never  have  reached  the 
market;  but  the  giving  up  dues  reminded 
him  of  two  Macaulays,  who  had  two 
white  uncles  Tom  (himself  and  Lord 
Macaulay);  one  lost  his  alpenstiok  in  the 
sea;  the  other  said — **If  it  will  do  you  any 
good  I  will  throw  mine  in  after  it;''  but  the 
offer  was  declined.  When  the  Paper  Duties 
had  been  abolished,  Lord  Brougham, 
at  a  Social  Science  Dinner,  speaking  of 
Members  of  the  House  of  Lords,  said 
they  were  "  not  only  alive,  but  kicking." 
Mr.  Huskisson  had  said — 

<'  That  mutual  prohibitions  were  mutual 
nuisances;  but,  as  between  us  and  Prussia — 
applicable  to  all  nations — we  ought  to  bavt 
mutual  facilities.*' 

He  (Lord  Denman)  would  wish  half 
the  duty  levied  on  all  English  pro- 
duco  abroad  placed  ou  imports,    "mien 
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the  Paper  Duties  were  abolished, 
the  late  Duke  of  Eutland  would  not 
press  the  House  to  a  Division,  lest  the 
result  of  it  should  be  to  throw  the 
finances  of  the  country  into  disorder; 
but  we  thus  sacrificed  £500,000  a-year, 
which  was  willingly  paid  by  the  pur- 
chasers of  newspapers. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  JflheMarquess  of  Salisbury): 
This  debate  has  taken  a  somewhat  dis- 
cursive turn,  and  I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
guilty  of  extreme  brevity  if  I  do  not  add 
many  minutes  to  a  discussion  which  has 
already  lasted  a  considerable  time.  But 
I  confess  that,  though  the  discussion 
concerns  a  matter  on  which  we  all  feel 
as  deeply  as  on  any  political  question,  it 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  of  a  prac- 
tical character,  or  likely  to  lead  to  any 
practical  result.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  the  distress,  and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  prove  it,  as  my  noble  Friend  be- 
hind me  did.  We  are  all  aware  of  it, 
and  wo  are  only  too  sensible  that  it 
exists.  There  is  probably  no  public 
body  of  men  in  the  Kingdom  who  are 
more  sensible  of  the  existence  of  agri- 
cultural depression  than  this  Assembly. 
Nor  is  there  any  necessity  to  prove  to  us 
the  great  calamities  which  that  depres- 
sion has  led  to.  But  before  we  mane  it 
the  subject  of  debate  we  must  establish, 
in  our  own  minds  at  all  events,  that  there 
is  some  measure  which  it  is  within  the 
reach  of  Parliament  to  adopt  which  will 
materially  limit  or  mitigate  the  evils 
whioh  we  all  deplore.  There  is  great 
depression  in  a  neighbouring  country  in 
the  great  wine-growing  industry;  but  it 
would  be  of  no  use  for  them  to  discuss 
that  depression,  or  bring  it  up  as  a 
matter  of  complaint  against  the  Govern- 
ment, because  it  is  dependent  upon  well- 
known  natural  causes  which  no  Govern- 
ment or  Parliament  can  remove.  I  fear 
that  the  depression  in  England,  though 
not  dependent  upon  such  simple  causes, 
is  dependent  equally  upon  great  natural 
and  economical  causes,  and  the  power  of 
Parliaments  or  Governments  to  cope 
with  it  is  very  limited.  Because  I  say 
this  I  shall  not  be  supposed  either  to 
ignore  its  deep  gravity,  or  wish  to  de- 
preciate its  extent.  I  am  bound,  however, 
to  say  that  I  cannot  concur  with  one 
phrase  which  my  noble  Friend  who  in- 
troduced the  subject  brought  forward, 
when  he  spoke  of  starving  populations. 


We  know,  of  course,  that  there  is  always 
a  certain  amount  of  misery  in  the  coun« 
try ;  but  my  noble  Friend  could  hardly 
have  listened  the  other  night  to  the  in- 
teresting speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Balfour),  who  showed  from  the 
Poor  Law  Returns  that  the  country  is 
not,  with  respect  to  its  most  numerous 
class,  in  a  most  miserable  condition. 
If  I  remember  the  figures,  there  is  a 
smaller  proportion  of  pauperism  at  this 
moment  by  nearly  a  half  than  there  was 
some  20  years  ago.  It  is  impossible, 
therefore,  to  speak  as  though  wo  were 
in  the  presence  of  a  calamity  deeply 
affecting  the  vast  m'lsses  of  the  country. 
On  the  contrary,  speaking  oftho  poorest 
and  most  numerous  class,  in  spite  of  all 
the  calamities  we  have  to  face,  I  think 
we  may  congpratulate  ourselves  that  it 
has  hit  them  more  lightly  than  the  less 
numerous  classes.  When  we  came  to 
the  remedy  my  noble  Friends  who  have 
spoken  were  neither  concordant  nor  very 
clear.  Two  of  my  noble  Friends  spoke 
for  Protection.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Huntly)  dis« 
claimed  any  sympathy  with  these  doc- 
trines ;  but  he  seemed  to  indicate  that 
some  relief  might  be  obtained  from  mea< 
sures  of  a  more  limited  character  which 
it  is  in  the  power  of  the  Government  to 
adopt.  Well,  we  have  admitted  that  to 
a  certain  extent  in  the  language  of  the 
Queen's  Speech — we  have  admitted  that 
there  are  measures  which  we  can  and 
ought  to  adopt.  I  am  afraid  it  will  be 
impossible  for  me  to  give  a  preliminary 
account  of  them,  and  I  must  ask  my 
noble  Friend  to  wait  until  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  have  had 
an  opportunity  of  addressing  the  other 
House  upon  the  subject.  But  I  fully 
admit  that  to  all  measures  of  that  smaller 
and  more  limited  kind  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  address  it* 
self,  and  to  take  every  opportunity 
which  that  restricted  field  offers  of  miti« 
gating  the  depression  in  the  agricultural 
industry  which  exists.  But  my  noble 
Friends  are  the  first  to  say  that  it  is  not 
in  that  quarter  that  anything  like  a  dis- 
sipation of  the  calamity  can  be  looked 
for.  It  is  a  question  which  is  too  large, 
it  rests  upon  bases  too  broad,  it  issues 
from  natural  laws  too  imperious,  and 
there  remains  only  one  remedy — that 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  disclaimed, 
but  which  my  noble  Friends  behind  me 
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(Earl  De  La  Warr  and  Viscount  Tor- 
rington)  adopted — the  remedy  of  Protec- 
tion. I  have  simply  to  say  with  respect 
to  the  question  of  Protection  that  this 
country  has  adopted  the  opposite  system 
after  a  controversy  unexampled  in  its 
leng^tb,  in  its  earnestness,  and  in  the 
decision  with  which  the  ultimate  issue 
was  arrived  at.  If  we  are  to  undertake 
the  re-examination  of  that  question-  it 
must  not  be  done  incidentally,  by  in- 
sinuation, by  allusion,  by  hints.  You 
must  firmly  walk  up  to  the  fortress  that 
you  have  to  attack  and  lay  siege  to  it  in 
form.  If  my  noble  Friend  wishes  really 
to  challenge  the  doctrine  of  Free  Trade, 
and  wishes  really  this  country  to  retrace 
its  steps,  ho  must  bring  forward  a  defi- 
nite Motion  for  the  purpose  of  letting  us 
hear  the  arguments  on  which  he  rests 
his  case,  and  letting  us  discuss  them 
formally  and  with  a  deliberation  and 
care  suited  to  the  gravity  of  the  subject. 
When  he  does  so  I  shall  be  quite  pre- 
pared to  lay  before  him,  and  at  length, 
the  arguments  which  utterly  prevent  me 
from  agreeing  with  any  such  proposi- 
tion. In  my  belief,  tho  economical  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  Free  Trade  are  very 
strong ;  but  they  are  not  the  strongest 
with  which  we  have  to  deal.  If  he  will 
look  back  upon  the  debates  of  1846  and 
read  the  speech  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  when 
introducing  his  great  proposal,  he  will 
see  tliat  the  political  argument  weighed 
more  heavily  than  even  the  economical 
argument  in  his  mind ;  and  I  believe 
that  the  political  argument  has  lost 
none  of  its  force.  I  utterly  disbelieve 
that  it  is  in  your  power  to  introduce 
Protection.  If  it  were,  I  think  it  would 
be  introducing  a  state  of  division  among 
the  classes  of  this  country  which  would 
differ  very  little  from  civil  war.  For 
such  reasons,  which  on  such  an  occasion 
as  I  am  foreshadowing  I  should  try  to 
develop  at  greater  length  and  support 
with  stronger  proofs— for  reasons  of  that 
kind  I  cannot  to  any  extent  accept  the 
remedy  which,  I  am  sure,  quite  sincerely 
and  with  an  earnest  desire  for  the  good 
of  this  country,  my  noble  Friend  has  laid 
before  this  House.  It  is  a  remedy 
which  I  am  convinced  Parliament  will 
never  accede  to.  If,  then,  you  cannot 
have  a  return  to  Protection,  we  must 
look  to  the  ordinary  working  of  the 
economic  laws,  to  the  return  to  more 
healthy  conditions  which  in  the  past 
have  always  followed  periods  of  depres- 
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sion,  and  which  we  may  hope  will  follow 
this  period  of  depression  again.  We 
must  trust  also  to  the  combined  working 
of  the  industry  and  onterprizo  of  the 
nation,  which  has  lost  in  no  degree 
those  qualities  which  have  led  to  its  high 
position,  its  power,  and  wealth;  we 
must  look  to  those  causes,  and  we  may 
look  to  them  confidently,  to  dissipate  the 
calamities  to  which  the  noble  Earl  has 
referred  and  which  we  all  deplore. 

Motion  (  by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, 

METROPOLIS    (STREET    IMPROVE- 
MENTS)—HYDE  PARK  CORNER. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  FORTESCUE,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  When  it 
is  intended  to  commence  the  work  of 
adorning  the  space  between  Constitution 
Hill  and  Hyde  Park  Corner,  of  which 
expectations  were  held  out  some  time 
ago ;  also,  whether  there  was  any  hope 
of  the  roadway  being  somewhat  widened 
between  the  south  end  of  Hamilton 
Place  and  Gloucester  House,  so  as  to 
diminish  tho  constant  block  of  the  traffic 
in  that  part  of  Piccadilly  and  of  Hamil- 
ton Place  during  the  months  of  May, 
June,  and  July?  said,  that  the  unde- 
niably valuable  improvements  at  Hyde 
Park  Corner  were  sadly  marred  by  want 
of  taste,  and  ignorance  of  the  traffic 
requirements  of  the  place.  It  would 
be  within  the  recollection  of  their  Lord- 
ships that  a  number  of  trees  that  had 
stood  in  the  Green  Park  were  thrown 
outside  of  it  by  the  work  of  improving 
the  access  to  Belg^avia.  Among  those 
trees  there  had  been  a  particularly 
graceful  group  nearly  opposite  Apsley 
House,  and  these  trees  had  been  sud- 
denly and  surreptitiously  cut  down  and 
carted  away  one  day  before  breakfast. 
Not  only  had  the  appearance  of  the  spot 
been  impaired  by  this  act  of  Vandalism, 
but  the  numerous  foot  passengers  were 
also  deprived  of  most  welcome  shade. 
He  could  only  suppose  that  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  was  emulous  of  his  Chief  in 
cutting  down  trees  as  well  as  in  attack- 
ing institutions  and  legislating  to  autho- 
rize the  breaking  of  contracts.  Then, 
much  inconvenience  with  regard  to  com- 
munications had  resulted  from  the  way 
in  which  these  improvements  had  been 
carried  out.    The  traffic  along  Hamilton 
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Place  was  peculiar.      Practically,   the 
whole  of  it  from  the  North  was  to  the 
South  and  West,  and  vice  ver&d ;  an  j  traffic 
for  the  East  would  certainly  continue  its 
course  down  the  lower  part  of  Park 
Lane.      No    provision  was,   therefore, 
necessary  for  traffic  in  Hamilton  Place 
that  had  to  go  in  any  direction  except 
South  to  Belgravia  and  West  to  Ken- 
sington ;  and,  obviously,  the  convenient' 
and  natural  course  would  have  been  to 
insure  the  continuance  of  the  East  and 
West  traffic  along  Piccadilly  uninter- 
rupted, and  provide  for  two  lines  of 
traffic  up  and  down  to  and  from  Hamil- 
ton Place  on  the  north  side  of  Piccadilly 
from  about  Northampton  House.     He 
had  been  confirmed  in  this  view  by  one 
of  the  policemen  that  regulated  the  traffic 
at  the  comer  of  Hamilton  Place  with  so 
much  good  temper  and  tact,  who  told 
him  that  he  and  his  mates  had  often 
talked  the  matter  over,  and  agreed  that 
that  was  the  right  remedy  for  the  fre- 
quent obstruction  there,  as  the  traffic 
disentangled  itself  when  it  reached  a 
wide  place.     As  at  present  arranged, 
the  traffic  from  Hamilton   Place  had 
to  come  down  a  slope  of  wood  pave- 
ment and  cross  traffic  coming  down  a 
corresponding  slope  in  Piccadilly.     It 
was  wonderful  that  more  accidents  did 
not  happen ;    as  it  was,  the  constant 
blocking  in  the  summer  was  notorious. 
If  that  part  of  Piccadilly  east  of  Hamil- 
ton Place  had  been  widened   18   feet, 
great  inconvenience  would  have  been 
saved.     He  had  ventured,   before  the 
costly  permanent  railing  was  fixed,  to 
make  that  suggestion  to  the  authorities, 
and  the  answer  he  had  got  had  been 
that  the  roadway  had  been  opened  so 
short  a  time  that  it  was  impossible  to 
judge  the  result.     That,  in  his  opinion, 
was  eminently  characteristic  of  that  sort 
of  combination  of  habitual  parsimony, 
with  occasional  spasms  of  extravagance, 
but  never  real  economy,  which  charac- 
terized Mr.  Gladstone's  administration. 
The  work  of  fixing  the  substantial  rail- 
ings was  to  go  on,  while  experience  was 
to  say  whether  it  was  in  its  right  place. 
Every  carriage   going  down  KHamilton 
Place  to  Knightsbridge  had  to  cross  one 
line  of  traffic  and  get  to  the  other  side,  in 
order  to  make  its  way  to  Knightsbridge. 
He  hoped  that  there  was  still  a  prospect 
of  something  being  done. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  said,  that  the 
question  which  his  noble  Friend  had 
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brought  forward  afforded  another  proof 
of  the  great  mismanagement  of  the 
public  works  of  the  Metropolis  by 
the  Office  of  Works.  It  was  nearly 
three  years  since  the  open  space  called 
Wellington  Square  was  cleared,  and  it 
had  been  left  in  a  most  disgpraoeful 
state.  The  Office  of  Public  Works 
seemed  to  have  no  system  of  manage- 
ment whatever.  The  only  public  works 
which  had  been  creditably  carried  out 
were  those  which  had  been  executed 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
Without  that  body  none  of  our  new 
streets  or  embankments  would  have 
been  made.  He  saw  it  stated  the  other 
day  that  the  condition  of  Battersea  Park 
was  a  disgrace  to  a  civilized  country, 
that  there  were  two  feet  of  filth  in  the 
water,  and  that  no  care  had  been  be- 
stowed upon  it  by  the  Office  of  Works. 
But  now  it  had  been  made  over  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  ho 
hoped  it  would  be  looked  after. 

The  Earl  of  PO  WIS  observed  that 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  throw  back 
for  three  or  four  yards  in  width  the  fence 
of  the  Green  Park,  as  from  the  end  of 
Park  Lane  to  the  end  of  Hamilton  Place 
the  road  was  very  much  narrower  than 
between  Hamilton  Place  and  Hyde  Park 
Corner. 

Lord  MAGHERAMORNE  (Chair- 
man of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works)  said,  that  as  to  the  condition  of 
Battersea  Park,  he  did  not  wish  to  say 
anything  disagreeable  against  another 
public  department,  but  so  far  as  the 
state  of  that  Park  had  been  brought 
under  his  cogpiizance  it  was  not  at  all 
satisfactory.  However,  now  that  the 
Park  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  they  would 
endeavour,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  put  it 
into  a  proper  condition. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  did  not 
think  their  Lordships  would  expect  him 
to  follow  the  noble  Lord  into  the  state  of 
Battersea  Park  or  the  business  of  the 
Office  of  Works.  He  would  confine 
himself  to  the  Question  put  by  the  noble 
Earl  on  the  Cross  Benches.  The  adorn- 
ment of  Hyde  Park  Comer  or  Wellington 
Square  was  undertaken  two  or  three 
years  ago  by  a  Committee  presided  over 
by  the  illustrious  Prince  his  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  the 
funds  were  provided  by  private  sub- 
scription, to  which  were  added  £6,000 
granted  by  Parliament.    The  Coisl\si\\K.^^ 
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had  agreed  to  a  scheme,  the  main 
feature  of  which  was  that  an  equestrian 
statue  of  the  great  Duke  of  Wellington 
should  be  erected  opposite  Apsley  House. 
The  statue  was  being  executed  by  Mr. 
Boehm,  B.A.,  and  it  was  hoped  that  it 
would  be  placed  in  its  position  next 
autumn.  The  Committee  intended  to 
spend  any  available  balance  of  the  fund 
in  improving  the  surrounding  spaces. 
This  balance  would  not  be  so  great  as  to 
allow  very  elaborate  treatment,  but  his 
noble  Friend  would  be  glad  to  hear  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Committee  to 
plant  some  trees  around  those  spaces. 
He  could  not  undertake  to  apologize  for 
the  cutting  down  of  the  large  trees 
which  had  been  referred  to,  or  say  any- 
thing about  them,  because  his  right  hon. 
Friend  now  at  the  head  of  the  Depart- 
ment had,  he  believed,  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter.  The  intention  of  the 
Committee  was  that  the  three  plots  of 
ground  should  be  laid  down  with  asphalte 
pavement,  and  that  there  should  be  an 
ornamental  granite  pedestal  or  platform 
on  which  the  statue  would  bo  placed. 
It  was  hoped  tho  whole  of  the  improve- 
ment would  be  completed  before  the  1st 
of  November  next.  With  regard  to  the 
other  Question,  he  would  refer  the  noble 
Earl  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  because  it  was  not  a 
matter  with  which  the  Office  of  Works 
had  anything  to  do.  He  admitted  the 
importance  of  the  question  of  the  traffic, 
but  as  far  as  tho  Office  of  Works  was 
concerned,  they  thought  it  was  entirely 
for  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to 
deal  with  it,  and  they  did  not  propose 
to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE   HOUSE-STANDING 
ORDERS.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL:  My  Lords,  the  experience  of 
last  Monday  has  led  me  to  think  that  it 
is  not  desirable  to  bring  on  a  further 
Standing  Order  at  an  hour  when  many 
noble  Lords  have  left  the  House  who 
are  competent  to  offer  an  opinion  on  it. 
I  will,  therefore,  with  your  permission, 
postpone  the  Notice,  but  so  as  to  bring 
it  on  before  tho  19th  of  March,  when  wo 
are  to  have  the  general  debate  to  which 
these  questions  are  subordinate. 

Lord  COLVILLE  of  CULROSS  said, 
he  must  protest  against  the  course  the 
noble  Lord  had  pursued  in  this  matter. 
Tho  noble  Lord  had  already  postponed 
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the  same  Motion  on  two  previous  occa- 
sions, and  now  proposed  to  do  so  again. 
He  had  had  considerable  experience  in 
the  matter  of  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House,  having  served  many  years  on 
the  Committee  of  Selection,  and  he  had 
come  down  to  the  House  every  night 
when  this  proposal  had  appeared  on  the 
Paper,  and  he  thought  it  was  rather 
hard  on  noble  Lords  who  took  an  inte- 
rest in  the  subject  that  it  should  be  post- 
poned night  after  night. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  If  it  is  the  wish  of  the  House, 
or  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  am  as 
well  prepared  to  explain  the  further 
Standing  Order  now  as  I  shall  be  at  any 
other  moment.  It  is  unneces.sary  to 
repeat,  except  for  those  who  were  not 
here  a  week  ago,  that  I  have  only  ven* 
tured  to  approach  the  Standing  Orders 
in  view  of  and  in  reference  to  the  larger 
changes  by  which  the  House  of  Lords  is 
threatened.  Since  I  spoke  on  Monday 
last,  in  **  another  place  "  162  Members, 
including  a  great  part  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, have  voted  for  a  Eesolution 
which,  if  carried  out,  would  exclude  from 
this  Assembly  every  one  in  it  beyond 
the  Bight  Beverend  Bench,  those  who 
sit  on  the  Appellate  Court,  and  those 
who  have  been  made  Peers  for  their  ex- 
traordinary services.  It  is,  therefore, 
clearly  time  to  put  an  end  to  all  un- 
necessary blemishes.  Tho  case  I  have 
now  to  bring  before  the  House  is  irre- 
sistible, and  I  at  once  proceed  to  it  in 
detail.  In  the  absence  of  a  compulsory 
system,  the  material  we  have  is  not 
adequate  to  make  up  Committees  on 
Private  Bills  of  five  in  number.  I  am 
forced  to  touch  on  what  occurred  to  me 
in  order  to  put  that  proposition  beyond 
question.  When  the  present  Govern- 
ment was  formed,  after  the  General 
Election,  I  happened  to  remain  in  Lon- 
don during  August,  and  was  asked  to 
serve  on  a  Private  Bill  Committee. 
Having  consented,  I  repaired,  on  the 
stated  day  and  at  the  stated  hour,  to  the 
House  to  find  it  thoroughly  deserted. 
With  much  difficulty  I  ascertained  from 
an  ofHcial  who  seemed  to  be  the  only 
one  upon  the  premises,  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  broken  down,  because  the 
number  could  not  be  completed.  There 
is  no  reason  to  think  it  ever  was  com- 
pleted. The  same  thing  may  always 
happen  at  that  period.  It  could  not  be 
arranged,   however,   to  have  throe  in 
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August  and  five  during  the  remainder  of 
the    Session.       The    noble    Duke    the 
Ohairman  of  Committees  (the  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Ohandos)  must,  I  think, 
go  with  me  upon  this  part  of  the  subject. 
But  I  contend  that  three  would  be  a 
superior  tribunal  as  compared  with  five, 
having  observed  the  latter  much  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.     It  would    be 
superior  from  the  necessity  of  greater 
vigilance  and  more  sustained  attention 
which  arises.     On  that  point,  however, 
men  may  differ,  and  I  will  not  dwell, 
although  much  might  be  said,  upon  it. 
A  Committee  of  three  is  far  more  attrac- 
tive than  one  of  five  to  those  who  sit 
upon  it.     There  is  less  ennui  and  fatigue 
in  proportion  as  more  devolves  on  every 
individual.      According  to  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel,  a  Committee  is  a  state  of 
"  intramural  interment"     But  it  is  re- 
deemed in  some  degree  by  the  necessity 
of  working  in  it.     Setting  aside  the  waste 
of  men  in  supernumerary  Members,  there 
are  not  wanting  noble  Lords  who  would 
avoid  a  Committee  of  five  if  they  could 
do  so,  and  would  be  prepared  to  serve 
on  one  of  three  were  it  proposed  to  them. 
The  facility  of  organizing  Private  Bill 
Committees  would  be  thus  increased  not 
only  because,  arithmetically  speaking, 
three  is  grasped  more  easily  than  five, 
but  because  a  greater  number  is  disposed 
to  join  the  less  than  the  more  numerous 
tribunal.     But  there  is  something  more 
essential.     So  long  as  five  are  requisite, 
there  must  be  verbal    application,  as 
there  is  now  in  the  House,   to  noble 
Lords  upon  the  Benches;  either  from 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  or  those 
who  manage  the  Divisions.    The  incon- 
venience of  that  system  cannot  be  ex- 
aggerated.    I  have  been  witness  day  by 
day  to  the  embarrassment  it  leads  to. 
It  is  a  constant  struggle  of  importunity 
on  one  side  and  evasion  on  the  other. 
Noble  Lords  are  unable  to  engage  them- 
selves quite  suddenly  for  a  given  day, 
and  that  without  a  certain  limit,  while 
they  are  unwilling  to  refuse  the  faintest 
service  to  the  public.     But  there  is  a 
graver  consequence  to  be  ascribed  to  it. 
It  is  the  powerful  encouragement  to  non- 
attendance  it  occasions.     When  an  As- 
sembly  of  600  habitually  numbers  about 
60,  sometimes  being  above  that  limit, 
but  not  unfrequently  beneath  it,  there 
must  be  a  cause  for  the  phenomenon. 
The  cause  is  quite  sufficiently  revealed 
if  no  Peer  is  able  to  attend  the  House 


without  solicitation  such  as  I  have  men- 
tioned. It  is  a  system  framed  to  mul- 
tiply the  absent  as  well  as  harass  those 
who  may  appear.  I  recommend  this 
Standing  Order,  therefore,  first  as  cal- 
culated to  improve  Committees;  next, 
as  rendering  it  much  easier  to  grasp 
them  ;  and,  last,  because  it  takes  away, 
if  not  the  source  of  non-attendance,  at 
least  by  far  too  good  a  vindication  of  it. 
That  three  would  be  a  proper  number  is 
an  opinion  I  have  formed  by  much  dis- 
cussion with  an  experienced  and  well- 
known  Chairman  of  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  engage  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment not  to  oppose  this  proposition  ;  or 
if  they  do,  at  least  not  to  reason  as  they 
did  last  Monday  against  one  thing,  when 
I  have  reasoned  in  favour  of  another.  I 
appeal  also  to  the  noble  Lords  who  con- 
cur with  me  as  to  the  vicious  practice  of 
making  up  Committees  in  the  House, 
and  making  them  of  an  unnecessary 
size,  to  express  themselves  this  evening. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving- 
the  Standing  Order. 

Ifovedf  as  a  new  Standing  Order, 

*'  That  Private  Bill  Committees  shall  consist  of 
three  Members,  and   that  all  applications  to 
Lords  to  serve  upon  them  shall  be  addressed 
in  writing    to  their  residences." — {The  Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbell.) 

LoKD  COLVILLE  of  CULROSS  said, 
that  he  had  been  a  Member  of  the 
Committee  of  Selection  for  about  35 
years,  and  believed  that  the  present 
system  of  having  five  Members  on 
Private  Bill  Committees  had  worked 
well.  He  thought  that  five  Members 
wore  quite  few  enough,  and  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  refuse  to  alter  the 
number.  The  noble  Lord  who  brought 
this  proposal  forward  had,  he  was  in- 
formed, never  served  upon  a  Select 
Committee. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
wholly  misinformed. 

Lord  COLVILLE  of  GULROSS  said, 
that  last  year  the  noble  Lord  very 
nearly  served  upon  a  Select  Committee. 
He  thought  the  suggested  number  of 
throe  was  open  to  many  disadvantages, 
one  of  which  waa  that  if  one  Member  of 
the  Committee  was  a  weak  man  he 
would  always  side  with  the  Chairman, 
who  would  be  omnipotent.  As  regards 
the  sooond  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion,  what  he   suggested  was    the 
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course  wliich  was   at  present   a'loptod 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

The  chairman  of  committees 
(The     Duke      of     BuoKiNonAM      and 
CnANDOs)  said,   he   had   expected   that 
the  noblo  Lord  in  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  would  have  stated  some  facts  to 
show  that   the   Committees  under  the 
present  system  had  failed  to  discharge 
their  duties  satisfactorily ;  but  he  had 
not  done  so.     The  number  of  five  Mem- 
bers had  now  been  established  for   a 
series  of  years,  during  which  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Committees  of  that  House 
had  been   received   with  respect    and 
satisfaction,  and  he  saw  no  reason  for 
any    change.       While    occupying     the 
position  of  Chairman  of  Committees  he 
had  found  no  difficulty  in  getting  a  suffi- 
cient number  of  Peers  to  constitute  tho 
required  Committees.     There  had  only 
been  one  instance  where  a  Committee 
could  not  be  got  together,  and  that  was 
at  the  end  of  tho  second  Session  of  1886, 
when  it  had  been  understood  that  no 
Private  Bills  would  be  proceeded  with. 
As  to  the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord, 
that  applications    to    serve   on    Select 
Committees   should  only  be  made   by 
letter,  and  that    personal  applications 
prevented  Peers  coming  down    to  the 
House,  he  had  to  state  that,  in  reply 
to  written  applications  he  often  received 
answers    saying   that   the  matter  had 
better  be  settled  in  conversation  when 
the  noble  Lord  addressed  next  visited 
the  House.     It  would  be  highly  incon- 
venient to  settle  these  matters  entirely 
by  correspondence ;    for   it  was  often 
impossible  to  constitute  the  Committee 
until  the  probable  length  that  a  Bill 
would  take  was  settled,  as  otherwise  it 
might  not  suit  the  noble  Lord  selected, 
and  until  its   character   was  inquired 
into.     For  a  noble  Lord  might,  owing 
to  the  Bill  being  connected   with   his 
district,  or  for  other  reasons,  be  quite 
unsuitable.    Under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  found  most  convenient  to  continue 
the  present  practice.     Written  applica- 
tions  would,  however,  continue   to   be 
sent  out.     He  hoped  the  House  would 
not  accept   the   proposal   to    alter   the 
Standing  Order. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Colville  of 
Gulross)  that  three  was  a  very  bad  num- 
ber for  a  Committee  which  had  to  decide 
upon  evidence  and  not  merely  on  points 
of  law,  like  the  Court  of  Appeal,  where 
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it  is  convenient  for  the  Judges  to  be 
able  to  impart  their  views  to  each  as 
tho  case  goes  on.     He  had  had  occa- 
sional experience  of  Committees  acci- 
dentally reduced  to  three,  and  he  had 
always  found  exactly  the  state  of  things 
indicated  by  Lord  Colville  of  Culross — 
namely,  the  weakest   Member  of   the 
Committee  in    a  very  short   time   ob- 
viously became  a  mere  cypher  to  the 
Chairman.     Even  with  the  still  larger 
but  worse  number  of  four,  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  been  led  to 
adopt  in  1865,  the  same  thing  happened ; 
and  as  the  Chairman  has  a  casting  vote, 
there  the  result  was  the  Chairman  with 
his  cypher  was  able  to  overbear  the  pos- 
sibly, if  not  probably,  greater  amount 
of  sense  possessed  by  the  other  two 
Members.     That  number  was  adopted 
by  tho  House  of  Commons  on  state- 
ments that  a  sufficient  number  of  Mem- 
bers could  not  be  got  for  Committees  of 
five.     But  after  the  Session  a  Parliamen- 
tary agent  amused  himself  by  calculating 
what  number  of  the   Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  performed  the 
whole  Committee  work  of  the  Session, 
and  he  found  that  the  number  was  no 
more  than  one-fifth  of  the  House,  the 
remaining  four-fifths  having  impressed 
the  Committee  of  Selection  that  they 
were  so  overburdened  with  work  that 
they    could    not    possibly  serve.      He 
mentioned  this  as  a  warning  to  their 
Lordships  not  to  be  tempted  into  making 
any  reduction  in  the  number  for  a  Com- 
mittee which  he  was  sure  from  very  long 
experience  was  the  best. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  I  wish  to  make  a 
statement  in  answer  to  the  personal 
reflection  of  the  noble  Earl  who  taunted 
me  for  wishing  to  postpone  the  Notice. 
The  three  Standing  Orders  I  proposed 
were  all  put  down  for  the  6th  of  March, 
the  day  previous  to  the  intended  Reso- 
lution of  Lord  Dunraven.  The  first  of 
them  came  on,  but  it  was  too  late  to 
discuss  the  others.  They  stood  for 
Thursday  the  8th ;  a  large  amount  of 
preliminary  Business  rendered  it  impos- 
sible to  move  them.  They  were  ad- 
journed until  to-day,  when  I  was  quite 
ready  to  go  on  with  them.  There  is  no 
ground  for  any  accusation.  I  shall  not 
make  a  long  reply  to  arguments  adduced 
against  the  number  of  three  for  Private 
Bill  Committees.  I  never  doubted  that 
Committees  of  five  were  able  i^nd  ^ffioient, . 
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but  only  pointed  to  the  inconveniences 
they  bring  upon  your  Lordships.  As 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  have  given 
no  opinion  to  counteract  that  of  the 
noble  Duke  the  Chairman,  I  will  not 
divide  the  House.  If  the  Standing 
Order  was  adopted,  it  would  be  a  gain. 
If  it  is  not  adopted,  that  circumstance 
will  strengthen  the  reformers  of  the 
House  with  whom  I  am  far  from  wholly 
disagreeing. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn, 

COBONERS  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Coroners  Act,  1887 — 
"Waa pretentedhj  The  Lord  Chancellor ;  read  !•. 
(No.  36.) 

QUARTER   SESSIONS  BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  amending  the  law  with  respect  to 
the  times  of  holding  quarter  sessions ;  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith — Was  pre- 
aetitedhy  The  Lord  Chancellor;  read  1».  (No.  37.) 

ELECTRIC    LIOHTINO     ACT   (1882)    AMEND- 
MENT (no.   2)  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Electric  Lighting  Act, 
1882— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Wigan  (Earl 
of  Crawford);  road  1*.    (No.  38.) 

LAND   CHARGES   REGISTRATION  AND 
SEARCHES    BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  registering  certain  charges  on 
land,  and  for  facilitating  searches  for  them  in 
the  central  office — Was  presented  by  The  Lord 
Uobhouse  ;  read  1*.    (No.  40.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

^even  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  \2th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  New  Writ  Issued  —  For 
Glamorgan  County  (Western  or  Gower  Divi- 
sion), r.  Frank  Ash  Yeo,  esquire,  deceased. 

PuivATR  Bill  (Ay  Order)Seeond  Beading— 
Cork  and  Bandon  Kail  way. 

PuHLic  Bill — Kenolution  [March  9]  reported 
Ordered  — •  First  Reading  —  National  Debt 
(Conversion)  •[164]. 

Ordered— First  iJ^orfiny— Westminster  Abbey* 
[106];  County  Courts  (Ireland)  •  [1GG|. 

Second  Reading— Timher  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment* [li>7];  Copyright  (Musical  Composi- 
tions) •  [156]. 

Withdrawn  —  Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [73]. 


Q  UE8TI ONS . 

0 

WAR  OFFICE  (ADXILIARY  FORCES)— 
THE  VOLUNTEERS— PURCHASE  OF 
CONDEMNED  ACCOUTREMENTS,  &c. 

Mr.  BOORD  (Greenwich)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  officers  commandiDg 
Volunteer  Eegiments  are  refused  per- 
mission to  purchase  accoutrements  and 
stores  which,  although  condemned  as 
unfit  for  the  Regular  Forces,  are  service- 
able for  the  Volunteers;  whether  such 
accoutrements  are  sold  by  auction  for  a 
trifling  sum,  and  are  regularly  bought 
up  by  certain  Jewish  firms  to  whom 
Volunteer  Officers  who  inquire  for  them 
are  referred;  and,  whether,  by  this 
means,  the  cost  of  such  articles  to 
Volunteers  is  raised  by  nearly  600  per 
cent? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr: 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
Accoutrements  returned  by  the  troops 
are  in  a  very  bad  state,  as  a  rule,  and 
thoy  are  not  sold  until  those  which  are 
considered  worth  repairing  are  picked 
out  for  issue  to  the  Militia.  The 
remainder  are  sold  in  large  lots,  and 
realize  very  small  prices.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether,  even  with  the  most  care- 
ful picking  out,  any  of  them  would  be 
found  to  be  of  use  to  the  Volunteers. 
But  I  will  undertake  to  look  into  the 
matter. 

Mb.  BOORD  asked,  Whether  it  was 
not  the  case  that  Volunteer  officers 
wisMng  to  purchase  such  articles  were 
referred  to  the  dealers  to  whom  they 
were  sold  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  not  so 
informed ;  but  I  will  make  inquiries. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked, 
Whether  it  was  not  true  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  clothing  sold  was  actually  now, 
and  had  never  been  used  by  the  troops 
at  all;  whether  the  stores  were  not 
brought  from  the  different  depots  to 
Woolwich,  instead  of  being  offered  for 
sale  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  depots, 
where  probably  a  better  price  would  be 
given;  and,  whether  the  stores  were  not 
all  sold  in  one  or  two  large  contracts,  so 
as  to  shut  out  competition  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  asked  for  notice 
of  the  Question. 

Mr.  BOORD  said,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  matter  in  Committee  of 
Supply. 
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WAR  OFFICE-TIIE  WORKMEN  AT  EN- 
FIELD  AND  WOOLWICH  —  SUPER- 
ANNUATION ACT,  185». 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  aaked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
between  1850   and  1870,   about    1,300 
workmen  were  entered  at  Enfield  and 
in  the  arsenal  at  Woolwich ;  whether, 
on  the   recommendation    of   the   War 
Department,    the  Treasury,  under  the 
Superannuation  Act  of  1873,  did,  on  the 
4th  of  March,  1874,  declare  by  Schedule 
that  829  of  these    workmen  were   en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of   ''The  Super- 
annuation Act,   1859/'  but  omitted  the 
remainder  of  such  workmen  in  conse- 
quence of  a  War  Office  Circular  dated 
the  17th  of  December,  1861  ;  whether 
General  Dixon,  the  Buporintendent  at 
Enfield,  has  expressed  his  belief  that 
such  Circular  was  not  made  known  to  the 
workmen ,  nor  even  sent  to  Enfield,  until 
12   years   after  its  date;   whether,    at 
Woolwich  Arsenal  Carriage  Department, 
the  said  Circular  was  omitted  from  the 
bound  book  of  Circulars  and  from  the 
Index,  but  has  been  pasted  therein  sub- 
sequently; whether,  in  the  printed  Eules 
and  Kegulations  under  which  workmen 
were    engaged   at    Woolwich   between 
1861  and  1870,  nothing  is  mentioned  of 
the  Circular  of  1861,   and  that  it  was 
Dot  until  1870  that  any  indication  of  its 
effect     for    the    first    time    appeared ; 
whether,  on  behalf  of  the  men  omitted 
from  the  Schedule,  it  is  solemnly  asserted 
that  they  did  not  know  of  any  Circular 
of  1861  until  1870,  and  that  they  are 
prepared  to  testify  upon  oath  to  that 
effect;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  grant  an  inquiry  by  any  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  or  by  any  other 
independent  method,    into  this  serious 
allegation     of    non-publication ;     and, 
whether,  if  notification  to  the  workmen 
be  not  proved  previously  to   1870,  the 
War  Department  will  recommend  to  the 
Treasury  that  the  said  workmen  (entered 
before  the  4th  June,   1870)  be  admitted 
to  their  just  rights  under  the  Act  of 
1873,  as  in  other  Government  Depart- 
ments ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) ; 
Without  pledging  myself  to  exact  num- 
bers, DO  doubt  many  thousand  workmen 
were  entered  at  Enfield  and  Woolwich 
between  1859  and  1870.  In  answer  to 
the  second  Question,  when  the  Treasury 
in  March,   1874,  declared  790  of  these 


men  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  Super- 
annuation  Act  of  1859,  their  Lordships 
admitted  all  the  claims  which  had  been 
submitted  to  them.     In  answer  to  the 
third  Question,  there  is  no  record  in  the 
War  Office  of  any  such   statement   as 
that  referred  to  in  the  Question  having 
been  made  by  Colonel  Dixon.  In  answer 
to  the  fourth  Question,  the  Circular  of 
December,  1861,  governed  the  cases  of 
men  appointed  up  to  its  date,  and  is 
not  in  the  book  of  circulars;   but  the 
Circular  of  August,  1861,  which  is  the 
regulation  applicable  to  all  subsequent 
appointments   and  which  governs   the 
cases  referred  to  in  these  Questions,  is 
in  its  place  both  in  the  bound  book  and 
in  the  index.     In  answer  to    the  fifth 
Question,  there  were   no    suoh  printed 
Rules    and    Regulations    under   which 
workmen  were   engaged  in  the  Royal 
Laboratory  until  1870,  nor  in  the  Royal 
Carriage  Department  until  1872.   There 
were   such   Rules   in    the  Royal    Gun 
Factories  from  1860,  but  they  contained 
no    reference  to  superannuations.      In 
answer  to  the  sixth  Question,  the  men 
now    claiming  do  make   the  assertion 
referred  to.     The  claims  advocated  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  have  been 
fully  investigated  by  successive  Secre- 
taries of  State,  and  all  agreed  that  the 
applicants  had  no  just  claim  against  the 
public ;  but  I  notice  that  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  will  have  an  opportunity 
shortly  of  raising  the   question  in  this 
House. 

RIOTS,  &c,  (IRELAND)— DISTURBANCES 
AT  MILTOWN  MALBAY. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing report,  published  in  The  Daily  New» 
of  23rd  February  :  — 

**  An  extraordinary  demonstration  was  wit- 
nessed at  Miltown  Malbay  yesterday,  when  the 
contents  of  2G0  carts  filled  with  turf,  and  a 
similar  number  containing  potatoes,  wore  dis- 
tributed by  the  people  of  surrounding  parishes 
to  the  families  of  tho  11  men  sentenced  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  rroceduro  (Ireland)  Act.  Head  Constable 
Bread}',  who  was  in  charge  of  the  police, 
ordered  his  men  to  draw  their  truncheons,  and, 
presenting  his  revolver,  ordered  the  crowds  to 
disperse.  The  reason  for  this  action  is  not  re- 
ported. Tho  people  dispersed  quietly.  Several 
tons  of  potatoes  were  pitted  ;  " 

and,   whether  the  facts   are    correctly 
stated ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  action 
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of  Head  Constable  Bready  is  approved 
by  the  Executive  Qovernment  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(KoDt,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary informs  me  that  the  demon- 
stration consisted  of  several  thousand 
persons,  with  300  carts,  headed  by  a 
band.  The  local  band  also  began  to 
play  through  the  town,  followed  by  a 
large  crowd.  The  magistrates  at  Petty 
Sessions  having  ordered  that  no  band 
should  be  allowed  to  play  in  the  streets 
on  the  occasion  of  the  demonstration, 
the  Head  Constable  went  up  to  the 
band  and  warned  them  not  to  continue. 
Thereupon  the  crowd  rushed  upon  the 
police  in  a  threatening  manner.  The 
Head  Constable  considered  it  necessary 
to  order  his  men  to  draw  their  trun- 
cheons, and  he  drew  his  revolver  and 
called  upon  the  people  to  desist.  The 
ringleaders  in  the  disturbance  are  being 
prosecuted. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Will  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say 
under  what  law  are  bands  prohibited 
from  playing  through  the  streets  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  Under 
the  law  which  gives  power  to  the  police 
to  take  any  steps  thoy  think  necessary 
to  prevent  anything  likely  to  lead  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDUUE  (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT— BOYCOTTINa— CONVIC- 
TIONS AT  ENNIS. 

Mr.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
Auckland)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
11  men — namely,  Morgan,  M'Inerney, 
O'Gorman,  Eourke,  Toole,  Donnellon, 
Simon  Coghlan,  Michael  Coghlan,  Cos- 
tello,  Kelly,  and  Meade,  were  sentenced 
at  Ennis,  on  the  22nd  of  February,  to 
terms  of  imprisonment  varying  from 
four  months  to  two  months,  with  hard 
labour,  for  refusing  to  sell  turf  to  the 
police ;  whether  all  these  men  lived  at 
a  distance  of  about  15  miles  from  the 
district  in  which  the  police  were  quar- 
tered; and,  if  so,  whether  the  police 
had  any  right  to  requisition  their  turf; 
and,  whether  any  limit  is  placed  on  the 
authority  and  discretion  of  the  Con- 
stabulary in  such  proceedings  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 


said,  tho  Inspector  General  of  Constabu- 
lary had  reported  that  the  persons  named 
in  the  Question  had  been  sentenced  to 
various  terms  of  imprisonment,  from 
two  to  four  months,  some  of  them  for 
refusing  to  sell  turf  to  the  police,  and 
others  for  endeavouring  to  inauce  others 
not  to  sell,  the  police  being  Boycotted. 
None  of  them  lived  a  distance  of  15 
miles  from  the  police.  Three  lived 
about  five  miles  distant,  and  the  re- 
mainder within  a  quarter  to  two  miles. 
The  police  had  every  right  to  ask  these 
men  to  soil  them  turf,  as  they  had  ex- 
hibited turf  for  sale  in  various  parts  of 
tho  district. 

Mr.  PAULTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  aware  that  all 
these  persons  had  regular  customers  for 
their  turf  in  Ennis  whom  they  were  in 
the  habit  of  supplying,  and  that  if  they 
failed  to  supply  these  persons  with 
turf,  they  would  have  sufTered  the  loss 
of  their  custom,  a  very  serious  loss  to 
them? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  am 
informed  that  that  is  not  the  case. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  whether 
the  police  ever  asked  these  men  to  sup- 
ply them  with  turf  before,  and  whether 
the  only  object  of  tho  police  in  asking 
for  the  turf  on  this  particular  occasion 
was  to  initiate  a  prosecution  ? 

Colonel  KING-H  ARMAN  :  I  do  not 
know,  and  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  whether  the  police  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act  have  a  right  of  pre-emption  to  the 
turf  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  No,  Sir; 
they  have  only  the  regular  right  of 
everyone  else. 

rOST   0FFICE-C4REENW1CH   TIME 

SIGNALS. 

Mr.  BOORD  (Greenwich)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Under  what  ar- 
rangement time  signals  are  supplied  by 
the  Astronomer  Royal  from  Greenwich  ; 
at  what  expense  to  his  Department; 
and  whether  such  arrangement  is  of  a 
permanent  character ;  and,  what  charges 
are  made  to  the  public  for  the  supply 
of  time  signals ;  and  what  has  been  the 
amount  annually  received  in  respect  of 
them  by  tho  Post  Office  since  the  ar- 
rangement was  commenced  ? 
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The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  the  Astronomer  Royal  does 
not  himself  supply  time  signals  to  the 
public.  What  he  does  is  to  supply 
signals  to  the  Post  Office  by  means  of 
wires  and  apparatus  provided  by  the 
Department.  The  Post  Office  distributes 
the  signals  to  various  Public  Bodies  and 
private  persons  throughout  the  King- 
dom, on  the  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  at  page  811  of  the  Post  Office 
Guide,  The  minimum  charge  in  London 
is  £15,  and  in  the  country  £12.  The 
gross  annual  revenue  at  present  is  about 
£1,300;  and  the  amount  has  varied 
from  about  £230  to  about  £1,400  a- 
year  since  the  telegraphs  were  trans* 
ferred  to  the  State.  The  arrangement 
with  the  Astronomer  Royal  may,  I 
think,  be  regarded  as  permanent. 

THE  MAGISTKACY  (IRELAND)  —  CO. 
CLARE— MR.  HIOKSON,  Q.C.,  TEMPOR- 
ARY  COUNTY  COURT  JUDGE 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
appeals  from  Eesident  Magistrates  in 
County  Clare  have  been  decided  by  Mr. 
William  Hickson,  Q.C.,  a  gentleman 
temporarily  appointed  to  act  in  the  ab- 
sence of  the  County  Court  Judge ;  is  he 
aware  that  Mr.  Hickson  is  a  member  of 
the  Dublin  Constitutional  Club,  and 
that,  since  his  confirmation  of  the 
sentences  of  Eesident  Magistrates,  has 
attended  a  meeting  of  that  Body ;  will 
the  appeal,  in  the  case  of  the  lion. 
Member  for  East  Clare  (Mr.  Cox),  from 
a  sentence  by  Eesident  Magistrates  of 
four  months'  imprisonment,  for  a  speech 
last  October,  be  heard  by  Mr.  Uickson ; 
and,  can  arrangements  be  made  by 
which  coercion  appeals  shall  be  tried 
only  by  Judges  not  removable  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  Executive  ? 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  The  County  Court  Judge 
of  Clare  being  during  the  last  Session 
incapacitated  from  attending  by  reason 
of  illness,  the  Lord  Chancellor  appointed 
Mr.  Hickson,  U.C,  as  his  locum  tenens, 
and  that  gentleman  accordingly  dis- 
charged all  the  duties  at  the  last 
Sessions,  including,  of  course,  the  hear- 
ing of  appeals  from  Eesident  Magis- 
trates. The  County  Court  Judge  is  now  I 
Letter,  and  he  has  not  intimated  to  the 


Lord  Chancellor  that  he  will  be  unable 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office  in 
person  at  the  next  Sessions.  Mr.  Hick- 
son is,  I  understand,  a  member  of  the 
Dublin  Constitutional  Club,  and  has 
attended  its  meetings.  He  is,  I  may 
add,  an  able  and  highly  respected  mem- 
ber of  the  Bar.  In  answer  to  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
state  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
make  any  arrangements  altering  the 
statutory  provisions  as  to  appeals,  which 
must  in  all  cases  of  summary  juris- 
diction be  made  at  the  next  Quarter 
Sessions  called  in  the  Division  of  the 
county  in  which  the  conviction  has  been 
made. 

Mil.  DILLON:  If  a  County  Court 
Judge  is  not  able  to  resume  his  duties 
at  the  next  Quarter  Sessions,  is  it  not 
open  to  the  Government  to  adjourn  the 
appeals  to  a  subsequent  Sessions  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  it  was  provided 
by  statute  that  the  appeals  must  be 
heard  at  the  next  Quarter  Sessions ;  and 
the  only  thing  which  could  be  done  by 
the  Government  was  for  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  by  another  statute,  to  allow 
them  to  be  heard  by  the  gentleman  who 
was  acting  for  the  County  Court  Judge, 
as  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  why  the  Government  did  not 
throw  this  duty  on  some  other  County 
Court  Judge  ? 

Mr.  madden  j  The  effect  would  be 
to  take  another  County  Court  Judge 
from  his  own  county.  That  would  not 
get  on  with  the  work  better. 

COUNTY  COUllT  ACTS- SUFFOLK. 

Mr.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  in- 
quiry by  the  Lord  Chancellor  into  the 
arrangements  connected  with  the  hold- 
ing of  County  Courts  in  Suffolk  haa 
been  brought  to  a  conclusion ;  and,  if 
so,  with  what  result ;  and,  whether  he 
is  able  to  give  an  assurance  that  the 
provisions  of  9  &  10  Vict.,  o.  95,  ss.  6,  6, 
as  to  monthly  Courts,  shall  in  future  be 
strictly  observed,  as  also  the  provisions 
of  the  County  Court  Acts  relating  to  the 
notices  of  fixtures? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  The 
Lord  Chancellor  has  been  unable  to 
conclude  his  inquiries,  as  the  Judge  is 
at  present  away  on  a  holiday.      The 
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Lord  Chancellor  informs  me  that  the 
assurance  asked  for  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  the  Question  can  oertainlj  be 
given. 

ISLANDS  OF  THE   PACIFIC— RAIATEA. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  Report  on  the 
geographical  position  of  Kaiatea,  and 
other  Islands  in  the  Pacific,  whose  in- 
dependence, notwithstanding  the  Treaty 
of  1847,  has  been  surrendered  to  the 
French,  has  been  received  from  Admiral 
Fairfax ;  whether  the  said  Islands  are 
in  the  direct  route  to  America,  and  con- 
tain splendid  harbours ;  and,  if  he  will 
lay  any  further  Papers  on  the  subject 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbrgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.)  :  No  Report  upon  the 
Islands  in  question  has  been  received 
from  Rear  Admiral  Fairfax,  and  indeed 
they  do  not  lie  within  the  limits  of  his 
command,  nor  has  any  such  Report  been 
received  of  late  years  from  any  naval 
officer.  Further  Papers  upon  this  sub- 
ject are  being  prepared  for  Parliament. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— POLICE 
BARRACKS  AT  BELLAGHY.  CO.  SLIGO. 

Mr.  KENNEDY  (Sligo,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
police  barracks  at  Bellaghy  being 
changed  to  Gharlestown,  County  Sligo ; 
and,  if  so,  would  he  explain  for  what 
reason ;  whether  a  Memorial  has  been 
sent  to  Dublin  Castle,  signed  by  the 
traders  of  Charlestown,  against  the 
change ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
barracks  at  Bellaghy  was  specially  built 
for  the  purpose,  at  a  cost  of  £400,  the 
rent  of  wluch  has  been  the  principal 
support  of  the  Widow  Galleran  since 
her  husband's  death;  and,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  will  cause 
Bellaghy  Barracks  to  be  retained,  it  be- 
ing quite  close  to  Charlestown  and 
equally  as  central  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  new  barracks  at  Charlestown 
were  more  central  and  nearer  the  busi- 
ness part.  No  Memorial  had  been  re- 
ceived against  the  change,  which  had 
been  favourably  regarded  by  the  ma- 


jority of  the  inhabitants.  The  Local 
Constabulary  Authorities  were  not  aware 
whether  the  barracks  at  Bellaghy  were 
specially  built  for  the  purpose;  but 
they  represented  that  the  present 
owner  was  not  solely  dependent  upon 
the  rent  for  her  support,  as  she  had 
other  house  property.  The  Government, 
while  regretting  that  Mri.  Calleran 
should  be  put  to  inconvenience,  did  not 
feel  justified  in  causing  the  present 
barracks  to  be  retained. 

IRELAND— EJECTMENT  IN  CO.  LONG- 

FORD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N,) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Government  will  give  military  or 
police  assistance  for  the  proposed  eject- 
ment of  Widow  Flood,  of  Forthill, 
County  Longford,  for  arrears  of  a  rent 
judicially  reduced;  has  he  seen  The 
WeUmeath  Examiner  of  2l8t  January, 
containing  the  following  report  of  the 
remarks  of  the  County  Court  Judge, 
addressed  to  the  agent  at  Ballymahon 
Quarter  Sessions,  in  reference  to  the 
proceedings  against  this  widow  : — 

**A  tenant  whose  rent  was  reduced  last 
October  from  £15  8«.  to  £7,  was  sued  for  the 
rack-rent,  which  drew  from  the  Judge  the  ob- 
servation, '  Is  it  possible,  Mr.  Bole,  that  vou  are 
going  on  for  the  old  rent  after  the  Land  Com- 
missioners reducing  it  over  60  per  cent  ?  Surely 
you  do  not  expect  to  recover  tnese  arrears  from 
poor  people.'  Mr.  Bole's  reply  was  that  he  had 
no  authority  from  his  employer  to  wipe  out  any 
arrears;" 

will  any  remonstrance  be  directed  by  the 
Executive  to  the  landlord  in  the  case, 
following  the  precedent  of  the  letter  of 
the  last  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde ;  does  he  propose,  on  be- 
half of  the  Qovemment,  to  take  any  steps 
in  the  case ;  and,  can  he  say  who  is  the 
woman's  landlord  ? 

Thb  parliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNQ-HAKMiir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  As  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  is  perfectly  well 
aware,  I  am  the  landlord  in  the  case  in 
question.  No  application  has  been 
made  to  the  Government  for  military  or 
police  in  the  matter,  nor  is  there  any  in- 
tention to  execute  the  ejectment  decree 
at  present.  I  have  seen  the  newspaper 
report  referred  to.  Mr.  Bole,  however, 
denies  that  he  made  the  statement  attri- 
buted to  him ;  on  the  contrary,  he  said 
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that  he  would  allow  20  per  cent  off  the 
arrear  in  respect  of  the  old  rent,  which 
would  have  brought  it  below  the  Poor 
Law  valuation.  The  amount  in  the  de- 
cree contained  half  a-year  at  the  old 
rent  only,  and  two  years' judicial  rent  at 
£7  per  annum.  The  Poor  Law  valua- 
tion of  the  farm  is  £12  15«.,  and,  accord- 
ingly, an  appeal  has  been  lodged  against 
the  rent  fixed.  The  tenant,  however, 
has,  of  course,  only  been  asked  to  pay 
the  judicial  rent  from  the  date  it  was 
fixed.  The  letter  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  refers  dealt  with  a  pro- 
posal for  carrying  out  wholesale  evic- 
tions ;  but  the  writer  distinctly  contem- 
plated the  necessity  of  resorting  to  this 
process  when  the  tenant  declined  to 
fulfil  his  legal  obligation.  As  there  is 
no  question  in  this  case  of  wholesale 
eviction,  and  as  it  may  be  hoped  that 
there  will  bo  no  eviction  at  all,  there 
seems  to  be  no  parallel  between  the 
circumstances  under  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  wrote  the  letter  and  those 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
refers  to  in  his  Question. 

NEW   SOUTH    WALES— CELEBRATION 
OF  THE  CENTENNLA.L. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  proceedings  that  took 
place  in  January  last  in  Sydney,  in  cele- 
bration of  the  Centennial  of  New  South 
Wales,  including  the  united  service  held 
by  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  the  Presbyterian  and  Wes- 
leyan  Churches,  and  which  was  attended 
by  His  Excellency  the  Governor ;  and, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  secure  a 
permament  record  of  an  event  of  so 
great  interest  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  All  the  Cen- 
tennial proceedings  in  Sydney  will,  with- 
out doubt,  be  fully  recorded  in  the  local 
Press ;  and  any  special  notice  taken  by 
Her  Majesty *s  Government  of  a  par- 
ticular religious  celebration  by  one  or 
two  Churches  would  be  disapproved  in 
the  Colony  as  being  inconsistent  with 
the  absolute  impartiality  maintained  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  towards  all 
religious  communities  without  distinc- 
tion. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aWare  that  the  service  was 

Colonel  King-Eartnan 
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joined  in  by  the  Jews  and  the  Remap 
Catholics  ? 
[No  reply.] 


INLAND    REVENUE— EXCISE— THE 
DUTY  ON  SPIRITS. 

Sir  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that,  owing  to  the  pre- 
sent faulty  system  of  charging  the  duty 
upon  spirits,  a  loss  to  the  Revenue  esti- 
mated at  from  £60,000  to  £80,000  per 
annum  is  incurred  without  any  corres- 
ponding advantage  to  the  trader ;  whe- 
ther this  defect  is  well  known  and 
acknowledged  by  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department ;  whether  his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  system  proposed  by 
Dr.  Derham  which,  by  substituting  cor- 
rect for  incorrect  tables,  and  a  scientific 
and  accurate  instrument  for  an  inexact 
one,  will  not  only  facilitate  the  work  of 
the  officials,  but  also,  by  yielding  correct 
results  at  all  temperatures,  will  give  to 
the  Revenue  a  sum  equal  to  that  men- 
tioned above;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  importance  of  this  subject  to  the 
National  Exchequer,  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  appointing  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  to  report  on  the 
method  suggested  by  Dr.  Derham  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  informed  that 
it  is  not  the  fact  that  there  is  a  loss  to 
the  Exchequer  of  £60,000  to  £80.000 
^•er  annum,  as  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Baronet,  owing  to  the  faulty  system  of 
charging  the  'duty  upon  spirits.  No 
practical  defect  in  the  system  is  acknow- 
ledged by  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment. Dr.  Derham 's  system  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice,  and  the  merits  of 
the  principle  of  his  instrument  are  re- 
cognized; but  his  estimate  of  the  in- 
crease which  would  accrue  to  the 
Revenue  by  the  adoption  of  his  sys- 
tem is  based  upon  erroneous  assump- 
tions. Sikes's  hydrometer,  which  is  the 
legalized  instrument  for  charging  the 
duty  on  spirits,  is  not  only  used  by  the 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  officers, 
but  by  the  whole  of  the  trade ;  and  I 
am  told  that  it  would  be  as  great  a 
revolution  to  introduce  Dr.  Derham's 
instrument  in  its  place,  as  it  would  be 
to  iutroduco  the  decimal  sj'stem  in  the 
place  of  our  present  coinage.  I  am  also 
informed  that  Dr.  Derham's  instrument 
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is  of  a  delicate  character,   and   not  so    Court  House  and  all  round  it  was  in  the  custody 
well  adapted  as  Sikes's  hydrometer  to    of  the  High  Sheriff  for  the  time  bemg,  and  a 

be  carried  about  on  the  rough  journeys   JJ-'  Si.'rar^^X'liJ^^^VTo't 
which  the  iCevenue  officers  have  to  go    i^ ;»» 

and,  if  the  allegation  be  well  founded, 

CIVIL  SEKVICE-EXAMIKATIONS  FOR  t^kt^n^Tw  oV 

LOWER  DIVISION  CLERKSHIPS.  administration   of    justice    bf  persons 

Mr.MAUEIOE  HE  ALT  (Cork)  asked  holding  the  honourable  office  of  High 

the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why  the  Sheriff  ? 

examinations  for  Lower  Division  clerk-  The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 

ships  m  the  Civil  Service,  usually  held  8ECKETAEY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habmaw) 


merly,  at  regular  intervals  ;  when  is  it  ^m  unable  to  say  whether  the  allegation 

probable  the  next  examination  will  be  j,  ^^11  founded  or  otherwise.     There 

held;  and,  whether  m  consequence  of  has,  however,  as  yet  been  no  interference 

the  delay  m  holding  such  examinations,  ^-^^^  ^^iq  administrstion  of  justice,  and 

candidates  who  have  been  specially  pre-  the  Government  do  not,   therefore,   at 

paring  for  them,  and  who  are  now  near-  present  contemplate  taking  any  steps  in 

ing  the  superior  limit  of  age,  will  be  \^q  matter, 
disqualified  if  that  limit   be  exceeded 
at    the     time    of   holding    the    next 

examination,    and     be    thus    deprived  METROPOLIS-THE  RIVER   THAMES- 

of  their  chance  of  entering  the  Public  DEATHS  FROM   STARVATION, 

Service,  through  \io  fault  of  their  own  ?  DROWNING,  &c. 

.T^"/    8ECRETAEY    (Mr     Jackson)  ^^    KILBRIDE   (Kerry,  S.)  asked 

(Leeds,  N):  I  answered  a  Question  of  ^^^  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

^e  hon.  Member  for  North  Sligo  (Mr.  Department,  If  he  wiU  state  the  number 

P.  McDonald)  to  the  same  effect  as  this  ^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^          ^^^i^^l 

one  on  the  23rd  ultimo;  but  I  may  re-  ^^^^^^^^  before  Coroners'  Juries  to  have 

peat  that  these  examinations  are  only  died  from  want  and  exposure  during  the 

held  when  required  on  account  of  va-  ^^^^  j^  ^o^^^^  ^^  i^  ^^^  ^^^^^ 

cancios  which  cannot  be  filled  by  means  j^arts  of  England ;  and,  if  he  can  state 

of  transfers  from  other  Departments,  f^^  j^^^^er  of  persons  whose   bodies 

and  that  no  date  has   been  fixed  for  ^^^^  ^^^^^  j^  the  Thames  in  the  same 

the  next  examination.  p^^od,  with  regard  to  whom  Coroners* 

Juries  were  unable  to  find  whether  they 

THE    MAGISTRACY   (IRELAND)  -  MR  had  met  their  deaths  by  murder,  suicide, 

O'MARA,  HIGH  SHERIFF  OF   LIME-  or  accident  ? 

RICK  (CITY.)  rp^g  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked  STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  (Shef- 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said,  that 
tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  a  Return  was  now  in  course  of  pre- 
has  been  drawn  to  a  statement  in  Th$  paration  showing  the  number  of 
Times  of  Monday  last,  alleging  that  a  deaths  in  the  year  1887  in  the  Metro- 
Mr.  O'Mara.  appearing  to  be  High  politan  District,  upon  which  Coroners' 
Sheriff  of  Limerick  (City)  and  also  Juries  had  returned  verdicts  that 
President  of  the  last  meeting  of  the  they  were  due  to  starvation  or  were 
Limerick  National  League,  is  reported  deaths  accelerated  by  privation.  The 
to  have  said  to  that  meeting,  in  reference  Coroners'  Returns  would  furnish  the 
to  the  omission  of  his  name  from  the  necessary  information  with  regard  to  the 
Proclamation  for  holding  the  Limerick  other  parts  of  England.  As  to  bodies 
City  Assizes,  as  follow  :  found  in  the  Thames  within  the  City  of 

London  and  the  Metropolitan  District, 

•^f'^^'^fw  ^     ♦wv"^'^w*rfli^^  there  would  be  no   objection   on    the 

possible,  and  that  was  that  he  as  High  Sheriff    ""''*/'    Vw^      ,yi  i    i      a iju    ^ 

could  keep  the  Judge  from  the  CoSrt  House  P^^t  of  the  Government   to  furnish  a 

because,  though  it  might  not  be  known,  the  Return. 
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Mb.  EDWAED  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutsaant  of  IroUnd, 
Whether  four  men  from  Balliferritter, 
named  respectively  Fat  Keane,  Michael 
Ferriter,  John  Deviae,  and  Jamca 
Eiggins,  when  discharged  from  Tralee 
Qaol  on  the  16th  of  February,  were 
only  tendered  1«.  2)id.  among  them  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  their  journey 
home,  over  45  miles  of  a  snow  covered 
road ;  why  was  not  some  moro  adequate 
aum  offered  to  these  men ;  and,  what  is 
the  usual  practice  in  auch  cases? 

Thb  paeliamentaet  under 

SEOEETAET  (Colonel  Kma-HASMAif) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  prisoners  named  were  re- 
leased on  the  morning  of  the  16th  Feb- 
ruary after  breakfast,  They  were  not 
tendered  among  them  the  amount 
alleged,  but  were  each  handed  4«. 
The  Governor  of  the  Tralee  Prison 
states  it  is  the  practice  there  to  send 
old  men,  women,  and  juveniles  home  by 
public  conveyance  when  available ;  but 
that  as  the  prisoners  in  question  were 
all  young  men,  and  had  voluntarily  sub* 
nittedthemselvestoimprisonment  rather 
than  give  bail,  he  did  not  consider  him- 
self justified  in  adopting  this  course  in 
their  case. 

THE  SWEATING   SYSTEM. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  will  be  possible  for  a 
Joint  Committoe  of  both  Houses  to  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Sweating 
System  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Qo- 
vemment  will  undertake  that  the  Lords 
Beport  shall  be  communicated  to  the 
Commons? 

Thk  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) ;  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  calling 
my  attention  to  the  matter ;  but,  on 
inquiry,  I  find  that  it  is  now  too  late 
to  adopt  Lis  suggestion.  I  will,  how- 
ever, take  care  that  the  suggestion  made 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  Qaestlou  is  given 
effect  to. 

EMIGRATION  —  REillTTANCES  FROM 
UNITED  STATES,  CANADA,  AND 
AUSTRALIA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  President  of  the  Board 


of  Trade,  in  reference  to  the  state- 
ment on  page  18  of  the  Papers  relating 
to  Emigration  (1687),  wherein  it  is 
stated  that  the  amount  of  money  re- 
mitted by  settlers  in  the  United  States 
and  Canada  to  their  Friends  in  (he 
United  Kingdom  in  each  year  &om  1848 
to  1887  amounted  to  £34,040,664,  and 
from  Australia  from  1875  to  1887 
amounted  to  £772,909,  Does  this  amount 
include  small  postal  and  money  orders ; 
and,  if  BO,  is  he  aware  that  the  poor  and 
middle  class  people  in  Australia  sent  to 
their  friends  and  relatives  in  this  coun- 
try during  the  past  two  years  no  less  a 
sum  than  £700,000  in  money  orders,  in 
value  from  10«.  to  £10;  and,  how  he 
reconciles  the  statement  in  the  Betum 
with  the  last-named  fact  ? 

Tns  PEE8LUENT  (Sir  Miohakl 
Hickb-Bbach) (Bristol,  W.}:  Theamount 
of  money  stated  in  the  Return  as  re- 
mitted by  settlers  abroad  or  in  the 
Colonies  to  their  friends  in  the  United 
Kingdom  does  not  include  sums  remitted 
by  small  postal  and  money  orders.  The 
Post  Office,  on  being  applied  to  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  the  iQformation  for 
the  year  1887,  stated  that  they  were  un- 
able to  furnish  it.  In  1881  and  1883 
Mr.  Giffen  stated,  in  his  Report  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  upon  Emigration  Statis- 
tics, that  the  data  with  regard  to  these 
remittances  were  nereasarily  so  incom- 
plete that  it  was  doubtful  whether  it 
was  ever  worth  while  to  publish  the 
figures,  or  whether  it  was  worth  while 
any  longer  to  continue  them.  I  am 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  calling 
my  attention  to  the  matter.  I  think 
inaccurate  statistics  are  only  mislead- 
ing, and  propose  to  cease  the  publication 
of  Tables  VII.  and  VILA  in  this  Return, 
unless  some' good  reason  to  the  contrary 
can  be  shown. 

POST  OFFICE  —  UNIFORM  POSTAGE 
STAMP  FOR  GREAT  BRITAIN  AND 
HER    COLONIES. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Pnatniaster  Ueneral, 
lias  ho  tnkon  into  consideration  tbo  de- 
sirability of  introducing  a  uniform  post- 
age stamp  for  Great  Britain  and  her 
Colonies,  and,  in  fact,  every  part  of  the 
Empire  7 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
I  have  considered  tho  question  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  find  that 
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a  uniform  postage  stamp  for  the  British 
Empire  is  not  practicable,  mainly  be- 
oause  the  revenues  of  the  United  King- 
dom and  of  her  Colonies  being  separate, 
most  laborious  accounts  would  be  re- 
quired properly  to  apportion  the  receipts. 
There  are  other  objections  which  I  could 
not  conveniently  explain  within  the 
limits  of  an  answer  to  the  hon.  Member ; 
but  I  may  say  that  they  were  such  as  to 
convince  Mr.  Fawcett,  when  he  held  the 
Office  which  I  now  occupy,  that  a  uni- 
form postage  stamp  could  not  be  adopted. 

IRELAND— THE  LOAN  FUND  BOARD 

AT  CASHEL, 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) 
(for  Mr.  Condon)  (Tipperary,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  printing 
for  the  Loan  Fund  Board  at  Cashel  was 
formerly  done  by  a  local  firm  ;  whether 
by  an  Order  of  the  Loan  Fund  Inspector 
the  Cashel  Board  have  been  compelled 
to  send  their  printing  to  the  Dublin 
Castle  printers ;  whether  the  work  now 
costs  about  double  the  amount  for  which 
it  was  formerly  done;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  order 
that  the  work  be  given  to  the  local  firm 
in  the  future  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isleof  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said, 
some  Members  of  the  Local  Loan  Fund 
Board  having  provided  themselves  with 
forms  which  were  not  legal,  and  others 
which  were  not  uniform,  the  Board  con- 
sidered it  advisable  to  keep  in  stock 
documents,  so  as  to  secure  that  only  those 
which  were  legal  and  uniform  should  be 
used.  No  compulsion  was  used  on  the 
Society  in  the  matter ;  but  they,  in  com- 
mon with  other  similar  Societies,  seeing 
the  advantage  to  be  derived  from  it, 
voluntarily  adopted  the  present  system 
of  having  the  printing  done ;  but  they 
were  at  perfect  liberty  to  discontinue  it, 
if  they  thought  it  desirable  to  do  so. 
Whether  the  forms  printed  by  the  Dub- 
lin Castle  printers  cost  more  than  those 
printed  by  local  firms  he  was  unable  to 
say. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— EXTRA 
POLICE  IN  DUBLIN  COUNTY. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant for  Ireland,  Whether  an  extra 
police  force  of  two   men  has  recently 


been  stationed  in  each  of  three  districts 
of  the  County  of  Dublin — namely, 
Rolestown,  Ballyboghill,  and  Swords; 
if  so,  why  has  this  addition  been  made 
to  the  already  he^vy  burden  of  taxation 
borne  by  the  people  of  those  districts ; 
and,  whether  in  those  districts  of  North 
Dublin  there  has  been  for  years  a  single 
outrage,  or  attempted  outrage,  of  any 
kind  whatever  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KinoHarman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Inspector  General  reported  that 
it  was  the  case  that  the  police  force  in 
the  three  places  named  had  been  recently 
increased  by  two  men  each ;  but  it  was 
not  the  case  that  any  additional  burden 
had  been  thrown  on  the  people  thereby. 
As  regarded  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  he  was  informed  that  during 
the  last  seven  years  there  had  been  six 
outrages  in  these  districts. 

LABOURERS    (IRELAND)    ACT  —  THE 
CELBRIDGB  UNION,  00.  KILDARE. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Cabew)  (Kildare,  N.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  Report  in  The  Zeinster 
Leader  of  the  25th  of  February  last, 
wherein  it  is  stated  that  in  the  case  of 
the  Celbridge  Union,  in  the  County  of 
Kildare,  the  Privy  Council  granted 
every  Petition  lodged  against  the  erec- 
tion of  labourers'  cottages  in  that  union ; 
whether  they  heard  the  evidence  of  the 
objectors  and  decided  thereon,  without 
giving  any  notice  to  the  Guardians  of 
the  Poor,  or  without  giving  them  any 
opportunity  of  disproving  the  evidence 
of  the  objectors ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  difficulties  thrown  in  the 
way  of  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages,  he  will  take  steps  to  facilitate 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  in  securing 
dwellings  for  the  labourers  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiwo-Habman^ 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  I  am  informed  that  three  Peti- 
tions against  the  erection  of  labourers' 
cottages  in  Celbridge  Union  were  heard 
before  the  Privy  Council  on  the  1 8th  of 
February,  who  allowed  the  objections, 
after  hearing  fully  counsel  and  witnesses 
on  both  sides.  The  Guardians  had  both 
Ml  notice  of  the  hearing,  were  repre- 
sented   at   it   by    counsel^    and   their 
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witnesses  were  examined  in  the  several 
oases.  I  cannot  allow  that  any  difficul- 
ties are  thrown  in  the  way  of  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  securing  dwellings  for  the 
labourers  in  any  oases  where  a  feasible 
and  fair  scheme  is  submitted  to  the 
authorities. 

LAW    AND    POLICE— THE   SALVATION 
ARMY  IN  TORQUAY. 

Ma.  MALLOOK  (Devon,  Torquay) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  a  statement  in  The 
Times  of  the  9  th  of  March,  to  the  effect 
that  15  members  of  the  Salvation  Army 
in  Torquay  have  been  sentenced  under 
a  Local  Act,  entitled  "The  Torquay 
Harbour  and  District  Act,  1886,"  to 
terms  of  imprisonment  varying  from  a 
fortnight  to  one  month,  for  taking  part 
on  the  last  four  Sundays  in  street  pro- 
cessions with  instrumental  music ;  and, 
whether  he  can  inform  him  in  what 
other  places  in  England  besides  Tor- 
quay any  Local  Act  is  in  force  under 
which  persons  could  be  punished  for 
similar  proceedings  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  (who 
replied)  said :  Yes,  Sir ;  my  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  facts  stated  in 
the  Question.  The  Eastbourne  Im- 
provement Act,  1885,  has  a  provision  in 
terms  similar  to  those  of  the  Torquay 
Harbour  and  District  Act.  My  hon. 
Friend  will  find  provisions  substantially 
the  same  in  the  Local  Acts  for  Hastings 
and  Carlisle. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE— POLECE 
CONSTABLE  98A. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  any,  and 
which,  police  constable  received  pay  in 
the  Metropolis  during  any  part  of  the 
month  of  November,  1887,  under  the 
letter  and  number  98A;  and,  whether 
any,  and  which,  of  the  pay  sheets  of  the 
A  Division  for  the  month  of  November 
contains  any  entry  of  pay  to,  and  signed 
for  by,  any  constable  against  such  letter 
and  number  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Police  that  Sergeant  Flood  received  pay 
under  the  letter  and  number  98A  up  to 
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November  20, 1887.  The  pay-sheets  of 
the  Criminal  Investigation  Department 
contain  Flood's  name  up  to  November 
20  under  this  number  and  letter.  His 
signature  is  on  a  separate  document, 
as  he  was  abroad. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS-CASE  OP  COW  DISEASE  IN 
WILTSHIRE. 

Mb.  FICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Agriculture,  Whether  a  case 
of  cow  disease  occurring  in  Wiltshire 
was  investigated  by  Professor  Orook- 
shank,  of  the  Bacteriological  Labora- 
tory, at  the  request  of  the  Agricultural 
Department  of  the  Privy  Council ;  whe- 
ther he  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
the  disease  was  identical  with  the  Hen- 
don  outbreak,  to  which  the  Report  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  for  1886 
(pp.  ziv.  zv.)  attributed  the  generation 
of  scarlet  fever  among  the  consumers  of 
the  milk  of  the  affected  cows ;  whether 
he  expressed  a  conviction  that  the  disease 
was  in  both  cases  the  true  Jennerian 
cow-pox;  and,  whether  he  has  iden- 
tified certain  micro-organisms  (particu- 
larly streptococcus  pyogenes)  as  ooour- 
ring  in  both  instances,  and  also  in 
vaccine  virus,  in  erysipelas,  in  pyaemia, 
and  other  infective  diseases  ? 

Sir  HERBEET  MAXWELL  (A  Lord 
of  the  Treasury)  ( Wigton)  (who  replied) 
said :  Some  months  ago  Professor  Brown 
was  instructed  to  make  an  inquiry  as  to 
the  existence  among  cows  of  an  eruptive 
disease  of  the  teats  which  it  was  alleged 
in  one  case — the  Hendon  outbreak — 
had  induced  scarlatina  in  man  by  the 
agency  of  the  milk.  In  the  course  of 
the  inquiry  he  availed  himself  of  Pro* 
fessor  Crookshank's  offered  assistance 
in  working  out  the  micro- pathology  of 
the  affection.  In  regard  to  the  outbreak 
in  Wiltshire,  Professsor  Crookshank  has 
stated  that  he  considered  the  disease 
was  the  Jennerian  cow-pox.  Professor 
Crookshank  has  not  yet  furnished  a  Re- 
port on  the  micro-organism  of  the  cow- 
disease.  A  Report  on  the  whole  subject 
is  now  being  prepared,  and  will  be 
issued  as  soon  as  possible  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Department. 

VACCINATION— THE  REV.  T.  MAINE, 
ASHTON-UNDER.  LYNE. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
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partment,  If  hie  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  the  Bev.  Thomas 
Maiae,  a  Baptist  minister  of  Ashton* 
nnder-I^e,  who,  on  the  9th  of  Feb- 
raary,  waa  Bummoned  before  the  msg^s- 
tratea  for  neglect  to  hare  hia  oluld 
vaccinated  ;  whether  it  is  a  faot  that  the 
tnmmoQs  was  signed  and  issued  by  Dr. 
Cork,  a  public  yaccinator  for  part  of  the 
borough  of  Ashton ;  and  whether,  when 
iSr,  Maine  appeared,  Dr.  Cork  and  also 
Mr.  John  Fletcher,  a  member  of  the 
prosecuting  Board  of  Guardians,  sat  as 
magistrates  on  the  Bench  ;  whether  Mr. 
Maine  raised  the  objection  that  two  ia- 
tereated  persons  were  sitting  in  judg- 
ment on  nim ;  and  whether  this  objec- 
tion was  ignored ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  decision  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  in  1879,  on  the  case  of  "  Betts 
and  Co.  v.  Milledge,  Hobins,  and  others," 
Justices  of  Weymouth,  he  will  take 
means  te  prevent  in  such  cases  the  poa- 
aibili^  of  trial  by  a  Beuch  partly  com- 
posed of  magiitmtes  having  a  profes- 
sional or  official  interest  in  the  success 
of  the  prosecution? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
leoeived  a  Report  from  the  Justices  as 
to  the  ease  of  the  Rev.  T.  Maine,  of 
Ashton-under-Lyae.  The  summons  was 
signed  and  iasued  by  Dr.  Cooke  (not 
Dr.  Cork) ;  but  he  is  not  a  public  vac- 
cinator far  any  part  of  the  borough  of 
Ashton,  or  for  any  other  place.  Dr. 
Cooke  and  Mr.  Fletcher  (not  Mr.  John  i 
Fletcher,  who  was  Chairman  of  the  ^ 
Board  of  Guardians  when  the  order  to 
prosecute  was  made)  sat  as  magistrates 
on  the  Bench  when  the  order  to  vacci- 
nate the  child  was  made,  Mr.  Fletcher 
is,  I  understand,  a  member  of  the  Board. 
Mr.  Maine  did  not  raise  the  objection 
then.  He  did  so  on  a  subsequent  occa- 
sion a  month  later,  when  he  was  fined 
for  not  complying  with  the  order.  On 
this  latter  occasion  none  of  the  magis- 
strates  present  were  members  of  the 
Board  of  Ouardtane.  Had  he  objeoted 
on  the  former  occasion,  I  am  informed 
by  the  Justices'  olerk  that  Mr.  Fletcher 
would,  no  doubt,  have  retired  from 
the  Bench.  I  have  already  called 
the  attention  of  the  Bench  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  and 
the  case  cited,  and  I  do  not  think 
any  further  interference  on  my  part 
is  necessary. 


SOUTH  AFHICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 

GOVERNMENT. 
Mb.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, Uzbridge)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foret^  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther there  is  an  authorised  or  accredited 
Agent  from  the  Transvaal  Qovemment 
resident  in  this  country ;  and,  if  so,  who 
is  that  Agent? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  [Sir  Jaubs  FEHatrssoH)  (Man- 
I  Chester,  N.E.):  The  hon.  Member  for 
I  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  is  Consul  General 
I  in  Qreat  Britain  for  the  South  African 
Republic. 

IRISH  LAND  COMlirSSION— PERCENT- 

AOE  — REDUCTION      OF      JUDICIAL 

RENTS. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh.  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  the  Irish  Land  Commis* 
aion  stated  that  the  percentage  of  reduc- 
tion granted  by  them  to  judicial  ten- 
ants under  "The  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Amendment  Act,  1887,"  would  only 
apply  to  the  half-year  ending  the  Ist 
of  November,  1887  ;  whether  this  opi- 
nion was  also  expressed  by  Mr.  Kisbey, 
in  giviDg  judgment  in  "  Lord  Lurgan 
V.  Heaney  and  others,"  at  Lurgan 
Quarter  Sessions  in  January  last ;  and, 
whether  Baron  Dowse,  on  appeal  from 
Mr.  Xiabey's  decision,  reversed  the 
judgment  against  Heanej,  and  gave  the 
percentage  of  Land  Commission  reduc- 
tion for  the  whole  year  ending  Novem- 
ber, 1 887  ;  and,  if  so,  would  the  Govern- 
ment'give  proper  publicity  to  the  inter- 
pretation given  by  Baron  Dowse  to  the 
Act  of  IB87,  and  have  balances  refunded 
to  tenants  who  have  only  got  a  half- 
year's  reduction  7 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNG-HAaMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Land  Commissioners,  in  a 
Minute  whioh  they  prepared  and  circu- 
lated in  connection  with  the  alteration 
of  rents  prescribed  by  their  Order  of  the 
23rd  of  December,  1887,  explained  that 
the  revision  of  rent  provided  for  by  the 
29th  section  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1 887,  and  by  the  Order  of  the  23rd 
of  December,  IS87,  refers  only  to  the 
rent  payable  in  respect  of  the  year  com- 
mencing frvm  the  gale  day  next  before 
the  23M  of  August,  1887,  and  does  not 
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effect  prior  arrears  of  rent.  Neither 
the  Oovemment  nor  the  Land  Oommis- 
sioners  are  aware  of  the  case  referred 
to ;  and  the  Commissioners  have  not 
heard  that  a  view  contrary  to  what  they 
have  indicated  was  ever  expressed  by  a 
judicial  person.  The  hon.  Member  will 
probably  find,  upon  inquiry,  that  the 
case  he  alludes  to  was  one  which  can  in 
no  way  affect  the  general  principle  laid 
down  by  the  Commissioners,  which  is  in 
accordance  with  the  explicit  terms  of 
the  statute. 

POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
ELECTION  OF  GUARDIANS— QUES- 
TION OF  VOTING  PAPERS. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  the  overseers  omitted 
to  send  voting  papers  to  the  occupiers 
in  Cavendish  Buildings,  Clerkenwell 
Bead,  E.C.,  for  the  election  of  Guardians 
last  year  and  the  year  before  ;  whether 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  re- 
ceived a  request  from  one  of  the  occu- 
piers in  Cavendish  Buildings  that  they 
would  take  steps  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  this  omission  for  the  future; 
whether  they  have  taken  such  steps; 
and,  if  not,  whether  they  will  do  so  at 
once,  before  the  next  election,  which 
will  shortly  take  place;  and,  whether 
they  will  send  a  general  Circular  to  the 
overseers  in  the  Metropolis  reminding 
them  to  send  voting  papers  to  all  the 
occupiers  in  artizans'  dwellings  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  In 
November  last  one  of  the  occupiers  of 
Cavendish  Buildings  made  inquiry  why 
at  the  last  election  of  Guardians,  which 
took  place  more  than  six  months  pre- 
viously, voting  papers  were  not  sup- 
plied to  the  occupiers  of  the  buildings 
referred  to.  The  Board  are  informed  by 
the  returning  officer  that,  so  far  as  he 
can  ascertain,  voting  papers  have  always 
been  sent  to  the  occupiers  of  artizans' 
dwellings  in  the  Holborn  Union  who 
are  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of 
Guardians.  No  complaint  in  this  matter 
has  been  made  to  him  or  to  the  over- 
seers by  any  occupier  of  these  buildings. 
There  are  at  present  no  facts  before  me 
which  show  that  there  is  any  necessity 
for  any  such  communication  as  is  sug- 
gested. 

Colonel  King-Harman 


LAW  AND  JUSTIOE-THE  BADSWORTH 
POACHING  AFFRAY. 

Mb.  summers  (Huddersfield)  asked 
the  Secretary  for  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  statement, 
which  appeared  in  the  Leeds  Mercury  of 
Tuesday,  6th  March: — 

*'  The  brother  of  Edward  George  Copley  states 
that  the  deceased  had  given  him  the  following 
account  of  the  Badsworth  affray  before  he  died : 
'  The  poachers  went  away.  Illingworth  sent 
me  one  way,  he  went  the  other.  When  I  came 
in  sight  of  them  again  they  were  straggling 
together.  The  young  fellow  (Pilmore)  placed 
the  gun  on  the  grass,  and  then  went  to  assist 
his  mate.  When  I  got  within  a  few  yards  of 
them  the  young  fellow  and  I  both  made  for  the 
gun.  He  succeeded  in  getting  to  it  first ;  and 
as  I  rushed  at  him  the  gun  went  off  as  he  was 
picking  it  up,  before  I  knew  where  I  was  ; '  " 

and,  whether  he  has  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve the  correctness  or  otherwise  of  the 
paragraph  in  question  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
man  has  been  respited.  Had  it  been 
otherwise  I  should  have  been  unable  to 
answer  this  Question.  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
perform  his  duty  in  the  consideration  of 
these  cases  if,  before  his  decision  is  an- 
nounced, he  is  to  be  called  upon  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House  what  weight  he 
attaches  to  this  or  that  statement  for  or 
against  the  prisoner.  In  the  present 
instance  the  statement  was  not  evidence 
at  all,  but  mere  newspaper  gossip,  with- 
out any  foundation  in  fact. 

BRITISH  GUIANA— REPORT  OF  MR. 
McTURK— THE  BOUNDARY  QUESTION. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Oamlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  has  received 
the  Report  of  Mr.  McTurk,  with  refe- 
rence to  his  recent  visit  to  the  Yiirnari, 
at  the  request  of  the  Governor  of  British 
Guiana ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
are  now  prepared  to  state  what  action 
they  propose  to  take  with  reference  to 
the  territory  in  dispute  between  Great 
Britain  and  Venezuela  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  -  TRAOY  (Mont- 
gomery, &o.)  also  had  the  following 
Question  on  the  Paper: — To  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afifairs,  If  it  is  true  that  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Oommittee  of  the  American 
House  of  Representatives  has  reported} 
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and  the  KouMhaa  adopted,  the  following 
UeBoIutioa : — 

"  Whsrsai  Uiers  are  pendiog  questions  of 
disputed  bonndary  between  Venezuela  and  the 
Colony  of  British  Guian&,  and  whereas  it  is 
alleged  that  the  Uritish  Oovernment  has  made 
claim  for  the  said  Coiony  to  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  valuable  territory  now  and  heretofore 
in  the  posaosaion  of  Venezuela,  and  has  refused 
to  Bubinit  to  arbitration  the  said  quostioDS  of 
disputed  boandary,  it  is  resolved  that  the  Presi- 
dent be  requested  to  send  to  the  House,  if  not  in- 
conipatibte  with  the  publio  interect,  all  documents 
and  correspondence  between  our  QoTemiueDt 
and  Oreat  Britain  or  Venezuela  relatinf[  to  the 
said  questions  of  disputed  boundary ; " 

and,  whether,  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  having  stated  that  they  are  not 
opposed  to  the  priaciple  of  arbitration, 
he  will  stats  what  steps  havo  been  taken, 
or  are  about  to  be  taken,  to  bring  about 
a  settlement  of  the  dispute  ? 

Thb  under  BECEETART  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  FBHousaoN)  (Man- 
cheator,  N.E.) :  I  will,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  answer  at  the  same 
time  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Montgomery  Doroughs  (Mr. 
Han  bury- Tracy.)  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  informed  that  the 
American  House  of  Bepresentatives  has 

eissed  the  Resolution  referred  to.  The 
eport  of  Mr  McTurk  upon  his  recent 
I'ourney  into  the  Yurnari  District  has 
isen  received ;  but  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  make  any  statement  in  regard  to  it, 
or  upon  the  question  of  arbitration  con- 
cerning the  territory. 

IHI8H  LAND  COMMISSION- SUB. CO  SI. 
MISSIONS  IN  WEXFORD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  appointing  a  day  for  the 
sitting  of  the  Sub- Commission  in  the 
County  Wexford  to  &s  the  fair  rents  ;  can 
he  name  a  day  for  the  next  sitting  ;  and, 
will  the  oases  of  all  tbe  tenants  in  County 
Wexford,  whose  originating  notices  were 
served  before  the  let  of  November  last, 
be  fixed  lor  the  nest  sitting  ? 

Thb  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Ki-sb-Habman) 
(Ksnt,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Land  OommisaioDsre  informed 
him  that  there  had  been  no  unusual 
delay  respecting  the  sitting  of  the  Sub- 
Commisaion  for  the  County  of  Wexford. 
The  Sub -Commission  vould  commence 
their  sittings  in  Watetford  at  Carrick- 
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Suir  on  the  4(h  of  next  month,  and 
the  date  upon  which  they  would  open  in 
New  Boas  would  he  fixed  by  their  Chair- 
man as  soon  after  that  date  as  possible. 
The  Commissioners  stated  that  it  was 
not  the  practice,  having  regard  to  tho 
length  of  the  sittings  in  other  districts, 
to  fix  tbe  date  of  the  next  sitting  in  any 
other  way.     He  was  not   aware    that 

ere  was  any  unusual  delay. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  why 
there  should  be  any  delay  P  What  is 
the  unusual  delay  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN  said,  that 
any  delay  tb  at  was  unusual  was  rendered 
so  by  the  unusual  number  of  applica- 
tions, which  made  it  impossible  to  pre- 
vent the  business  falling  into  arrear. 

IBISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR 

RENTS-DELAYS. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the 
explanation  of  the  delays  in  hearing 
fair  rent  cases  in  Ireland ;  is  he 
aware  that  the  landlords  are  taking 
advantage  of  this  delay  to  serve  evic- 
tion notices  under  Section  7  of  last 
year's  Act,  for  arrears  acorning  due 
since  the  originatingnotices  were  served, 

Slus  the  previous  lialf- year's  rent,  which 
eatroys  the  tenant's  right  to  go  into  the 
Land  Court ;  can  anv  steps  be  taken  so 
that  at  least  one  Sab-Commission  shall 
be  appointed  to  operate  in  every  county ; 
will  the  Government  compensate  in  any 
way  tenants  whose  rights  have  been 
lost  by  these  delays  ;  have  they  seen  the 
observations  of  Lord  Chief  Baron  Pallee, 
in  a  case  of  "  Kilkelly  v.  Bronnan,"  as 
to  the  complications  that  would  arise 
unless  the  Executive  took  steps  to  expo* 
dite  the  hearing  of  land  cases;  and, 
how  many  fair  rent  notices  have  yet  to 
be  heard,  and  what  is  the  average  rata 
per  month  at  which  tbey  are  being  dis- 
posed of?  He  would  also  ask  what 
remedy  the  Government  were  going  to 
apply  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  there  is  no  unnecessary  delay  in 
hearing  fair  rent  cases,  all  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  being  steadily  at  work 
in  their  various  districts.  They  are  not 
aware  whether  landlords  aro  taking  ad- 
•2  F 
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VHntage,  whero  fair  rent  application!; 
Are  not  disposed  of,  to  botvo  oviution 
notices  under  Section  7  of  last  year' 
Act.  But  they  apprehend  timt  the  aer 
vice  of  such  notice  would  not  destroy  the 
tenant's  right  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  if 
he  Bhoiiid  redeoLo.  It  is  their  practi 
not  to  dismiss  an  originating  notice  in 


nail  58,639  fair  reat    Gentler 


Mu,  SHAWLEFEVRE  said,  he  would 
LBk  a  Question  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  aa  the 

Land  Conrniiseioners  had  denied  that 
that  they  had  absolutely  dismissed  any 
of  til e so  cases  under  Section  7,  he  begged 
to  give  Notice  that  on  an  early  day,  or 
oa  the  consideration  of  tho  Vote — if  it 
a  eviction  notice  has  been  ',  was  taken  at  an  early  day — he  would 
served,  but  to  adjourn  it  pending  the  call  attention  to  several  cases,  notably 
time  for  redemption.  The  Governmenf  on  the  Mitehelstown  Estate,  and  in  the 
are  at  present  considering  the  question  County  of  Louth,  in  which  the  Land 
of  increasing  tho  number  of  Sub- Com-  'Commission  must  be  well  aware  that  the 
misfiioners.  They  are  not  aware  of  any  |  fact  of  postponing  the  hearing  of  the 
cases  in  which  tenants  have  lost  their  |  fair  rent  applications  has  resulted  in  tho 
rights  through  the  non-hearing  of  their  I  tenants  being  evicted. 
applications.  They  have  not  seen  the  '  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.): 
observations  attributed  to  theLord  Chief  '  May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
; — 11  so  oiti  <■„: 1    II — .1 .J  [^Q^j  biany  such  CommiBsioas 


Baron.    Ther 


applications  now  ponding  in  the  Court 
of  the  Land  Commission,  this  number 
being  mainly  duo  to  the  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion admitting  leaseholdora  and  attract- 
ing a  large  accession  of  yearly  tenants. 
by  reason  of  the  provision  which  mada 
the  judicial  rent  run  from  the  gale  day 
after  the  application  instead  of  after  the 
order  fixing  the  rent.  The  number  ol 
cases  ponding  on  August  1,  18H7,  was 
only  II, 07,').  The  average  rato  per 
)nth  at  which  these  caeea  ere  being 


working  now? 
Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :    There 
are  12  such  Oommissions  ;  I  think  I  am 
right  in  Baying  1  L>. 


Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSUID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  at  the 
Exchequer,  If  he  will  inform  the  House 
what  the  special  arrangements  are  which 


0  proposes  to  make  to  o 


>t  the  ci 


disposed  of  ia  about  2.000.  °°  Pr^poaes  lo  maKe  w  meei  tne  case  oi 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  that  is  the  ^^^ustees  who  may  have  to  decide  on  tho 
case,  docs  it  not  follow  that  it  will  be  'l",?^'^"  ?f.^?,'«"J?|' «f  ^rust  Fund 
a  year  and  a-half  before  many  of  them  ■  nr^^^^^^^^^n  ^^°  V,^?^^'^*^^?" 
arc  reached?  I  would  like,  under  these  I  ^^^^  ^f^'  ""^^U^t-  George's, 
circumstances,  if  the  Land  Commission  I  ,if«nover  fequaro) :  ihe  Bill  enables  the 
have  furnished  tho  right  hon.  and  gal-  !  -Treasury  to  make  Rules  prescribing  the 
lantGentleman  with  the  information: an  I  «''<'^^««t°'^^'*^'l"l"'^.«f'^P«^''''?"»R 
answer  as  to  the  relative  number  of  ^  Tmstee  and  author, see  the  Bank  to 
Sub-Commissioners  at  present,  and  the  .  ^^f^Pf/"^  ?*=*  "^  ,"  ?"?^'"'^,''°.P^' 
number  of  cases  as  compared  with  w' 


was  done  in  1884.  Are  thi 
Sub- Commissioners  now  in  operation  as 
compared  with  1881,  when  the  Land  Act 
was  passed  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  repeated 
that  the  Government  wore  considering 
tho  question  of  appointing  fresh  Sub- 
Commissioners,  and  they  were  consulting 
with  tho  Treasury  on  the  subject.  Tho 
matter  would  be  disposed  of  aa  soon  as 
possible. 

Mb,  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  How  many  new  Sub-Com- 
missionera  have  there  been  appointed 
since  tho  Act  of  last  year  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  ho 
could  not  answer  that  (Juestion. 
Calouel  King-Harman 


bed,  and  expressly  declares  that  the 
Bank  is  not  to  be  affected  with  notioe  of 
any  Trust.  This  will,  I  hope,  remove 
the  difficulties  foreseen  by  the  hon. 
Uaronet.  The  Bill  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  hon.  Members  to-morrow. 

COLONIZATION-THB  SECRETARY  OF 
STATE'S  CIRCULAR. 
Mk.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  telegraph  or  write  to  such  of 
the  Colonies  as  have  not  yet  responded 
to  tho  Secretary  of  State's  Circular  Des- 
patch of  September  last  on  the  subject 
of  Colonization,  and  urge  them  to 
reply  ? 
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The  under  SECRETARY  of  j 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  | 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Replies  have 
been  received  from  all  the  Colonies  ad- 
dressed except  Newfoundland,  New 
South  Wales,  Victoria,  and  Tasmania ; 
and  these  have  been  reminded  by  a 
despatch  dated  the  23rd  ultimo. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)— EXPENSES 
OF  SUB-POSTMASl^RS. 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
it  is  the  case  that  Sub- Postmasters  in 
Ireland  have  to  provide  the  fittings  of 
their  offices  out  of  their  small  salaries  ; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  they 
have  also  to  provide  the  stationery,  &c. 
required  for  their  offices ;  and,  if  so, 
will  any  steps  bo  taken  to  remedy  this 
unfair  treatment  of  the  Sub-Post- 
masters  r 

TnB  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
Every  Sub  -  Postmaster  is  required  to 
provide  an  office,  with  such  fittiugs 
as  are  necessary — usually  costing  very 
little — as  a  condition  of  his  appointment, 
and  Sub -Postmasters  in  Ireland  hold 
their  situations  precisely  upon  the  same 
terms  in  this  respect,  and  are  paid  upon 
the  same  scale,  as  Sub -Postmasters  in 
England  and  Scotland.  I  will  make  in- 
quiry into  the  subject  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member's  second  Question,  and  shall  be 
glad  if  I  can  relieve  Sub-Postmasters 
from  such  payments  in  case  they  appear 
to  amount  to  an  appreciable  sum. 

CHINA— THE  CHEFOO   CONVENTION- 
DETENTION  OF  A  BRITISH  STEAMER. 

Sir  RICH  ARD  TEMPLE  ( Worcester, 
Evesham)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a 
British  steamer  has  been  detained  by 
the  Local  Chinese  Authorities  at  Tchaug, 
near  the  rapids  of  the  Yangtsze,  con- 
trary to  the  provisions  of  the  Chofoo 
Convention,  notwithstanding  that  the 
season  for  the  vessel  ascending  the  river 
is  becoming  urgent  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fehgusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  information  that 
has  reached  the  Foreign  Office  is  not  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  Question.  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  in  China  has  lately  been  exert- 
ing himself  strenuously  to  induce  the 


Chinese  Government  to  sanction  the 
projected  voyage  of  a  steamer  to  Chung 
K'ing,  to  which  the  Government  and 
the  British  Consul  in  that  district  state 
that  there  is  strong  opposition  from  the 
Local  Authorities  and  population.  Sir 
John  Walsham  will  continue  his  endea- 
vours to  overcome  the  hesitation  of  the 
Chinese  Government. 

MARGARINE  ACT,  1887—FINES  IN 

DUBLIN. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Pa- 
trick's) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true, 
as  reported  in  a  Dublin  newspaper,  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  on  Memorials,  re- 
duced two  fines  of  £10  each,  imposed  by 
a  Dublin  police  magistrate,  for  offences 
against  the  Margarine  Act  of  last  Session 
to  £2  each  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  It  is  the  case  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, on  Memorials,  reduced  the  fines 
in  question  as  stated.  The  Act  under 
which  the  fines  were  imposed  had  only 
come  into  force  on  the  1st  of  January  ; 
and  having  regard  to  the  circumstances 
in  these  cases  brought  under  the  notice 
of  his  Excelleucy  he  considered  that  a 
substantial  reduction  of  the  penalties 
should  be  made,  and  in  this  the  magis- 
trate who  tried  the  cases  concurred. 

Mr.  murphy  asked,  would  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  inform 
the  House  why,  if  those  people  had  a 
right  to  appeal,  they  were  not  allowed 
to  use  that  right ;  and  why  such  a 
remedy  as  that  described  had  been  re- 
sorted to  in  lieu  of  the  right  of  appeal  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  that 
the  Act  only  came  into  operation  this 
year. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Loogford,  N.) : 
Might  I  ask  why  the  same  course  was 
not  taken  when  the  new  Law  of  Coercion 
came  into  operation  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ARMY  MEDICAL  SERVICE-RELATIVE 

RANK. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen^ 
shire,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  he  has  received  from 
the  British  Medical  Association  a  state- 
ment containing  an  analysis  of  the 
opinions  of  nearly  1,200  Army  medical 
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officers,  nitli  rofereace  to  the  recent  '  to  train  the  officere  and  men  of  these 
abolition  of  relative  rank;  whethor  ii  |  btoamera  in  detbI  varfars ;  and,  hare 
-Rproad   feeling    of    dissatisfaction  i  the Oovernment  taken  iDtoconHideration, 


has  thus  been  shown  to  exist  through- 
out the  Department;  and,  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  he  will  bring 
on  Vote  IV.  of  the  Army  Estimates  at  a 
time  which  will  admit  of  full  diacussion? 
The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanuofb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn~ 
castle) :  I  have  received  a  commuDica- 
tion  purporting  to  give  the  anonymouH 
opinions  of  eovoral  hundred  medical 
olRcers.  These  opinions  must  have  been 
obtained  and  expressed  in  a  manner 
altogether  in  contravention  of  militarj 
discipline.  Medical  officors,  like  other 
officers,  have  a  proper  channel  through 
which  the;  can  be  heard ;  and  I  am  not 
prepared  to  accept  any  Civilian  Asaocia- 
tion  as  their  mouthpiece.  On  the  general 

Juestion  of  rank  I  can  only  repeat  what 
said  several  times  last  year — namely, 
that  the  status  of  medical  officers  is  Just 
aa  it  was  before  ;  and  that,  as  regards 
titular  rank,  they  already  hold  profes- 
sional titles  for  which  the  oschange  to 
combatant  titles,  without  combatant 
functions,  would  be  a  loss  of  personal 
influence. 

Dr.  FAEQUHAE80N  said,  he  would 
draw  attention  to  this  subject  on  the 
If  edical  Vote. 

THE  CONSTABnLARY  FORCES- 
SDPEBAWNUATION. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  When 
he  will  be  able  to  fulfil  the  promises  of 
his  Predeoessors  in  the  submissioa  of 
legislation  on  the  superannuation  of  the 
Constabulary  Forces  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.);  It  is 
impossible  to  fix  a  time  beforehand; 
but  my  hope  is  to  introduce  a  Bill  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session. 

NAVY— MERCHANT  STEAMERS  AS 
ARMED  CRUISERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  What  is  t!ie  total  amount  of 
money  to  be  paid  this  year  for  the  mail 
steamers  to  America  and  Australia  for 
the  call  on  their  services  as  armed 
cruisers  ;tho  number  of  vessels  so  under 
call ;  what  steps,  if  any,  ore  being  taken 
J)r.  Farquhareon 


and  with  what  result,  the  condition  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine,  with  a  TJevr  to 
its  more  complete  utilization  as  a 
Reserve  for  tho  Royal  Navy  ? 

The  first  LORD  [Lord  Geoeok 
Hamiltow)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
anticipated  payment  in  subventions  for 
1888-9  ia  £22,380.  Tbis  payment  is 
on  six  ships ;  but  by  an  arrangoment 
with  the  owners  nine  others  are  at  the 
disposition  of  the  Admiralty  for  pur- 
chase or  hire  when  required.  Unless 
they  happen  to  belong  to  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  no  steps  are  taken  for  the 
training  of  the  officers  and  men  of  these 
ships  in  naval  warfare  ;  but  it  has  been 
arranged  that  at  least  half  of  the  crews 
should  belong  to  the  Royal  Naval  Re- 
serve in  tba  steamers  to  America,  and 
another  arrangement  has  been  made  for 
the  remaining  steamers.  The  pick  of 
the  Mercantile  Fleet  is  already  on  the 
Admiralty  list,  and  can  be  requisitioned 
when  required ;  and  by  means  of  the 
Eoyal  Naval  Reserve  the  services  of  snoh 
portion  of  its  ptraonnel  as  may  be  willing 
to  serve  in  the  Navy  in  the  event  of  war 
are  already  at  the  disposal  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. No  further  development  of  this 
principle  ia  at  present  contemplated. 


CHURCH  REVENUES— THE  RETURN. 
Mr.  FICTON  (Leioeater)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  D»< 
partment,  If  he  would  be  good  enough 
to  inform  the  House  what  progress  has 
been  made  with  the  Return  of  Ohnroh 
Revenues  granted  last  Session  on  the 
Motion  of  the  Right  honourable  J.  Q, 
Hubbard  (now  Lord  Addington),  and 
when  it  may  be  expected  to  be  com- 
pleted 7 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Sttiabt-Woktley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said:  la 
my  answer  given  on  the  Sth  of  March 
in  this  House  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Ohanning) 
I  explained  the  great  magnitude  of  the 
work  of  preparing  this  Report,  and  de- 
clined to  forecast  the  date  of  its  eomple- 
tioii.    I  have  nothing  to  add  to  that 

Mr.  PICTON  asked,  whether  any 
steps  had  been  taken  to  expedite  tho 
completion  of  this  Return? 
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Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Elabo- 
rate inquiries  have  been  addressed  to  no 
less  than  14,000  incumbents  of  bene- 
fices, and  some  12,000  replies  have  been 
received.  Many  of  the  replies  are 
imperfect. 

IRISH     NEWSPAPERS— GOVERNMENT 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
following  Memorandum  respecting  Go- 
veroment  advertisements  in  Ireland  :  — 

"  The  advocacy  of  particular  opinions  is  not 
in  itself  a  sufficient  reason  for  giving  or  with- 
holding Government  advertisements ;  but  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt  should  always  be  given  in 
favour  of  papers  supporting  law  and  order ;  the 
fact  that  a  particular  paper  is  Boycotted  is 
strong  ground  for  giving  it  Government  adver- 
tisements, and  a  conclusive  ground  for  not 
withdrawing  them  if  already  given ;  no  Govern- 
ment advertisements  must,  under  any  circum- 
stances, be  given  to  any  newspaper  that  violates 
the  law," 

Whether  by  newspapers  not  supporting 
law  and  order  the  Nationalist  Press  is 
meant ;  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  statement  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  made  in 
Committee  of  Supply  last  Session  :  — 

"  lie  proposed  to  go  through  the  list  [of 
newspapers  to  which  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners gave  advertisements],  and  if  neces- 
sary insert  National  papers,  and  he  must  say 
at  once  that  they  ought  to  be  given  a  share  of 
the  advertisements,  so  that  those  who  read  the 
newspapers  in  Ireland  to  a  large  extent  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  these  advertise- 
ments ;" 

and,  whether,  if  the  foregoing  Memo- 
randum has  been  issued,  and  the 
National  newspapers  be  those  to  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  refers,  he  will,  in 
view  of  this  statement  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  cause  it  to  be  with- 
drawn forthwith  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  answer 
any  Question  with  regard  to  alleged 
Circulars  which  must  either  be  forgeries 
or  have  been  obtained  through  breach 
of  confidence  of  some  person  to  whom 
they  were  entrusted.  In  any  case  I  fail 
to  see  any  inconsistency  between  the 
alleged  Circular  and  the  statement  made 
by  the  Financial  Secretary. 


WAR  OFFICE— WAR  DEPARTMENT 
WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  MUEPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  all  the  cement  used  for  War 
Department  Works  in  Ireland  is  im- 
ported from  England ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  cement  is  manufactured  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Dublin  and  in 
Wexford,  which  is  largely  used,  amongst 
others,  by  the  Dublin  Port  and  Docks 
Board  and  the  Irish  Board  of  Works ; 
and,  will  directions  be  given  to  the 
Eoyal  Engineer  Department  in  Ireland 
to  have  tests  of  these  cements  made  in 
the  presence  of  the  manufacturer's 
agents  ;  and,  if  the  tests  are  satisfactory 
and  the  price  suitable,  to  favourably  con- 
sider the  use  of  the  Irish  material  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECEETAEY, 
WAE  DEPAETMENT  (Mr.  Brodbick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said: 
It  is  not  known  where  the  cement  comes 
from  which  is  used  in  War  Department 
works,  as  a  contractor  may  get  his  cement 
in  Ireland  or  elsewhere,  provided  it  pass 
the  specified  tests. 

FRANCHISE  ACT  (IRELAND),  1884— 
REMUNERATION  TO  CLERKS  OP 
UNIONS. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BEIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians  of 
several  Unions  in  Ireland  have  declined 
to  provide  any  remuneration  out  of  the 
rates  for  the  compulsory  services  ren- 
dered by  Clerks  of  Unions  and  Poor 
Eate  Collectors  under  the  Franchise  Act 
of  1884,  on  the  grounds  that  such  remu- 
neration should  be  provided  from  Im- 
perial funds ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  will  consider  the 
justice  and  propriety  of  making  provi- 
sion in  the  Estimates  for  the  payment  to 
these  public  servants  in  respect  of  the 
duties  in  question,  which  they  are  called 
on,  under  penalty,  to  discharge  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-IIarman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  question  of  the  remuneration 
of  Poor  Law  ofHcials  in  Ireland  for  their 
services  under  the  Franchise  Act  has 
been  for  some  time  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  the  Govern- 
ment intend  at  an  early  date  to  take 
steps  in  the  matter.    They  cannot  hope, 
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howover,  to  undcrtako  to  ask  Parlia- 
mcDt  to  eanction  remuneratioa  to  tbeBg 
offioials  ae  an  estr&  charge  on  th^ 
Imperial  fanda. 

STATES  AND  COLONIES  OF  SOUTH 
AFRICA-THE  BECENT  CONFERENCE. 
Sir  GEOEGE  BADEN-POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  asked  the  Undei- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  ColonioB, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  in- 
tend to  present  to  Parliament  any 
sccount  of  the  proceedin||;B  of  tho  Oon- 
ference  recently  held  in  Gape  Town  to 
determine  on  common  action  in  reference 
to  Customa  Duties,  liailway  Extension, 
and  other  matters  of  common  concern  to 
the  States  and  Colonies  of  South  Africa; 
and,  whether  it  is  proposed  that  Basuto- 
land,  Bechuanalaud,  and  other  portions 
of  South  Africa,  still  under  Imperial 
control  or  administration,  should  take 
part  in  any  common  action  that  may 
result  from  the  said  Conference  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
{Liverpool,  East  Toiteth) :  Tho  Report 
of  the  proceedings  at  the  Conference  at 
Cape  Town  has  not  yet  been  received ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not 
aware  of  any  reason  why  it  should  not 
be  communicated  to  Parliament  in  due 
course.  No  proposals  have  como  before 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  in- 
clusion of  Hasutoland  or  Buchuanalaud 
in  auy  arrangomonta  for  common  action 
that  may  be  adopted  ;  and  it  is  not  pos- 
sible, without  further  information,  to 
express  an  opinion  upon  the  point  raised 
in  the  hon.  Mombov's  Question. 

1HI8H    LAND    COMMISSION  —  LEASE- 

HOLDEBS  IN  CASTLEDERG,  COUNTY 

TYRONE. 

LoiiDEENE8THAMILT0N(Tyrone, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
he  ia  aware  that  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Castlederg,  County  Tyrone,  a  great 
number  of  leaseholders  are  waiting  to 
have  their  rents  adjusted  ;  and,  whether 
he  can  give  any  information  aa  to  when 
a  Land  Court  is  likely  to  sit  in  that 
neighbourhood  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Ide  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  infonn 
me  there  are  202  tenants  in  the  Oaatle. 
Cvhtiel  King  Herman 


derg  Union  waiting  to  have  their  appli- 
cations heard,  of  which  probably  one- 
third  are  leaseholders.  A  Sub-Com- 
mission will  commenoo  ita  sitting  for 
County  Tyrone  on  May  1.  In  answer- 
ing the  Question  of  tne  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrono  {Mr.  T.  W.  Euaaell), 
as  to  the  number  of  Sub-Oommisaiona, 
I  might  have  added  that  each  Sub-Com- 
mission now  comprises  fire  members  ia* 
stead  of  three,  as  formerly. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
I  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  whether  it  is  not  a 
faot  that  there  is  in  the  Estimates  for 
this  year  a  reduction  in  the  amount  for 
the  Land  Commission  of  £94,000  com- 
pared with  last  year,  and  that  tbe  num- 
ber of  Sub'Commissionersestimatod  for 
is  20  less  than  last  year ;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  there  is  on  extraordinary 
increase  in  the  number  of  applications 
by  tenants  to  have  their  rents  fixed? 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  whether  no  Sub -Commission 
will  commence  to  sit  in  Tyrone  till  the 
1st  of  May? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  That  is 
the  date  furnished  to  me  by  tbe  Land 
Commie  sioners. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Might  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  whether  he  will 
give  his  personal  atceatiun  to  the  posi- 
tion the  lonants  are  placed  in  by  the 
delay  in  hearing  their  applications? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury — for  this  ia  a 
most  important  question — whether  in 
tho  Estiiniites  for  tho  coming  year  there 
is  a  reduction  of  £54,000,  as  compared 
with  last  year,  in  the  amount  for  the 
Irish  Land  Commission ;  and  whether 
there  is  provision  made  for  the  salBries 
of  20  Sub- Commissioners  less  than  last 
year;  and,  whether  that  baa  been  done 
by  the  Treasury  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
1 13,000  leaseholders  have  entered  appli- 
oations  to  have  their  ronts  fixed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  lo   the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacksos)  (Leeds,  N.):  The 
answer  to  that  Question  is  a  very  simple 
one.   The  Land  Commission  terminates, 
as  hon.  Members  are  aware,  by  law  in 
August  next,  and  we  made  provision 
ily  up  to  the  date  when  the  Oommis- 
)n  would  terminate.     If  tbe  Commis> 
,        ,        m  is  extended  further  than  that  time, 
The  Land  Commissioners  inform    of  course  provision  will  have  to  be  made 
"     '       tor  the  amount  required. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  does  that 
account  for  the  reduced  number  of  Sub- 
Commissioners  estimated  for  between 
this  and  August  next  ? 

Mr.  JACK80N  :  I  do  not  quite  catch 
the  Question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask, 
whether  the  fact  that  the  Land  Commis- 
sion is  by  law  terminated  in  August 
next  necessitates  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  Sub-Commissioners  between  this 
and  August  next  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  any  reduction  in  the  number  of 
Sub-Commissioners. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  There  are  20 
less  than  last  year.     « 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Twenty  loss  than 
the  estimated  number,  though  there  has 
been  no  reduction  in  the  number  of 
Sub- Commissioners  are  far  as  I  am 
aware. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.): 
Might  I  ask,  whether  or  not  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Irish  Government  to  con- 
tinue the  Land  Commission  beyond  the 
date  at  which  it  now  by  law  concludes ; 
also,  whether  that  decision  was  not 
arrived  at  before  the  Estimates  were 
framed ;  and.  if  so,  whether  the  Esti- 
mates ought  not  to  have  been  framed 
upon  that  decision  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  I  am  not  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  practice  of  the 
Treasury  in  this  matter ;  but  I  believe 
that  it  is  not  usual  to  put  on  the  Esti- 
mates sums  which  require  Parliamen- 
tary sanction  before  they  could  be  voted. 
The  Land  Commission  naturally  expires 
on  the  1st  of  August.  Of  course,  before 
that  date  the  Government  will  come 
down  t<J  Parliament  and  ask  their  views 
as  to  how  the  Land  Commission  should 
be  dealt  with  in  the  future.  But  imtil 
Parliament  has  given  its  sanction  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Government,  or  some 
other  proposals,  it  would  be  improper  to 
put  on  the  Estimates  the  additional  sums 
required. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  But  when  the 
Poor  Law  Commission  had  to  be  ex- 
tended from  year  to  year  it  was  always 
the  custom  to  ask  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  full  amount  that  was  intended  to  be 
expended.  There  is  a  sound  objection, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows,  to 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  I  should 


like  to  have  the  view  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  upon  that  point. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  fl.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  will  be  within  the 
recollection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  think,  that  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion was  continued  from  year  to  year. 
The  Charity  Commission  was  only  pro- 
vided for  under  Statute  up  to  the  period 
for  which  it  was  authorized  by  Statute  ; 
and  for  many  years  it  was  necessary  for 
successive  Governments  to  present  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  for  the  Charity 
Commission. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  in 
1881,  proposed  a  Motion  to  abolish  the 
Land  Commission,  and  to  issue  an  irre- 
sponsible Commission  to  take  its  place  ; 
and,  whether  it  was  intended  by  the 
Government  now  to  carry  that  into 
effect  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  see 
that  that  is  a  (iiiestion  which  ought  not 
to  bo  asked.  I  could  not  answer  it 
seriously  without  due  Notice. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS-COMPETI- 
TION FOR  LOWER  DIVISION  OLERK. 
SHIPS. 

Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasuiy,  Whether  he 
can  state  the  number  of  Civil  Service 
writers  who,  by  reason  of  ago,  are  able 
to  take  tho  beneat  of  the  alleged  con- 
cession with  rospect  to  age  in  competing 
for  Lower  Division  clerkships ;  and,  the 
number  who  have  actually  done  so  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  there 
are  350  copyists  on  the  Register  who, 
being  above  20  years  of  age,  are  yet 
eligible  to  compete  for  Lower  Division 
clerkships  under  the  special  Rule  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers ;  and 
that  at  the  last  competition  31  did  so 
compete. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (CHANCERY 

DIVISION). 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  there  is  any  reason  of  a  public 
nature  why  Motions  in  the  Chancery 
Division  should  not  be  set  down  in  a 
list  as  in  tho  other  Courts,  and  in  the 
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Chancery   Division    itself,    during    the 
Long  Vacation  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  TSir 
RiOHARD  Webster)  (Tele  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  matter  referred  to  in  his  Ques- 
tion has  often  been  considered  by  both 
the  Judges  and  the  Bar  of  the  Chancery 
Division.  There  is  power  in  the  Court 
at  the  present  time  to  make  a  list  of  Mo- 
tions should  it  be  considered  necessary 
in  the  interests  of  the  despatch  of  busi- 
ness to  do  so ;  but  the  present  system, 
which  enables  urgent  Motions  to  be 
taken  at  any  time,  and  Motions  to  be 
continued  from  day  to  day  if  required, 
is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judges  and  the 
Bar,  most  conducive  to  the  despatch  of 
business. 

HARES  PRESERVATION  BILL. 

Colonel  DAWNAY  (York,  N.R., 
Thirsk)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  considering  the 
anxiety  on  the  part  of  the  agricultural 
population  to  prevent  the  total  exter- 
mination of  hares,  the  Government  is 
prepared  to  give  facilities  to  pass  the 
Hares  Preservation  Bill  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  ? 

Mr.  MUNEO-FEEQUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  ex- 
termination of  hares  was  not  now  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  agricultural 
population ;  and.  whether  the  manner 
in  which  this  Bill  had  been  blocked  was 
significant  of  the  opinion  of  the  House 
in  the  direction  of  restricting  that  con- 
trol ? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  whether  the  Government  were  in 
possession  of  any  information  to  lead  to 
the  belief  that,  under  the  existing  laws, 
the  total  extinction  of  hares  was  con- 
templated ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  give  a  debating  answer 
to  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  could  only  answer  the  Question 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had 
put  to  him.  He  regretted  that  it  had 
not  been  possible  for  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  obtain  a  second  reading  of  his 
Bill.  It  was  a  subject  that  might  very 
well  be  considered  by  that  House.  There 
were  questions  equally  important  that 
were  raised  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen ; 
and  he  was  afraid  it  would  not  be  in  his 
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power  to  give  special  facilities  for  one 
Bill,  however  important  it  might  be  in 
the  judgment  of  those  who  supported  it. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE- FRIDAY, 

MARCH  16. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  have  already  ap- 
propriated nearly  the  whole  time  of  the 
Session,  and  also  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  first  Notice  of  Motion  which 
stands  on  the  Order  Book  for  Friday, 
March  16,  involves  a  direct  censure  upon 
a  Member  of  the  Government,  as  well  as 
a  grave  Constitutional  question,  the  Gk)- 
yernment  will  re-consider  their  deter- 
mination to  take  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
that  day  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  AVestminster)  :  I  was 
not  aware  of  the  fact  mentioned  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
Government  have  appropriated  nearly 
the  whole  time  of  the  Session.  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  see  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  arrange  the  Business  of  the 
House,  so  far  as  it  is  in  their  power  to  do 
so,  having  regard  to  the  relative  impor- 
tance of  the  Business  which  is  before  the 
House ;  and  I  think  he  will  not  be  sur- 
prised to  hear  that  the  Government  are 
of  opinion  that  the  important  question 
relating  to  the  reduction  of  iutorost  on 
the  National  Debt  is  greater  than  that 
of  the  question  to  which  tlie  right  hon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  refers.  It  is  a 
matter  of  the  highest  importance  to  the 
country  at  large  that  the  question  in- 
volved in  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
for  the  reduction  of  the  interest  on  the 
National  Debt  should  be  disposed  of 
without  delay.  Therefore,  it  is  impos- 
sible for  me  to  comply  with  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  I  hope  ample  time  will  be 
found  to  dispose  of  his  Motion. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
did  not  desire  to  contest  the  view  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  he  asked  for 
an  undertaking  that  the  Government 
would  do  as  they  did  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
on  Friday  last — namely,  to  make  a  House 
at  the  Evening  Sitting. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Govern- 
ment was  bound  to  make  a  House  at  the 
Evening  Sitting  on  Friday  nexf. 
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Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked, 
whether  the  Qovernment  would  promise 
that  at  Morning  Sittings  at  this  early 
period  of  the  Session  Bills  should  not  be 
sneaked  through  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Go- 
vernment was  bound  to  make  the  best 
use  of  the  time  at  their  disposal.  So 
long  as  sufficient  Notice  was  given  of  the 
Business  which  the  Qovernment  pro- 
posed to  take,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  see  that  he  had  no  reason 
to  complain  if  they  availed  themselves 
of  every  opportunity  of  forwarding 
Public  Business. 

Mr.  DILLON  inquired,  whether  the 
Government  proposed  to  use  the  Morn- 
iog  Sitting  on  Friday  for  the  purpose  of 
passing  the  Parliamentary  Under  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  say  at  present. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  they  ought  to  have 
Notice  not  later  than  to-morrow  morn- 
ing. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND\A.ND 
WALES)  BILL. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RircniE) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  think 
it  is  right  that  I  should  inform  the  House 
that  I  propose,  on  Monday  next,  to  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  introduce  the 
Local  Government  Bill.  It  will  be  the 
first  Order. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man inform  the  House  when  it  is  likely 
the  Bill  will  be  printed  and  circulated  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  It  is  a  very  heavy 
Bill ;  and  I  think  it  probable  that  it  will 
not  be  circulated  for  a  week  or  10  days 
after  I  have  asked  leave  to  introduce  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  May  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  after  the  answer  he  has 
given,  whether  he  will  undertake,  as  I 
am  quite  sure  he  will,  to  expedite  the 
printing  of  the  Bill  to  the  best  of  his 
ability  ?  because  I  think  I  may  say  it  is 
a  very  unusual  thing  for  a  Government 
Bill  not  to  be  laid  on  the  Tcble  until 
10  days  after  the  preliminary  statement 
in  moving  for  leave.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  observe  that  the  country  | 
will  not  be  in  a  position  to  make  itself 
master  of  the  provisions  of  so  complicated 
a  measure,  however  able  the  statement 


with  regard  to  it  may  have  been,  until 
it  is  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  understand  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  quite  real- 
ized the  great  desirability  of  letting  the 
House  have  the  Bill  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible after  leave  to  introduce  has  been 
g^ven,  and  I  will  do  all  in  my  power  to 
see  that  the  utmost  speed  is  used  in 
printing  it,  and  I  hope  that  it  may  be 
printed  within  a  week  at  any  rate. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked,  whether  there  was  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  circulation 
of  a  Bill  of  such  importance,  which  had 
been  so  many  months  in  preparation, 
had  been  so  long  delayed  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  cannot  answer  the 
Question  off-hand ;  but  I  am  told  that  it 
is  not  unusual  for  the  circulation  of  a 
Bill  of  this  magnitude  to  be  delayed  for 
an  equal  length  of  time. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) : 
May  we  rely  upon  having  the  Bill  circu- 
lated before  the  Easter  Recess  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes ;  certainly. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-THE  FINANCIAL 

STATEMENT. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St. 
Fancras,  S.) :  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said,  the  other  day,  that  he 
would  make  his  Budget  Statement  next 
Monday.  Now  we  are  told  that  the 
Local  Government  Bill  is  to  be  intro- 
duced on  that  day.  When,  then,  will 
the  Budget  be  taken  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  On  this  day  fortnight. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DA  T. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 
FIRST   READINO. 

Resolutions  [March  9]  reported. 

Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
what  is  the  estimated  amount  of  the 
bonuses  to  be  given  to  the  holders  of 
Consols  and  Reduced  Threes;  what  is 
the  estimated  amount  involved  in  the 
fee  of  \8,  6d.  in  respect  of  agency; 
whether  he  is  in  a  position,  before  the 
second  reading,  to  state  the  number  of 
each  class  of  holders  in  each  class  of 
Stock  of  £1,000,  £2,000,  and  £3,000 
respectively;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
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gard  to  the  fact  that  this  is  the  largest 
conyersion  that  has  ever  taken  place  of 
Oovemment  Stock,  and  the  enormous 
number  of  persons  who  are  interested 
in  it,  the  Government  think  that  Friday 
is  not  rather  too  soon  for  the  second 
reading? 

The  OHANOELLORof  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  In  regard  to  the 
estimated  amount  of  bonus  and  agents' 
commission,  it  is,  of  course,  utterly 
impossible  to  say  to  what  extent  the 
holders  of  Consols  and  Eeduced  Threes 
are  likely  to  come  in.  There  is  one 
standard  which,  if  he  likes,  the  hon. 
Member  can  apply  in  order  to  get  at  the 
maximum,  by  assuming  that  the  whole  i 
of  the  holders  of  Consols  and  Beduced  j 
Threes  will  be  likely  to  come  in.  Of 
course,  on  the  large  amount  of  Stock 
held  by  Government  Departments,  no 
agents'  commission  will  be  paid.  With 
regard  to  the  number  of  holders,  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  repeat  the  Question,  I 
will  try  to  get  the  information.  It  will, 
I  believe,  be  absolutely  indispensable, 
and  according  to  precedent,  that  the 
dissents  should  be  required  within  a 
reasonable  time.  Indeed,  the  whole 
operation  might  be  jeopardized  by  too 
extended  an  interval  being  given.  I 
did  not  allude  to  it  in  my  speech  on 
Friday  last,  because  I  preferred  to  rely 
entirely  on  our  own  precedents  ;  but  in 
the  case  of  a  very  large  conversion  re- 
cently undertaken  in  France,  only  10 
days  was  given  to  the  dissentients  to 
express  their  dissent.  I  shall  hope  to 
bo  supported  by  the  House  in  pushing 
the  Bill  through  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
and,  of  course,  every  possible  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  to  ventilate  the 
conditions  in  the  country. 

Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Courtney,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith, 


Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  164.] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  Friday,  at  Two  of  the  clock." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  that  this  practically  meant  the 
settling  of  a  Morning  Sitting  on'  which 
the  Government  might  take  any  other 
Business  besides  the  National  Debt  Bill. 
With  a  view  to  the  scheme  being  con- 
sidered on  its  merits  last  Friday,  there 
was  an  absolute  cessation  of  hostilities 
relating  to  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the  Govern- 
ment took  advantage  of  that  state  of 
affairs  to  press  on  other  Business.  He, 
therefore,  wanted  to  know  whether  it 
was  intended  next  Friday  to  break  up 
the  truce  by  putting  down  controyersial 
matters  after  the  National  Debt  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  only  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  should  be  set  down  for  2  o'clock 
on  Friday,  and  it  was  not  competent  to 
enter  into  any  other  question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  submitted  that 
the  fixing  of  the  National  Debt  Bill 
would  afford  the  Government  the  oppor- 
timity  of  putting  other  Business  down. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  it  did  not  follow 
that  other  Business  would  be  set  down. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  would  endeavour 
so  to  arrange  the  Business  for  the  early 
Sitting  on  Friday  as  not  to  provoke 
opposition. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  thought  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  might  make  himself  quite  easy, 
for  the  Government  were  not  likely  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  proceeding  with 
other  Business. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


STATEMENT 


OF 


THE  FIRST  LORD  OF  THE  ADMIRALTY, 


EXPLANATORY  OF   THE 


NAVY   ESTIMATES,   1888-9. 


{Presented  io  both  Houses  of  Parliament  hy  Command  of  Her  Majesty,) 


New  Form  of  Estimates. 

Wrm  the  view  of  showing  the  exaot  cost  of  the  Anny  and  Navy  respec- 
tively, a  transfer  of  those  Votes  which  in  past  years  provided  for  Army 
requirements,  and  were  borne  on  Navy  Estimates,  has  been  made  to  the  Army 
Estimates,  and  a  similar  transfer  has  been  made  from  Military  to  Naval  Votes. 
The  same  principle  has  been  worked  out  in  detail  in  the  Navy  Votes  themselves, 
which  have  been  so  recast  as  to  show  the  full  cost,  both  direct  and  indirect,  of 
every  separate  establishment  or  branch  of  the  Navy. 

A  Memorandum  by  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  in  fuller 
explanation  of  the  main  principle  adopted,  is  attached  to  the  Estimates. 


NAVAL  FINANCE. 


Expenditure  of  1887-88,  as  coicfaesd  with  1888-89. 

The  estimated  expenditure  for  the  year  ending  Slst  March  1888  is 
£12,476,800,  and  for  the  year  ending  3 1st  March  1889  £13,082,800,  showing  an 
apparent  increase  of  £606,000.  Taking,  however,  into  account  the  reciprocal 
transfer  to  Army  Estimates  of  the  Military  Transport  Vote  and  to  Navy 
Estimates  of  the  Vote  for  Naval  Ordnance  (a  full  explanation  of  which  is  given 
in  the  Estimates),  the  difference  between  the  Estimates  of  the  two  years  under 
comparison  is  a  net  Decrease  to  Naval  Votes  for  the  year  1888-89  of 
£905,681,  sic. :— 
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Transferred  from  Army  Votes  for  Naval  Armaments      £1,717,561 

Le»s : — 
Transferred  to  Army  Votes  for  Army  Transport  Service       205,980 

£1,611,681 

Ahaie: — 
Apparent  Increase  above  stated  • .  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •         606,000 


Net  Decrease  in  Navy  Estimates,  1888-89       „ .  . .      £905.581 

In  describing  last  year  the  then  position  of  Naval  Finance,  I  pointed  out 
that,  owing  to  the  exceptionally  large  outlay  of  the  last  three  years,  it  would  be 
possible  for  some  years  to  come  to  associate  a  reduction  of  expenditure  with  an 
increase  of  naval  efficiency  and  strength.  By  April  1888  the  great  bulk  of  the 
outlay  necessary  to  bring  the  matiriel  and  personnel  of  our  Fleet  up  to  the 
higher  standard  of  efficiency  will  have  been  incurred,  but  the  benefits  of  that 
increased  expenditure  are  now  only  beginning  to  fully  operate. 

The  financial  policy  of  the  present  Board  has  been  to  wipe  off,  as  rapidly  as 
they  could,  the  large  liabilities  for  shipbuilding  which  had  been  incurred  in 
1885,  and,  until  these  had  been  reduced  to  a  manageable  shape,  to  postpone  the 
commencement  of  an  enlarged  shipbuilding  programme  of  their  own.  By 
adhering  to  this  course  they  have  now  reduced  to  small  dimensions  their  past 
liabilities,  and  completed  with  celerity  the  great  bulk  of  the  ships  previously 
laid  down,  and  known  as  Lord  Northbrook's  Special  Programme. 

Another  cause  has,  however,  largely  contributed  to  the  reduction  of  the 
expenditure  for  the  forthcoming  year.  The  reforms  in  Dockyard  administration, 
begun  in  the  year  1885,  are  now  producing  most  satisfactory  results. 
Supplementary  Estimates  for  building  have  practically  vanished ;  the  cost  of 
repairs  has  much  diminished,  and  much  of  the  work  done  in  the  past  year  has 
been  well  within  the  Estimate  sanctioned.  The  savings  in  labour  and  material 
during  1887-88  have  been  great;  and,  as  prices  showed  a  tendency  to  rise,  and 
as  much  of  the  material  of  the  ships  building,  upon  which  these  economies  had 
been  effected,  was  still  unbought,  we  were  able  to  utilize  a  certain  portion  of  the 
savings  in  the  advantageous  purchase  of  stores.  Curtailment  of  past  liabilities, 
closer  supervision  of  proposed  expenditure,  and  purchases  of  stores  in  advance, 
have  all  contributed  towards  a  diminution  of  the  estimated  outlay  of  1888-89. 
A  synopsis  of  the  work  proposed  to  be  done,  of  the  shipbuilding  programme  to 
be  commenced,  and  of  the  establishments  of  men  to  be  maintained,  will  show 
that  the  strength  and  efficiency  of  the  Navy  will  be  in  all  respects  developed, 
and  not  contracted,  during  the  next  twelve  months. 

Special  Australasian  Squadron. 

At  the  Colonial  Conference,  held  in  London  during  1887,  a  special 
agreement  was  entered  into  between  the  Home  Government  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  Australasian  Colonies,  under  which  a  joint  financial  responsibility 
was  established  between  the  contracting  parties  for  the  creation  and  maintenance 
of  a  sea-going  squadron  of  ships  of  war  to  protect  the  commerce  of  the  Empire 
in  Australasian  waters.  The  peculiarity  of  the  arrangement  consisted,  not 
merely  in  the  establishment  of  a  financial  partnership  between  England  and 
Australasia  for  this  specific  purpose,  but  in  the  apportionment  of  the  liability  so 
incurred.  The  Mother  Country  engaged  to  bear  the  whole  cost  of  building, 
arming,  and  equipping  the  squadron ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  Colonies  under- 
took, when  the  vessels  were  commissioned,  to  meet  the  whole  cost  of  their 
maintenance  and  manning  up  to  a  maximum  of  £91,000  annually  during  time  of 
peace,  and  to  pay  in  addition  a  sum  of  £35,000  annually  for  ten  years,  as  a 
contribution  towards  the  original  cost  of  construction.  The  type,  size,  and 
special  qualities  of  the  vessels  to  be  built  will  be  hereafter  described,  but  they 
will  cost,  when  complete,  between  £800,000  and  £900,000.    Special  proyiBion 
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will  be  made  to  meet  this  liability  under  Act  of  Parliament,  the  clauses  of  which 
will  explain  the  financial  arrangement  proposed.  It  is  estimated  that  £450,000 
to  £500,000  will  be  required  to  meet  the  cost  of  building  these  vessels  during 
the  financial  year  1888-89,  and  a  somewhat  lesser  sum  during  the  following 
year  1889-90,  to  complete  and  render  them  ready  for  commission.  The  ships 
will  be  thus  built  and  completed  in  two  years.  At  the  end  of  that  time,  the 
ships  being  in  commission,  an  annual  sum  of  £91,000  towards  maintenance  will 
be  paid  by  the  Colonies  as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  Navy  Votes,  and  Naval 
Funds  will  for  ten  years  subsequently  receive  this  assistance ;  and  in  like  manner 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  will  be  credited  for  ten  years  with  an  annual  payment 
of  £35,000.  By  promptly  performing  our  portion  of  the  bargain,  and  paying 
for  it  in  two  years,  the  Navy  will  be  augmented  at  the  end  of  that  period  by 
seven  efficient  modern  sea-going  ships,  and  naval  funds  will  then  have  a 
contribution  for  ten  years  to  come  ia  redaction  of  the  sums  annually  voted  by 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  On  the  termination  of  the  ten  years  the  vessels  will 
become  the  exclusive  property  of  the  British  Government. 


SHIPBUILDING    PEOGRAMME. 


Increase  to  Fleet,  1887-88. 

It  was  anticipated  in  February  1887  that  during  the  financial  year  1887-88, 
25  ships,  having  an  aggregate  displacement  tonnage  of  upwards  of  90,000  tons, 
would  be  completed  and  passed  into  the  First  Beserve  as  ready  for  service  in  48 
hours.    Of  these  ships  10  were  armoured,  2  protected,  and  13  unprotected. 

This  Programme  has  been  very  nearly  realized,  and  would  have  been  actually 
carried  out  but  for  delays  in  the  delivery  of  contract-built  ships,  the  non-comple- 
tion of  guns  by  the  promised  dates,  and  the  difficulties  that  have  arisen  in  com- 
pleting some  of  the  contractors'  steam  trials. 

In  the  10  armoured  ships  are  included  5  belted  cruisers,  3  of  which,  for  the 
reasons  given  above,  will  have  to  be  completed  in  the  earlier  months  of  the 
financial  year  1888-89.  Two  vessels  of  the  class,  the  first  delivered,  are  practically 
complete;  and  one  of  these,  the  '* Orlando,"  is  to  be  the  new  flag-ship  on  the 
Australian  Station. 

The  ** Rodney,"  *'Benbow,"  and  "Hero"  are  complete,  except  for  gun- 
trials  and  certain  modifications  of  torpedo  net  defence. 

The  "  Warspite  "  will  be  completed  in  all  respects,  her  gun-trials  having 
taken  place. 

The  **  Howe"  is  practically  complete,  so  far  as  Dockyard  work  is  concerned, 
but  waiting  for  her  barbette  guns,  the  delivery  of  which  has  been  delayed,  but 
which  are  now  promised  at  an  early  date. 

Six  armoured  ships  have,  therefore,  been  completed ;  one  completed  except 
receiving  her  guns  on  board ;  and  three  have  had  their  completion  postponed  for 
a  few  months. 

All  the  protected  and  unprotected  vessels  will  be  completed,  as  proposed,  in 
1887-88 :  the  steam  trials  of  two  or  three  may  have  to  be  fimshed  in  April.  These 
15  vessels*  include  2  protected  18-knot  cruisers  ("  Mersey  "  class),  7  torpedo 
cruisers  (^'Archer"  class  and  " Fearless ")  of  17  knots,  3  torpedo  gunboat» 
("  Battlesnake  "  class)  of  19  knots,  1  composite  sloop,  and  2  g^boats. 

All  these  vessels  will  be  practically  complete  except  two  of  the  torpedo 
cruisers,  whose  steam  trials  have  been  delayed  owing  to  the  failure  of  the  con- 
tractors for  the  engines  to  obtain  in  the  earlier  trials  the  necessary  power. 


*  The  completion  of  the  "Archer  '*  had  to  be  deferred  to  1887-88,oii  account  of  steam  trials, 
80  that  16  yessets  will  be  practically  added  in  that  financial  year. 
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Advancement  of  Ships  Incomplete  in  1887-88. 

In  addition  to  the  foregoing  list  of  ships  completed  during  1887-88,  reference 
must  be  made  to  the  large  amount  of  work  done  in  advancing  other  new  ships, 
as  yet  incomplete. 

Of  the  armoured  ships  the  "  Camperdown,"  **  Anson,  "and  "  Immortalite," 
are  rapidly  approaching  completion,  and  the  further  expenditure  upon  them  will 
be  comparatively  small.  The  protected  cruiser  **Forth,''  the  last  of  the  **  Mersey" 
class,  has  been  pressed  forward,  and  the  '^  Aurora,"  the  last  of  the  belted 
cruisers,  has  had  large  sums  spent  upon  her. 

The  progress  of  the  *' Trafalgar  "  and  ''Nile"  has  been  exceptionally 
rapid,  the  armour  plating  of  the  hiul  of  the  former  being  now  complete.  It  is 
believed  that  the  ''  Trafalgar"  will  be  completed  in  the  year  1889-90. 

Advancement  of  Ships  Laid  Down  in  1887-88, 

Good  progress  has  also  been  made  on  the  new  vessels  laid  down  in  1887-88 
in  the  Dockyards.  The  two  20-knot  protected  cruisers  building  at  Chatham  liave 
been  pushed  forward  nearly  to  the  stage  of  launching ;  the  similar,  but  sheathed, 
cruiser  at  Portsmouth  has  been  advanced  considerably  beyond  what  was  contem- 
plated in  the  Estimates  for  1887-88.  The  two  composite  sloops  ('*3^ymphe" 
and  '^ Daphne")  are  almost  ready  for  launching,  and  the  6  gunboats  of  the 
''  Pheasant"  class  have  been  advanced  as  was  intended. 

It  was  found  to  be  advantageous  for  the  economical  employment  and  distri- 
bution of  workmen  that  four  ships,  not  contained  in  the  Estimates  of  1887-88, 
and  additional  to  the  authorized  programme,  should  be  laid  down  and  com- 
menced during  that  financial  year.  These  vessels  were  required  for  special 
service  and  reliefs,  and  consisted  of  three  gunboats  (of  the  **  Battler  "  class 
modified)  and  a  paddle  steamer  for  surveying  service.  The  three  gunboats  are 
building  at  Pembroke. 

Contract  Wokk  in  1887-88. 

The  work  on  ships  building  by  contract  in  1887-88  has  very  nearly  kept  pace 
with  the  programme;  of  the  five  belted  cruisers,  the ''Orlando"  and  ''Undaunted" 
were  delivered  within  the  contract  time :  the  remaining  vessels  were  not  delivered 
until  the  contract  dates  had  been  exceeded. 

The  "Victoria,"  formerly  "Eenown,"  but  re-named  in  honour  of  Her 
Majesty's  Jubilee,  was  launched  early  in  April  last  year,  and  it  is  probable  she 
will  be  delivered  in  April  next,  or  three  years  from  the  date  of  the  contract, 
and  six  months  within  the  guaranteed  period. 

The  sister  vessel  "Sanspareil"  was  launched  in  May,  1887,  and  it  is 
anticipated  that  her  delivery  will  also  take  place  some  months  within  the  period 
allowed  by  the  contract. 

The  completion  of  these  two  powerful  iron-clads  will  bring  to  an  end  the 
Special  Programme  of  188«'>,  originated  by  Lord  Northbrook,  so  that  it  may 
be  anticipated  that  the  expenditure  involved  in  carrying  out  that  Programme 
will  be  almost  concluded  during  the  year  1888-89.  The  actual  date  of 
completion  of  these  two  ships  for  service  depends  upon  the  dates  of  delivery 
of  the  1 1 0>ton  turret  guns,  and  this  may  lead  to  some  expenditure  upon  them 
in  1889-90. 

During  1887-88  the  only  new  vessels  ordered  by  contract  were  the  sheathed 
protected  cruisers  "Magicienne"  and  "Marathon,"  which  are  being  built  by 
the  Fairfield  Company,  Glasgow  ;  the  engines  being  supplied  by  Messrs.  Haw- 
thorn, Leslie,  &  Co.  These  vessels  are  being  advanced  very  rapidly,  and  the 
contract  provides  for  their  delivery  at  the  end  of  this  year  (1888). 

The  work  done  by  private  firms  in  connection  with  the  machinery  of  H.M. 
Ships  during  1887-88  has  been  of  remarkable  magnitude  and  importance.  Con- 
tinual advances  in  the  speed  of  war  ships  jnvolve  the  construction  of  machinery 
of  ever  increasing  power,  and  the  introduction  of  successive  improvements.    In 
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this  continuous  effort  the  professional  officers  of  the  Admiralty  have  had  the 
advantage  of  the  co-operation  and  assistance  of  the  most  eminent  priyate  firms  of 
marine  engineers  who  contract  for  the  machinery.  Some  of  the  trials  made 
during  the  year  1887-88  have  been  of  exceptional  interest;  as  for  example  those 
of  the  '*  Anson,'*  the  **  Orlando,"  *«  Galatea,"  and  *'  Rattlesnake."  The  decision 
to  adopt  triple  expansion  engines  has  been  amply  justified  by  the  results  so  far 
attained.  In  not  a  few  cases  the  engine  power  and  speeds  estimated  in  tbe  stago 
of  design  have  been  considerably  exceeded  on  trial. 

Torpedo  Boats. 

During  the  year  1887-88  all  the  first  class  torpedo  boats  (20  in  number, 
from  125  to  150  feet  in  length)  have  been  completed,  and  a  considerable 
amount  of  experience  has  been  obtained  with  boats  of  the  various  types  on 
actual  service. 

At  the  close  of  1887-88  we  shall  possess  80  first  class  torpedo  boats  and  63 
second  class  boats,  of  which  latter  12  are  built  of  wood  and  51  of  steel. 

It  is  contemplated  to  order  6  first  class  torpedo  boats,  and  10  second  class 
boats  in  1888-89. 

The  decision  of  the  Board  contained  in  my  statement  of  last  year,  by  whic  h 
they  determined  to  discontinue  the  building  of  torpedo  boats  ior  iea-going purpo9ei 
and  to  substitute  vessels  of  a  much  larger  displacement,  was  amply  justified  by 
the  experiments  of  the  past  year.  A  squadron  of  24  first  class  boats  was  com- 
missioned for  purposes  of  exercise  and  tactics  in  the  Channel.  The  cruise  was  of 
great  value  in  testing  the  detailed  fittings  and  equipment  of  the  boats,  comparing 
the  different  types,  and  iu  giving  experience  to  officers  and  crews  in  the  manage- 
ment of  torpedo  boats  and  their  machinery ;  and  the  benefits  arising  therefrom 
were  fully  manifested  when  33  torpedo  boats  were  subsequently  commissioned  for 
service  during  the  Naval  Manoeuvres  of  August  188/.  These  two  cruises,  how- 
ever, confirmed  the  previous  opinion  of  the  Board,  that  this  class  of  boat,  although 
doubtless  of  great  value  for  the  protection  of  ports  and  their  vicinity,  are  not  well 
suited  to  accompany  fleets  at  sea,  and  in  bad  weather  would  be  a  source  of  anxiety. 
The  result  of  these  experiments  has  been  confirmed  by  the  manoeuvres  elsewhere 
of  torpedo  boats  of  foreign  nations. 

Torpedo  Gunboats. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Torpedo  Gunboat,  the  ''  Eattlesnake,"  has  been  an 
undoubted  success,  for  it  has  been  actively  employed  during  last  year,  taking  part 
in  the  experimental  cruise  of  the  Torpedo  Flotilla,  and  also  in  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  of  August,  1887.  On  the  whole  her  performances  have  been  most 
satisfactory ;  and  her  power  of  maintaining  a  high  rate  of  speed  and  thorough 
habitability  under  circumstances  of  wind  and  sea,  which  compel  even  the  largest 
torpedo  boats  to  slow  down,  has  been  conclusively  established. 

In  view  of  the  ascertained  qualities  of  the  '^  Kattlesnake,"  and  of  what  is 
being  done  by  other  Navies  in  the  construction  of  similar  vessels,  a  design  has 
been  approved  for  a  larger  and  swifter  vessel  than  the  ^^Battlesnake."  The 
'^  Sharpshooter,"  provided  for  the  Estimates  of  1887-8,  has  been  commenced  at 
Devonport,  and  arrangements  have  been  made  for  building  six  other  vessels  of 
the  type  at  Devonport  and  Chatham  in  1888.  These  vessels  have  a  displacement 
of  735  tons,  as  against  the  590  tons  of  the  ''Battlesnake,"  and  this  additional 
tonnage  is  associated  with  a  speed  of  21  knots,  as  against  19  knots  of  the  smaller 
vessel.  The  armament  is  proportionately  stronger.  The  completion  of  the 
vessels  of  this  type,  which  are  both  building  and  about  to  be  laid  down,  will  give 
a  total  of  1 1  Torpedo  Gunboats  to  the  Navy. 

Steamiko  Trials  of  Shipb  in  Commission. 

In  order  to  test  thoroughly  the  steaming  capabilities  of  new  ships,  orders 
were  given  last  year  to  make  trials  extending  continuously  over  four  days,  the 
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machinery  being  worked  by  the  ordinary  oomplements  of  the  ships.  Trials  such 
as  these  made  on  foreign  stations,  with  die  bottoms  of  the  ships  in  various  condi- 
tions and  under  different  circumstances  of  wind  and  weather,  are  of  value  chiefly 
as  indications  of  the  power  that  can  be  developed  continuously,  and  are  not 
evidences  of  the  speeds  which  the  vessels  can  attain  under  the  most  favourable 
conditions.  It  is  satisfactory  to  report  that  no  less  than  70  to  80  per  cent  of  the 
contract  horse-power  developed  on  the  measured  mile  or  6  hours'  contractors' 
trials,  has  been  developed  under  the  severer  conditions  of  96  hours'  continuous 
steaming. 

Method  of  Pkeparinq  Shipbuildino' Programme,  1888-89. 

The  Programme  of  New  Construction,  to  be  undertaken  in  the  coming 
financial  year,  has  been  most  thoroughly  considered  and  discussed  by  the  Board. 
In  framing  it,  full  consideration  has  been  bestowed  upon  the  requirements  of  the 
Fleet,  in  relation  to  reliefs,  the  various  special  services  required  of  H.M.  ships  on 
foreign  stations,  and  the  ''waste"  of  the  Navy  resulting  from  ships  becoming 
obsolete  through  age  or  the  progress  of  invention.  A  careful  examination  was 
also  made  into  the  composition  of  the  squadrons  abroad,  and  a  standard  of  strength 
wad  fixed  both  for  reserves  at  home  as  well  as  for  stations  abroad,  up  to  which  the 
Fleet  should  always  be  maintained.  The  condition  and  character  of  the  ships 
already  in  progress,  as  well  as  their  state  of  advancement,  have  also  been  kept  in 
view.  Moreover,  a  careful  examination  has  also  been  made  of  the  Shipbuilding 
Policy  now  being  pursued  by  Foreign  Navies,  the  progress  made  on  ships  yet 
incomplete  belonging  to  these  Navies  and  the  liabilities  yet^remaining  to  be 
discharged. 

In  order  that  the  necessary  time  might  be  given  to  the  consideration  of  these 
complex  conditions,  the  building  programme  was  taken  in  hand  early  in  the 
autumn  of  last  year.  As  the  Estimates  of  expenditure  for  the  forthcoming  year 
are  always  prepared  in  November,  it  was  believed  that  if  the  number  and  size  of 
the  ships  to  be  built  could  be  definitely  settled  before  the  Votes  for  the  material 
and  labour  to  be  required  in  the  Dockyard  were  considered,  considerable  economy 
would  result  from  the  store  and  labour  estimate  being  based  on  confirmed  data, 
and  not  upon  assumption  and  contingency.  By  placing  before  the  Dockyard 
officials  and  various  purchasing  departments  of  the  Admiralty  the  exact  amount 
of  work  and  of  stores  they  were  expected  to  provide,  the  Estimates  have  been 
prepared  with  much  greater  accuracy  and  closeness  than  was  possible  when  the 
conditions  were  reversed. 


New  Ships  to  be  Built. 

After  completing  the  7  armoured  ships  before  alluded  to,  there  will  remain 
in  hand  the  following  armoured  vessels  when  the  next  financial  year  closes : — 

**  Victoria," 
"  Sanspareil," 
"  Aurora," 
'*  Nile," 
"Trafalgar," 

and  of  these  the  first  three  will  be  approaching  completion,  while  considerable 
expenditure  will  still  have  to  be  incurred  on  the  '*  Nile  "  and  "  Trafalgar." 

0 

The  Board,  therefore,  decided  not  to  lay  down  during  1888-9  any  new  iron- 
clads. They  propose,  however,  to  re-engine  the  "Superb"  and  "Thunderer," 
and  re- arm  the  latter.  Provision  for  these  purposes  has  been  made  in  this  year's 
Estimates. 
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Excluding  for  the  moment  the  special  squadron  for  Australasian  service,  the 
ibllowing  are  the  new  vessels  to  be  built  in  1888-9  : — 

9 — Protected  Ships  : — 

First  Glass  Oruisers  . .         . .  2 

Torpedo  Depot  Ship  and  Torpedo  Boat  Carrier   . ,  1 
Third  Glass  Gruisers 

Steel  Bottomed         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  2 

Sheathed  and  Ooppered       . .         . .         . .         . .  4 

14 — Unprotected  Ships : — 

Sloops  ("  Buzzard  "  type) 2 

Gunboats  *  ("  Rattler"  type,  improved)  . .         . .  6 

Torpedo  Ounboats  (**  Sharpshooter  "  type)        . .  6 

1  Sailing  Brig  (training  boys)        1 

24 

Ail  these  vessels,  with  the  exception  of  one  first-class  and  one  third-class 
oniiser,  and  two  composite  gunboats,  will  be  built  in  the  Dockyards. 

The  special  squadron  for  service  in  Australasian  waters  is  to  consist  of 
5  Protected  Gruisers  (new  design). 

2  Torpedo  Gunboats  (**  Sharpshooter  "  type). 


•  • 


It  is  proposed  to  construct  these  7  vessels  by  contract. 

The  total  number  of  vessels  to  be  laid  down  is  31,  comprising  an  aggregate 
displacement  of  60,000  tons. 

DESCRiPTioir  OF  New  Designs. 

After  fully  considering  all  the  vessels  of  the  cruiser  classes  in  existence, 
bnilding,  or  proposed  for  Foreign  Navies,  and  those  completed  or  in  progress  for 
the  Hoyal  Navy,  it  has  been  decided  to  construct  two  vessels  (*' Blake"  and 
"  Blenheim  ")  which  shall  surpass  in  speed,  coal  endurance,  protection,  and 
armament,  anything  hitherto  attempted.    Their  dimensions  are 

Length 

Breadth         . .         . .         . .         •  •         •  • 

Displacement  (about) 

Speed  (with  full  speed  supply)  on  measured  mile 

At  sea  (continuous  steaming) 

Badius  of  action — 

Speed  of  10  knots,  about    . . 

Speed  of  20  knots,  about     . . 

The  armament  will  be  definitely  determined  when  the  trials  of  the  larger 
natures  of  quick-firing  guns,  now  in  progress,  have  been  completed.  Provision- 
ally it  includes 

2  9'2-in.  (22-ton)  bow  and  stern  chasers, 
10  6-in.  (5-ton)  quick-firers,  broadside, 
IS  3-prs.  quick-firers, 

4  Torpedo  tubes. 

The  supply  of  ammunition  to  the  quick-firing  guns  will  be  of  very 
exceptional  amount ;  and  the  weight  assigned  to  the  armament  considerably  in 
excess  of  that  in  any  other  cruiser. 


•  • 


•  • 


875  feet. 

65    „ 
9,000  tons. 
22  knots. 

20    „ 

15,000    „ 
3,000    „ 

*  This  is  independent  of  the  3  ganboats  of  this  type  ordered  to  be  laid  down  at  Pembroke 
in  September,  1887,  and  not  indladed  in  tbe  original  programme  of  that  year. 

VOL.  CCOXXTTT.   [thibd  sbbees.]  2  G 
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The  protective  steel  deck  will  extend  throughout  the  length,  and  over  the 
machinery,  boilers,  &o. ;  will  have  a  maximum  thickness  of  6  inches,  and  a 
minimum  of  3  inches. 

This  maximum  thickness  of  6  inches  will  afford  the  same  protection  from  the 
direct  blows  of  projectiles,  as  would  a  vertical  plate  of  12  inches  in  thickness. 

The  coal-endurance,  based  upon  the  supply  that  is  to  be  carried  at  the 
maximum  speeds,  is  very  nearly  double  that  provided  for  in  other  cruisers ;  and 
compares  even  more  favourably  with  the  endurance  of  nearly  all  foreign  cruisers  ; 
for  the  service  intended  this  is  a  matter  of  primary  importance. 

The  propelling  engines  will  be  of  the  vertical  triple  expansion  type,  and 
many  new  features  tending  to  the  efficiency  of  the  vessels  when  employed  at 
speeds  varying  over  the  great  range  of  10  knots  to  22  knots  per  hour  will  be 
introduced  into  the  arrangements  of  engines,  boilers,  and  coal  stowage. 

The  condition  of  steaming  continuously  for  long  periods  and  over  grea^ 
distances  at  the  very  high  speed  of  20  knots  per  hour  has  been  made  a  ruling 
condition  in  the  design ;  and  with  forced  draught  spurts  of  several  hours'  duration 
will  be  possible  up  to  22  knots. 

In  the  maintenance  of  these  high  speeds  at  sea,  the  great  length  (for  a 
war-ship),  and  considerable  size  of  the  vessels,  will  obviously  be  of  marked 
advantage. 

As  compared  with  previous  cruisers  these  vessels  are  of  large  displacement, 
but  taking  into  account  their  qualities  above  mentioned — speed,  armament,  coal 
endurance,  and  strong  protection — they  are  not  large  vessels ;  and  as  compared 
with  ike  mercantile  steamers  having  ocean  speed  of  16  to  20  knots  per  hour, 
built  or  building,  the  new  cruisers  are  of  small  size. 

As  protectors  of  commerce  against  regular  or  improvised  cruisers  these 
vessels  will  be  most  useful ;  and  for  many  other  services  they  will  prove  most 
valuable  additions  to  the  Fleet. 

It  is  proposed  to  push  on  their  construction  as  rapidly  as  is  possible. 


Torpedo  Depot  Ship  aito  Tobpedo  Boat  Oabbieb  '*  Vuloan." 

The  value  of  the  **  Hecla "  torpedo  depot  ship  as  an  adjunct  to  our 
principal  squadrons  has  been  most  thoroughly  demonstrated  during  the  last  ten 
years.  The  '^Kecla,"  as  is  well  known,  was  purchased  from  the  Mercantile 
Marine  and  adapted  as  a  torpedo  depot  and  store  ship ;  she  was  also  equipped 
for  carrying  a  number  of  second-class  torpedo  boats.  A  careful  study  of  the 
work  done  by  the  **  Hecla,"  and  the  conditions  now  regarded  as  essential  in  a 
vessel  capable  of  doing  similar  work,  preceded  the  preparation  of  the  design  of 
the  vessel  about  to  be  laid  down  at  Portsmouth.  This  design  is  altogether  novel 
in  character,  and  has  been  worked  out  in  the  utmost  detail  during  the  last  two 
years. 

The  ** Vulcan"  may  be  briefly  described  as  a  swift  protected  cruiser, 
lightly  armed,  with  a  large  coal  endurance ;  fitted  with  special  appliances  for 
lifting  and  carrying  a  considerable  number  of  the  largest  type  of  second-class 
torpedo  boats ;  while,  in  addition,  she  will  be  equipped  with  laboratory, 
workshop,  a  powerful  torpedo  armament,  a  large  supply  of  torpedoes,  stores, 
submarine  mines,  and  electrical  appliances  of  all  kinds.  She  will  ne  capable  of 
protecting  herself  against  all  except  the  largest  class  of  cruisers ;  her  speed  will 
exceed  that  of  most  cruisers  and  all  armoured  vessels.  She  will  be  a  base  of 
operations  for  a  torpedo  boat  flotilla  or  the  torpedo  boats  of  a  Fleet;  have  the 
means  of  repairing  torpedoes,  torpedo  boats,  and  their  machinery ;  be  a  practice 
ship  for  all  kinds  of  torpedo  work — submerged  and  above  water — and  will  carry 
all  the  gear  required  for  submarine  mining  operations  on  a  large  scale. 
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The  principal  dimensions  are : — 

Length .  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •         •  •       350  feet. 

Breadth  . .         , .         . .         . .         . .        58   ,, 

Displacement  (about)  6,600  tons. 

Speed  (with  full  coal  supply) — 

On  measured  mile  . .         •  •         .  •         20  knots. 

At  sea  (continuous  steaming)  . .         . .         18    ,, 
Eadius  of  action  — 

Speed  of  10  knots  (about)        . .         . .         12,000  knots. 
Speed  of  18  knots      „  •  •         . .  3,000     „ 

Armament : — 

8    36-prs.  (quick-firers). 
12  3-prs.        ,«         ,, 
4  to  6  Torpedo-tubes. 

The  protective  steel  deck  will  extend  throughout  the  length,  and  oyer 
machinerj,  boilers,  &c.,  will  have  a  maximum  thickness  of  5  inches,  and  a 
minimum  of  2^  inches. 

Hydraulic  power  is  to  be  applied  throughout  the  vessel  on  a  large  scale,  for 
lifting  the  boats  and  doing  all  kinds  of  work. 

Third  Class  Cruisers. 

Two  types  of  these  cruisers  have  been  decided  upon,  identical  in  armament, 
rig,  and  protection,  but  differing  in  structure,  propelling  machinery,  and  boilers, 
speed  and  coal  endurance. 

For  distant  service  on  stations  where  docking  accommodation  does  not  exist, 
or  may  not  be  available  in  time  of  war,  it  has  been  decided  to  build  four  vessels 
(''Blanche"  class),  having  their  steel  hulls  sheathed  with  wood,  and  coppered. 
These  vessels  will  have  only  light  fore-and-aft  steadying  sails. 

Their  dimensions  are — 

Length           . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  220  feet. 

Breadth         . .         . .         . .         . .         . .  35    ,, 

Displacement  (about)          1,600  tons. 

Speed  (with  full  coal  supply) — 

On  measured  mile        16}  knots. 

At  sea  (continuous  steaming) .  •         . .  15       „ 

Badius  of  action  at  10  knots  (about)        . .  3,500      ,, 

Armament : — 

6    36-pr8.  (quick-firers). 
4     3-pr8.  „ 

2    Torpedo  tubes. 

The  protective  steel  deck  will  extend  throughout  the  length,  and  have  (over 
vitals)  a  maximum  thickness  of  2  inches,  and  a  minimum  of  1  inch. 

The  engines  will  be  of  the  vertical  triple  expansion  type,  and  the  boilers  of 
ihe  ordinary  return  tube  marine  type.  Twin  screws  will  be  adopted  as  in  all 
other  modern  cruisers. 

For  service  from  a  base,  such  as  in  the  Channel  Squadron,  or  the  Mediter- 
ranean, it  has  been  decided  to  construct  two  steel-bottomed  third-class  cruisers 
C'Bellona"  class),  which  (as  explained  above)  resemble  the  **  Blanche  "  class  in 
armament  and  protection,  but  have  higher  speed.  In  these  vessels  the  modified 
locomotive  type  of  boiler,  which  has  achieved  success  in  the  torpedo  eunboats, 
will  be  fitted.  A  maximum  speed  of  19 J-  knots  will  thus  be  secured  ;  the  vessels 
will  be  about  50  feet  longer  than  the  '* Blanche"  class,  and  of  200  tons  greater 
displacement.    Their  coal  endurance  at  10  knots  will  be  about  2,600  knots. 

TO&PBDO   QUKBOATS   ( *  *  ShAKPSHOOTKR  "    TyPB). 

This  is  also  a  new  design,  the  leading  features  of  which  have  been  already 
described.    Its  preparation  completes  a  series  of  new  designs  for  vessels  of 

%  Q  2 
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altogether  exceptional  speed  and  armament,  which  have  engaged  the  dose 
attention  of  the  Director  of  Naval  Construction  and  his  Department  for  more 
than  a  year,  and  have  involved  a  very  large  amount  of  labour  and  discussion. 

Taking  these  new  types  in  association  with  previous  cruiser  designs,  it 
appears  that  there  has  been  effected  a  virtual  reconstruction  of  the  cruiser 
classes,  as  will  appear  from  the  fdllowing  summary : — 


Tons. 

•     • 

Speed. 

Protected.— "  Blake  *»  class 

„           **  Vulcan  "  class  (torpedo  depOt  ship) 
Armour  Belted.— *' Orlando  "  class    ••                ••                •• 

Protected,— *' Mersey "  class              ••               ••               •• 

„           «  Medea  "class 

y,           For  Australasian  service-.  • 

„           *<  Bellona  "  class 

„            «  Blanche  "  class 
Unprotected. — "  Archer  "  class         .  •                . .                • . 

„           <*  Rattlesnake  "  class 

„            "Sharpshooter" 

9,000 
6,600 
5,600 
4,000 
2,080  to  8,000 
2,500 
1,800 
1,600 
1,770 

550 

780 

Knots. 

22 

20 
8-16 

18 
20  to  19} 

19 

19i 

16} 

17 
18^  to  19 

21 

Of  those  new  types  all  the  designs  have  been  prepared  within  the  last  two  years, 
except  those  for  *' Orlando,"  **  Mersey,"  **  Archer,"  and  '' Rattlesnake"  classes. 
The  completion  and  trials  of  these  vessels  will  be  pressed  forward  with  all 
possible  despatch. 

Sloops,  ** Beagle"  and  "Basilisk." 

These  vessels  are  to  be  practically  reproductions  of  the  ''Buzzard,"  and  are 
specially  intended  for  service  on  distant  foreign  stations.  They  are  twin-screw 
unprotected  sloops  of  about  1,150  tons  displacement,  and  14^  knots  measured 
mile  speed,  with  160  tons  qi  coal. on  board.  Including  the  '* Swallow,"  which 
has  been  in  commission  for  some  time,  there  are  four  vessels  of  the  class  built  and 
building.  The  two  new  vessels  are  to  be  built  with  steel  hulls,  wood  sheathed, 
and  coppered ;  their  predecessors  are  composite^built.  They  will  have  a  fair 
amount  of  sail,  but  this  is  auxiliary  only  to  their  steam  power. 

Gunboats  (** Magpie"  Class). 

The  policy  of  the  Board  in  regard  to  the  smaller  vessels  of  the  Navy  was  last 
year  fully  explained,  but  it  may  be  as  well  to  briefly  recapitulate. 

The  magnitude  and  variety  of  our  trade  and  commerce,  and  the  over- 
whelming proportions  of  our  sea- going  tonnage  as  compared  to  that  of  any  other 
country,  impose  upon  the  Navy  of  this  country  active  duties  abroad  of  a  very 
exceptional  character.  The  functions  thus  discharged  by  our  Fleet  are  a  national 
necessity,  and  the  benefits  derived  from  the  adequate  performance  of  this  work 
are  ubiquitous  and  shared  in  by  foreign  nations.  Yet  the  dangerswhioh  threaten 
our  commerce  in  war  time  so  differ  from  those  against  which  they  are  guarded 
during  peace,  that  it  is  no  easy  matter  to  make  the  whole  of  our  Navy  equally 
available  and  effi.ci6nt  for  the  discharge  of  both  duties.  Vessels  of  light  draught 
and  small  displacement  can,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  utilized  for  both  purposes, 
provided  they  are  armed  with  the  most  efFoctive  of  modern  guns  and  have  a 
certain  speed.  Their  number  must,  however,  be  curtailed,  other n^ise  too  large  a 
proportion  of  our  naval  expenditure  will  he  absorbed  in  vessels  whose  employ- 
ment and  utility  during  war  must  be  confined  to  a  very  limited  sphere  of  action. 

The  Board,  finding  it  necessary  to  replace  the  obsolete  gunboats  and  ships  now 
serving  abroad,  determined  to  build  a  limited  number  ofgunboats  of  an  exception- 
aUy  powerfully  type  in  order  that  they  might  be  able  to  fulfil  the  conditions  I 
bave  describe^* 


d05  MemobakIjum—Navy  Estimates,  1888-9.  905 

Nine  additional  gunboats  haye  therefore  been  ordered.  They  are  practically 
identical  with  the  vessels  of  the  '^  Pheasant "  class ;  but  in  order  to  provide  for  the 
4  per  cent,  ''margin  for  contingencies"  ordered  by  the  Board,  they  have  been 
made  1  foot  broader  and  about  50  tons  greater  displacement  than  the  **  Pheasant." 

The  Board's  decision  on  this  matter  was  arrived  at  in  full  view  of  the  circum- 
stances attending  the  sad  loss  of  the  **  Wasp,"  so  far  as  those  circumstances  can 
ever  be  known.  Having  carefully  reconsidered  all  the  particulars  of  her  design 
in  comparison  with  the  corresponding  particulars  for  preceding  classes  of  gun- 
boats, whose  performances  during  a  period  of  30  years  have  been  found  most 
satisfactory,  the  Board  reached  the  conclusion  that  the  ''Wasp"  was  in  all 
features  affecting  seaworthiness  and  safety  far  superior  to  the  gunboats  which 
preceded  her ;  and  that  there  was  no  reason  for  modifying  the  design  of  the 
•'  Pheasant "  and  **  Magpie  "  classes. 

The  opinion  of  the  naval  members  of  the  Board,  after  a  full  and  exhaustive 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  is  recorded  in  the  Appendix. 

These  gunboats  wiU  be  substituted  for  the  various  types  and  classes  of  gun 
▼easels  and  gunboats  now  in  commission,  none  of  wluch  it  is  proposed  to 
reproduce. 

AUSTBALASIAN  SqUADRON. 

Of  the  seven  vessels  to  be  built  for  this  special  service,  five  are  to  be 
protected  cruisers  and  two  torpedo  gunboats. 

It  has  been  decided  that  the  latter  shall  be  built  from  the  ''  Sharpshooter  " 
design. 

The  protected  cruisers  will  in  their  principal  dimensions  closely  approximate 
to  the  "Medea"  class  of  the  Boyal  Navy,  described  on  page  11  of  last  year's 
Statement.    They  will  be  of  about  2,500  tons  displacement,  have  a  maximum 
speed  of  19  knots,  and  be  identical  in  protection  with  the  "  Medea  "  class. 
Their  armament  will  include — 
8  d6-pr8.  quick-firers. 
8  S-prs.       „         „ 
4  Torpedo  tubes. 
In  the  discussions  which  took  place  at  the  time  of  the  Colonial  Oonf  erence 
these  vessels  were  described  as  "Improved  Archers."     The  substantial  character 
of  the  improvement  will  be  seen  from  the  statement  that  the  new  vessels  will 
possess  the  following  advantages  over  the  "  Archers  "  : — 
2  knots  higher  speed. 
A  strong  protective  deck. 

A  more  modern  armament;  about  10  per  cent,  heavier  in  its  total  weight. 
A  radius  of  action  about  30  per  cent,  greater. 
It  is  anticipated  that  all  these  vessels  will  be  ready  for  service  within  two 
years  from  the  date  of  order. 

Estimated  Tonnage  to  be  Completed. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  following  is  the  amount  of  displacement  tonnage 
which  for  the  three  years  ending  April  1890  will  be  passed  into  the  fleet  ready 
for  commission : — 

1887-88.  1888-89.  1889-90. 


*75,000  77,000  175,000 

Of  this  tonnage  the  following  amount  belongs  to  Lord  Northbrook's  Special 
Programme : — 

1887-88.  1888-89.  1889-90. 


21,800  16,800  21,600 

All  vessels  designed  during  the  present  year  have  a  margin  unappropriated 
for  contingencies  of  4    per  cent,   upon   their  displacement.     The  Board  have 

*  Uhe  reason  for  the  difference  between  the  amount  estimated  last  year  and  that  now  esti- 
mated will  be  found  on  page  5. 

f  Indusive  of  Australasian  Squadron. 
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adopted  Ibis  regulation  to  provide  for  unforeseen  contingencies  or  weights  added 
during  construction,  and  to  keep  the  vessel  to  the  designed  draught,  and  thus 
prevent  the  deeper  immersion  which  the  additional  weights,  for  wmch  no  allow- 
ance has  been  made,  must  otherwise  cause. 


DOCKYARD  ADMINISTRATION. 


The  various  alterations  and  improvements  made  during  the  past  year  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  firmer  and  more  reliable  hold  over  Dockyard  Expenditure 
have  begun  to  realize  satisfactory  results.  The  rapidity  of  construction  shown  in 
the  advance  of  the  iron-clad  '^ Trafalgar"  has  rivalled,  if  not  beaten,  the  best 
record  in  private  shipbuilding  yards,  and  other  ships  building  are  being  pushed 
on  with  almost  equal  celerity.  A  great  reduction  nas  also  been  effected  in  the 
cost  of  building  and  repairs,  and  the  incidental  expenditure — that  is,  the 
annual  outlay  which  hitherto  has  not  been  charged  direct  to  any  special  service, 
has  not  only  been  curtailed,  but  under  new  forms  of  account,  by  which  every 
item  is  brought  to  book,  will  continue  to  decrease. 

The  reform  of  any  great  Government  establishment,  where  the  traditions  and 
usages  of  many  generations  have  established  unwritten  regulations  not  always  in 
accord  with  the  rules  of  the  controlling  authorities,  must  necessarily  be  a  work  of 
gradual  development  and  attended  with  constant  hostile  criticism.  Discharge  of 
redundant  establishments  and  abolition  of  useless  offices  and  the  introduction  of 
stricter  supervision  and  check  over  expenditure  and  work  must  annoy  the 
personal  interests  so  touched.  But  the  general  result  of  the  operations  during 
the  past  two  and  a-half  years  has  been  so  remarkable  and  so  encouraging  that, 
even  at  the  risk  of  going  into  tedious  details,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  bring  them  out 
into  clear  relief.  It  is  due  to  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  and  the  officers  who 
have  unflinchingly  adhered  to  the  policy  of  reform  which  they  themselves  inaugu- 
rated, that  the  magnifUde  of  the  service  they  have  rendered  should  be  known. 

A  large  programme  of  work  and  advancement  was  last  year  estimated  for 
in  work  and  money.  The  programme  has  in  work  almost  been  realized,  but  in 
every  case  where  the  progress  is  below  the  estimate  the  delay  has  been  entirely 
due  either  to  the  failure  of  private  shipbuilders  to  keep  to  the  dates  promised  for 
delivery  of  ships,  to  their  inability  to  pass  the  specified  steam  trials,  or  to  the 
non-delivery  of  promised  guns. 

If  the  estimate  of  work  has  been  maintained,  except  where  outside  causes 
interfered,  the  estimate  of  cost  has  been  largely  diminished. 

Savings  upon  Original  Estimates. 

The  following  tabular  statement  shows  some  of  the  cases  of  savings  upon  the 
original  estimates  for  ships  building ;  but  this  is  not  exhaustive  by  any  means : — 


Name  of  Ship. 


Estimate 
submitted 

by 
Dockyard. 


Estimate 

as 
reduced. 


Actual  cost 

of  work,  or 

Estimate 

to  latest 

date. 


BemarkB. 


I 


•  I 


Trafalgar 

Nilo     . . 

Benbow 

Howe  .. 

Hero    . .         .  •         . . 

Immortalite   . . 

Severn  . . 

Tartar 

No.  81  Torpedo  Boat. . 
Melpomene     • . 
Medea  &  Medusa  (each) 
Nymphe 


•  • 


£ 

686,400 

686,4  00 

37,300 

485,500 

315,000 

203.000 

140,400 

16,370 

7,730 

83,800 

89,376 

40,851 


£ 
640,400» 
646,400« 
34,600 


6,000 
80,980 
76,633 
38,511 


31,100 
472,000 
300,000 
187,000 
133,400 

15,870 
5,750 


Exclusive  of  first  fitting  stores, 
gun  mountings,  and  torpedo 
tubes. 


Exclusive  of  first  fitting  stores. 

Includes  first  fitting  stores  but 
not  gun  mountings. 


£40,000  reduction  for  labour  alone. 
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The  following  tabular  statement,  which  also  is  not  exhaustive,  shows  some 
of  the  savings  that  have  been  effected  upon  ships  repaired  and  re-fitted : — 


Estimate 
submitted 

by 

Dockyard. 

Estimate 

Actual  cost 
of  work,  or 

Name  of  Ship. 

as 
reduced. 

Estimate 

to  latest 

date. 

Bemarks. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Northumberland 

45,300 

24,300 

22,000 

Algerine 

•  •         •  • 

9,230 

9,230 

8,060 

The  Dockvnrd  Estimates  were 

Garnet 

•  •         •  • 

34,950 

32,800 

25  500       ^     ^"^  down  before  being  sub- 
»          ,  f"     mitted,  by  arrangement  with 

Griffon 

•  •         •  • 

15,200 

15,200 

14  160            Director  of  DockyardB. 

Flamingo 

•  •         •  • 

15,450 

15,450 

14,400      J 

Curacoa 

•  •         •  • 

40,100 

33,300 

31,000      1  These  amounts  are  all  exclusive 

Cleopatra 

•  •         •  • 

31,550 

29,900 

29,000             of  gun  mountings  and  torpedo 

Champion 

•  •         •  • 

32,500 

30,000 

29,000     ^       tubes. 

T6m6raire 

45,000 

4,250 

4,300         This  vessel  came  homo    for  a 
thorough   refit  and  for  new 
boilers,  but  it  was  found  upon 
examination  she  could  easily 

i        be    made  good    for    another 
commission,  and  this  was  done 
at   the  small  outlay  shown ; 
thus  postponing  the  large  refit 
for  the  term  of  another  com- 
mission. 

1 

Figures  such  as  the  above  do  not  by  any  means  represent  the  full  effect 
exercised  by  the  Oontroller's  Department  upon  expenditure,  because  much  of 
the  effect  shows  itself,  or  is  now  showing  itself,  in  the  lowering  of  first  estimates 
as  compared  with  many  that  were  formerly  submitted  by  the  Dockyards. 

It  is  noteworthy  that  hardly  any  recent  estimate,  which,  after  careful 
examination  by  the  Oontroller's  Officers,  was  reduced,  has  subsequently  been 
exceeded  by  the  Yards  ;  but  that,  as  a  rule,  there  have  been  substantial  savings 
even  upon  the  reduced  amounts.  This  proves  that  the  Dockyard  Officials  are 
now  heartily  co-operating  with  the  central  authorities,  and  are  watching  care- 
fully the  working  out  of  estimate  and  the  cutting  down  of  unnecessary 
expenditure. 

New  Fobm  of  Estimate  for  Ships  to  be  Built. 

New  forms  of  estimates  for  ships  to  be  built,  and  of  cost  accounts  arranged 
00  as  to  admit  of  detailed  comparison  with  the  various  items  of  the  original 
estimates,  have  been  in  full  operation  during  the  present  year.  Too  much 
importance  cannot  be  attached  to  these  detailed  forms  of  estimates  and  to  the 
cost  accounts  framed  in  agreement  with  them.  Under  these  forms,  when  a  ship 
is  completed,  it  will  be  possible  to  compare  the  details  of  expenditure  with  the 
estimate,  and  to  ascertain  what  department  and  what  class  of  work  is  responsible 
for  any  excess  that  may  occur. 

It  will  also  be  possible  to  closely  compare  the  costs  in  detail  of  shix)s  built 
in  different  dockyards,  and  that  of  dockyard-built  ships  with  those  obtained  by 
contract. 

Independent  Eecohdbbs  of  Work. 

The  establishment  of  independent  recorders  of  work,  who  go  round  at 
intervals  daily  and  note  down  in  the  diaries  the  employment  of  the  men,  La« 
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been  introduced.    This  change,  as  well  as  the  new  form  of  accounts,  are  closely 
assimilated  to  the  methods  and  practice  of  the  best  managed  private  yards. 

Owing  to  want  of  time  ^nd  the  heavy  pressure  of  work  consequent  upon 
these  changes  in  the  Home  Yards,  the  Dockyards  abroad  have  not  yet  been 
subjected  to  a  similar  supervision.  A  certain  economy  has  however  been 
effected,  and  during  the  coming  year  this  will  be  further  developed. 

Economy  in  Employment  op  Ship's  Artificebs  to  Eemedy  Defects. 

The  orders  issued  early  last  year  respecting  the  employment  of  Artificers  in 
repairing  defects,  and  preventing  defects  growing  up  in  Ships  in  Commission, 
have  already  borne  good  fruit.  The  result  is  shown  in  smaller  defect  lists  at 
Malta  and  other  Foreign  Stations,  and  also  in  reduced  expenditure  at  the 
Home  Yards  upon  casual  work  to  this  class  of  ships.  The  expenditure  upon 
casual  work  is  being  gradually  reduced  all  round,  and  I  am  confident  that  as  a 
result  of  the  orders  above  referred  to,  and  of  the  close  examination  now  made 
of  the  details  of  such  work,  considerably  greater  reductions  will  be  made  in  the 
future.  There  will  be  a  saving  upon  labour  employed  on  casual  work  this  year, 
after  including  nearly  £10,000  (not  provided  for)  for  labour  expended  upon  the 
Jubilee  Eeview  requirements. 

Incidental  Expenditttrb. 

The  manner  in  which  incidental  expenditure  has  been  scrutinized  has  led  to 
a  considerable  saving  being  effected  during  1887-88  ;  and  much  larger  additional 
reductions  are  being  arranged  for  in  1888-89. 

Employment  of  Dockyard  Hands  upon  Casual  Work, 

The  cost  of  shipbuilding  has  been  increased  in  the  past,  and  the  progress  of 
the  work  upon  new  construction  much  interfered  with,  oy  the  practice  that  had 
grown  up  of  taking  hands  off  new  ships  or  large  repairs  for  casual  work  as  it 
arose,  or  for  dealing  with  any  temporary  emergency.  The  number  of  men 
employed  in  advancing  new  construction  and  large  repairs  has  thus  been 
subjected  to  all  kinds  of  fluctuations.  The  system  obviously  interferes  with 
progress,  with  methodical  arrangement  of  work,  and  with  cost. 

During  1887-88  large  reductions  (about  2,000  in  all),  through  discharges, 
deaths,  superannuations,  &c.)  have  been  made  in  tbe  Dockyards,  and  these 
reductions  have  caused  such  hardship  in  the  Dockyard  Towns  that  I  did  not 
think  it  advisable  to  discharge,  in  addition,  the  full  numbers  that  might  have 
been  spared  in  every  case,  during  temporary  slackness  of  casuGu  work. 
Temporary  relief  has  been  afforded,  whenever  possible,  by  employing  redundant 
men  upon  work  extra  to  the  Programme,  when  such  work  was  proved  to  be 
necessary.  The  policy  pursued  during  1887-88  has  been  to  discharge  redundant 
hands  as  gradually  as  possible,  and  bring  down  the  number  upon  the  books  to 
what  is  required  as  an  average  for  the  work  of  the  year. 

Now  that  the  numbers  have  been  reduced  to  a  fair  average  for  1888-89,  it 
has  been  decided  to  work,  in  future,  upon  the  principle  of  keeping  a  proper 
number  of  hands  upon  new  ships  without  interruption,  and  not  to  teSce  them  off 
whenever  casual  work  or  cases  of  emergency  arise. 

Instructions  have  just  been  sent  to  the  Superintendents  to  avoid  such 
changes  of  employment  of  men  as  much  as  possible,  in  future,  and  to  enter  and 
discharge  men  as  required  for  casual  work  when  such  men  are  not  available  in 
the  Dockyard  without  disturbing  the  building  programme.  This  class  of  entry 
is  to  be  recogoized  as  casual  and  temporary  only,  and  this  will  be  made  clear  to 
the  men  when  entered. 

Prooress  made  true  Test  of  Shipbuilding  Programme. 

Although  a  large  reduction  of  men  was  necessary  during  1887-88,  the 
amount  of  work  done  was  not  practically  affected  by  the  reduction. 
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Hitherto  it  has  been  the  practice  to  estimate  the  amount  of  shipbuilding 
proposed  by  the  amount  of  money  devoted  to  that  purpose,  and  to  assume  that 
as  the  amount  in  one  of  the  two  years  under  comparison  was  lessened  so  was 
shipbuilding  curtailed.  Such  a  comparison  must  necessarily  be  fallaoious  when 
it  relates  to  two  consecutive  years,  in  one  of  which  estimates  were  prepared 
under  an  old  system,  and  in  the  other  under  new  and  more  economical  method. 
Although  the  aggregate  amount  of  money  proposed  to  be  voted  for  labour  in  the 
Dockyards  in  1888-89  is  less  than  that  voted  for  1887-88.  yet,  by  a  more 
careful  distribution  of  labour,  the  amount  actually  appropriated  to  new 
construction,  and  consequently  the  output  of  work,  will  be  greater. 

From  the  statement  relating  to  depreciation  of  the  Fleet,  appended  to  the 
Estimates,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  sum  of  £2,070,000*  is  required  to  be 
expended  to  maintain  the  Fleet  in  its  present  efficiency.  The  sum  devoted  to 
New  Construction  this  year  is,  exclusive  of  Australasian  cquadron,  £2,971,000. 

Conclusions  to  be  dbawn  ieom  the  Past. 

The  diagnosis  which  our  inquiries  have  enabled  us  to  make  of  the  past 
working  of  the  Dockyard  system  suggests  the  following  remedies : — 

That  when  a  ship  is  laid  down  it  is  essential,  if  cheap  and  rapid  oonstruction 
be  required,  that  the  largest  amount  of  labour  that  can  be  economically 
employed  should  be  put  upon  the  ship  and  kept  there  without  undue 
interference  till  complete. 

That  no  course  can  be  more  injudicious  as  regards  the  actual  cost 
of  building  ships,  or  more  likely  to  put  their  efficiency  out  of  date  when  built, 
than  to  commence  a  large  shipbuilding  programme  with  insufficient  funds. 

That  to  properly  employ  the  various  trades  and  classes  of  labour,  it  is 
necessary  to  lay  down  large  ships  at  intervals,  and  not  simultaneously  in  the 
same  yards. 

That  the  more  rigid  the  system  of  account,  and  the  more  items  that  are 
brought  in  as  direct  charges,  the  greater  is  the  tendency  of  incidental  expen- 
diture to  contract. 

That  if  real  financial  control  is  to  be  exercised  over  shipbuilding  and 
dockyard  expenditure,  it  is  essential  that  the  control  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
men  who  understand  the  nature  of  work  they  supervise  and  of  the  expenditure 
they  check.  No  official,  whatever  may  be  his  aptitude,  who  is  a  purely 
accounting  officer,  can  with  advantage  undertake,  or  have  imposed  on  him, 
such  duties. 

By  adherence  to  these  simple  rules  in  the  future,  to  the  efficiency  of  which 
the  savings  of  1887-88  testify,  we  hope  to  ultimately  enable  the  Dockyards  to 
compete  successfully,  both  in  cost  and  rapidity  of  construction,  with  the 
private  yards  of  the  country. 

The  amount  of  labour  imposed  upon  the  department  of  the  Controller  of 
the  Navy  during  the  last  eighteen  months  has  been  exceedingly  heavy.  The 
completion  of  the  large  ironclads,  with  their  novel  and  multitudinous  fittings 
and  mountings,  the  number  of  new  designs  to  be  worked  out,  and  the 
alterations  both  in  account  and  administrative  detail  necessitated  by  the  change 
in  the  Dockyards,  tested  the  capacity  of  the  department  in  everything  relating 
to  both  the  design  and  building  of  ships,  and  the  management  of  great 
establishments.  The  departmental  officers  have  proved  themselves  fully  equal 
to  the  onerous  task  imposed  on  them,  and  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  point  out  that 
the  State  commands  the  services  of  officials  who  are  able  to  meet  all  the  modem 
requirements  of  the  day,  and  capable  of  giving  to  the  country  a  good  return  for 
the  expenditure  entrusted  to  them. 

*  This  sam  now  includes  gun  mountings  and  incidental  expenditure,  but  excludes,  as 
explained  last  year,  expenditure  upon  "  Nile  "  and  "  Trafalgar.*" 
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NAVAL  OEDNANOE. 


The  recent  re-organization  of  the  War  Office  Department,  under  which  a 
separation  was  made  between  the  oiyil  departments  which  manufacture,  and  the 
combatant  branches  which  use  the  articles  so  manufactured,  facilitated  the 
transfer  to  the  Navy  estimates  of  the  charge  hitherto  borne  on  Army  votes  for 
Naval  Ordnance.  Though  the  Board  of  Admiralty  have  assented  to  the  change, 
they  have  done  so  with  some  hesitation.  The  information  supplied  to  them, 
both  as  to  existing  stock  and  outstanding  liabilities,  is  imperfect,  from  the 
difficulty  the  War  Office  has  experienced  in  apportioning  from  stocks  held  in 
common  for  both  services,  and  contained  in  store-houses  scattered  over  the 
world,  the  exact  amount  to  be  credited  to  the  Navy.  Until  the  Admiralty  are 
in  complete  possession  of  such  information,  though  ready  to  account  for  and 
explain  the  vote  so  transferred,  they  cannot  make  themselves  responsible  for  its 
adequacy.  The  sum  proposed  to  be  taken  is,  judging  from  past  experience,  as 
much  as  can  be  earned  by  the  existing  gun  factories  in  the  country,  and  should 
be  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  the  normal  wants  of  the  year.  Whatever 
deficiency  of  stores  may  exist  at  the  commencement  of  the  financial  year  should 
therefore  be  diminished  at  its  close,  and  the  maintenance  of  the  ordnance  vote  at 
its  present  high  figures  for  a  few  years  to  come  should  bring  up  to  the  requisite 
standard  the  reserves  of  ammunition  and  stores.  In  the  course  of  the  year 
complete  information  on  this  point  will  be  obtained,  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
will  regulate  their  action  accordingly. 

During  the  year  ending  December  31st,  1887,  238  new  Breech-Loading 
Ouns  have  been  issued  to  the  Navy,  including  two  16^-inch  guns  of  111  tons, 
and  four  13^-inch  guns  of  69  tons. 

In  addition  to  these  238  guns,  123  new  guns,  including  one  16^-inch  and 
eleven  13i^-inch  guns,  may  be  completed  by  the  end  of  March  1888.  This  will 
still  leave  254  guns  under  order,  exclusive  of  fresh  guns,  to  be  obtained  in 
1888-89. 

Considerable  delay  has  occurred  in  the  delivery  of  guns  at  the  dates 
previously  promised.  Several  of  the  heavier  ironclads  are  now  awaiting  their 
armament,  and  the  programme  of  Dockyard  work  has  been  deranged,  and  the 
cost  of  completing  ships  has  been  increased  by  these  delays.  So  few 
breech-loading  guns  of  large  calibre  have  hitherto  been  made  in  this  country, 
that  all  concerned  in  their  manufacture,  whether  they  be  private  contractors 
or  Woolwich  factory,  seem  to  have  antedated  the  finish  of  their  work 
and  miscalculated  the  time  necessary  for  its  completion.  As  experience  is  gained 
it  is  to  be  hoped  that  punctuality  of  delivery  will  be  associated  with  it,  and  that 
one  of  the  main  impediments  now  existing  to  the  passing  of  ships  rapidly  into 
the  First  Beserve,  as  ready  for  service,  will  be  removed. 

The  "  Edinburgh''  and  '^ Colossus,"  recently  commissioned,  have  tested  and 
tried  the  working  of  the  new  hydraulic  machinery  upon  which  are  mounted  the 
Breech-Loading  Guns  of  large  calibre,  and  the  results  have  been  satisfactory.  A 
report  of  target  practice  from  the  **  Colossus  '*  has  been  received,  in  which  it  is 
stated  that  four  successivo  rounds  from  one  of  the  43-ton  guns  were  fired  in  six 
minutes  (the  ship  steaming  at  high  speed  and  at  a  distance  of  1,500  yards  from 
the  target),  and  three  hits  were  made. 

The  mountings  for  tho  still  heavior  guns  of  67  and  110  tons  necessarily 
involve  many  important  and  novel  features.  The  tests  with  these  mountings 
have,  up  to  the  present,  been  quite  satisfactory,  and  it  is  hoped  that  the  ships 
armed  with  these  guns  will  soon  carry  out  full  experiments  of  these  armaments 
in  which  more  experience  will  be  gained. 
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During  the  year  important  experiments  have  been  undertaken  with  the  view 
of  extending  the  system  of  metallic  cartridge  in  use  for  the  quick-firing  6-pounder 
and  smaller  guns,  to  guns  up  to  and  including  6  inches  in  calibre. 

These  trials  demonstrated  the  practicability  of  producing  efficient  metallic 
cartridges  of  a  size  hitherto  unattempted,  and  exhibited  the^many  advantages 
which  would  accrue  from  working  ammunition  in  this  form. 

In  considering  the  results  of  this  trial  it  became  apparent  that  great  benefit 
would  result  to  the  service  if,  in  place  of  the  4-inch  and  5-inch  Breech-Loading 
Guns,  at  the  present  time  mounted  somewhat  indiscriminately  in  ships  of  different 
classes,  for  the  future  a  quick-firing  gun  could  be  substituted  of  intermediate 
size,  with  metallic  cartridges  carrying  their  own  means  of  ignition. 

After  trials  and  experiments,  a  gun  firing  a  projectile  of  36  lbs.  was  selected 
as  combining  certain  advantages  which  either  a  lighter  or  heavier  gun  would  fail 
to  secure.  It  is  the  largest  gun  that  can,  with  a  sufficient  supply  of  ammunition, 
be  carried  by  the  torpedo  gunboats  (the  smallest  ships  in  the  service),  and  the 
heaviest  which  can  be  worked  with  a  shoulder-piece  for  training,  a  great  object 
in  the  delivery  of  a  rapid  and  accurate  fire  against  the  attack  of  torpedo  boats. 

Very  greatly  increased  rapidity  of  fire  has  been  obtained  from  this  gun ; 
with  its  special  mounting  and  ammunition,  10  rounds  can  be  fired  in  a  minute, 
as  compared  with  two  rounds  a  minute,  the  limit  of  rapidity  with  the  present 
4  and  5-inch  B.L.  guns.  This  gun  in  future  new  ships  will  supersede  the  4  and 
5-inch  gun. 

A  6-inch  quick-firing  gun  to  fire  a  projectile  of  100  lbs.  is  under  construc- 
tion, and  will  soon  be  ready  for  trial ;  should  this  gun  prove  in  all  respects  as 
satisfactory  as  the  d6-pounder  (which  there  is  every  reason  for  hoping),  it  will 
form  a  most  valuable  addition  to  naval  armaments,  without  the  disadvantage  of 
introducing  a  gun  of  new  calibre  into  the  Naval  Service. 

The  importance  of  the  development  of  rapid  firing  guns  can  only  be  fully 
appreciated  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  in  consequence  of  the  great  speed  of 
future  fighting  ships,  the  practice  from  slow  firing  guns  must  be  most  uncertain 
on  account  of  the  rapid  alteration  of  distance.  The  system  of  mounting  connected 
with  these  quick-firmg  guns  allows  the  firer  to  keep  his  eye  along  the  sights  on 
the  object  while  training  or  elevating  the  gun  himself.  The  operation  of  loading 
is  quite  independent  of  the  firer,  and  means  have  been  found  for  the  electric 
igpiition  of  the  charge,  the  primers  being  so  fitted  that  the  electric  circuit  cannot 
be  completed  till  the  breech  of  the  gun  is  completely  closed.  The  firer  can, 
therefore,  press  the  trigger  whenever  the  sights  are  aligned  on  the  object, 
knowing  that  the  gun  cannot  fire  unless  safe,  and  his  whole  attention  is  thus 
concentrated  on  the  object  he  is  firing  at,  with  the  additional  advantage  of  being 
able  to  rectify  any  miscalculation  of  distance  in  the  preceding  discharge.  Under 
such  conditions  rapid  firing  should  conduce  to  accurate,  rather  than  to  wild 
practice. 

It  is  intended  for  the  future  that  the  36-pr.  and  the  6-inch  100-pr.  quick- 
firing  guns,  together  with  the  9*2-inch  22-ton  gun  in  the  large  unarmoured 
vessels,  should  be  the  main  armament  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy  for  vessels  other 
than  armour-clads,  supplemented  in  all  cases  by  the  light  3-pr.  quick-firing  gun. 

During  the  past  year  131  torpedoes  have  been  manufactured  and  issued 
ready  for  service,  and  a  further  number  of  126  will  will  have  been  issued  by  the 
end  of  the  present  financial  year  1887-88. 
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It  may  be  interesting  to  note  the  rapid  growth  of  expenditure  connected  with 
Naval  Ordnance,  which  the  following  table  illustrates : — 

Amount  taken  each  year  from  1881-82  in  Army  and  Navy  Estimatea  respectively  for  Naval 

Ordnance, 


Year. 


Army  Votes. 


Kavy  VotcB. 


Total. 


1881-82 
1882-83 
1883-84 
1884.85 
1885-86 
1886-87 
1887-88 
1888-89 


£ 

869,000 
616,033 
500,491 
500,000 
850,000 
1,000,000 
1,707,561 


£ 

49,329 
63,990 
161,905 
185,580 
308,900 
599,900 
693,700 
2,177,638 


£ 

418,329 

680,023 

662,396 

685,580 

1,158,900 

1,599,900 

2,301,261 

2,177,638 


EXPEEIMENTS  IN   1887-88. 


Several  important  series  of  experiments  have  been  conducted  in  1887-88. 

Extensive  trials  have  been  made  with  various  systems  of  torpedo  ejecting 
apparatus,  including  both  submerged  broadside  tubes  and  above-water  tubes. 
From  these  trials  important  information  has  been  obtained,  which  will  influence 
future  torpedo  armaments. 

The  experiments  on  '' Besistance  "  have  been  continued  for  the  purpose  of 
ascertaining  both  the  effect  of  torpedo  explosions  (either  in  contact  with  or  at  a 
distance  from  the  hull),  and  the  best  mode  of  arranging  net  defences,  booms,  &c. 

A  large  amount  of  work  has  also  been  done  in  perfecting  the  net  defences  of 
H.M.  ships. 

In  view  of  the  general  introduction  of  steel  armour-piercing  projectiles  and 
the  great  development  of  the  steel  manufacture  in  recent  years,  it  has  been 
decided  to  make  a  comprehensive  series  of  trials  on  steel  and  steel-faced  iron  (or 
compound)  armour  plates.  A  modem  breech-loading  gun  and  the  best  projectiles 
(steel  and  chilled  iron)  will  be  used.  All  the  leading  English  steel  makers  have 
given  their  support  to  the  proposal,  and  will  supply  experimental  plates.  The 
commencement  of  the  trials  has  been  delayed  from  various  causes,  but  most  of 
the  armour  plates  have  been  made,  and  the  firing  will  be  proceeded  with  as  soon 
as  possible.  The  results  will  be  of  great  importance  both  to  the  Boyal  Navy  and 
to  English  manufacturers. 


NEW  WORKS. 


The  works  vote  is  so  compiled  as  to  comprise  contributions  to  subsidized 
docks  and  the  cost  of  of  all  the  establishments  in  connection  with  the  Works 
Department  at  the  Outports ;  and  including  these  services,  the  amount  asked  for 
in  1888-89,  compared  with  that  granted  in  1887-88,  shows  a  reduction  of  £92,000. 
This  decrease  is  due  partly  to  no  sums  being  required  for  the  subsidy  of  Colonial 
docks,  and  partly  to  an  adherence  to  the  rule  laid  down  last  year  by  the  Board, 
under  which  it  was  decided  to  fully  utilize  existing  accommodation  before 
approval  is  given  to  an  extension  of  buildings. 
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The  final  payments  to  the  dook  companies  at  Esquimalt  and  Hong  Kong,  on 
the  completion  of  their  undertakings,  have  been  made.  The  first  will 
accommodate  a  vessel  of  the  **  Northampton  "  or  **  Nelson ''  type,  and  the  second 
will  dock  any  vessel  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy. 

Provision  is  made  for  the  commencement  of  the  erection  of  barracks  on 
Whale  Island,  Portsmouth,  which  will  replace  the  old  hulks  now  occupied  by 
the  Ounnery  Establishment. 

The  necessary  accommodation  for  torpedo  boats  at  Portsmouth,  Chatham  • 
Malta,  Esquimalt,  Hong  Kong,  and  Bermuda,  is  practically  complete ;  that 
required  at  GKbraltar  and  the  Oape  is  in  course  of  construction. 


PERSONNEL  OP  THE  NAVY. 


The  efficiency  of  the  officers  and  men,  judging  from  the  reports  received, 
and  from  the  tests  imposed  during  the  past  year,  is  very  satisfactory.  The 
manoeuvres  carried  out  after  the  Naval  Beview  at  Spithead,  and  the  evolutions 
of  squadrons  abroad,  resulted  in  unanimous  testimony  from  the  officers 
commanding  that  the  standard  of  physique  and  efficiency  of  the  Navy  is 
exceptionally  high.  The  conduct  has  been  good,  and  there  is  a  substantial 
reduction  in  sickness,  invaliding,  and  deaths,  the  ratio  of  each  being  lower  than 
last  year  and  less  than  the  average  ratio  of  the  last  ten  years. 

The  course  of  training  and  instruction,  both  physical  and  mental,  through 
which  the  men  pass  seems  to  have  most  successfully  attained  its  object ;  and  the 
system  of  national  and  compulsory  instruction,  now  in  full  operation,  has  so 
improved  the  education  of  the  men  that  it  has  been  found  possible  to  curtail  the 
number  of  schoolmasters  afloat,  and  modify  the  educational  arrangements  on 
board  sea-going  ships. 

Owing  to  the  great  reduction  in  the  annual  wastage  of  the  Navy,  the 
numbers  borne  last  year  were  considerably  in  excess  of  the  number  estimated. 
The  entries  of  boys  have,  therefore,  been  diminished  temporarily.  It  is 
believed  that  without  any  further  addition  to  Vote  I,  it  will  be  possible  t^ 
provide  all  the  officers  and  men  required  for  the  manning  of  the  Australasian 
Squadron. 

The  mobilisation  of  the  Fleet,  by  the  commissioning  of  all  available  ships 
laat  summer,  was  effected  with  no  greater  strain  than  that  of  suspending  for  the 
time  being  the  educational  classes  in  the  gunnery  and  torpedo  ships,  and  the 
emplovment  of  the  Officers  at  the  College  during  the  Vacation,  and  when  all  the 
available  ships  were  commissioned,  there  were  still  available  a  large  number  of 
coastguard  men  and  marines,  in  addition  to  the  naval  reserves  which  were 
untouched. 

Lieutenants'  List. 

The  condition  of  the  lieatenants'  lists,  and  the  very  slow  promotion  to  the 
higher  grades  which  an  investigation  revealed,  induced  the  Board  to  consider 
what  steps  could  be  taken  to  ameliorate  their  prospects,  without  detriment  to  the 
service  generally. 

Their  present  position  is  one  of  undoubted  hardship.  The  number  of 
lieutenants  required  to  officer  the  ships  in  commission  in  peace,  still  more  in  the 
eventuality  of  war,  is  far  in  excess  of  the  number  required  in  the  higher  grades 
of  commander  and  captain.  The  number  of  each  rank  is  fixed  with  a  regard  to 
the  requirements  of  the  service,  and  the  intake  into  the  rank  of  lieutenant  must 
necessarily  be  far  in  Qxcess  of  the  outlet  by  promotion.    It  was  calculated  a 
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Bhort  time  back  that  seven  out  of  every  nine  on  the  present  lists  will  be  retired 
for  want  of  promotion.  In  1875  the  number  of  lieutenants  of  sizteen  and 
twenty  years'  service  as  Oommissioned  Officers  was  twelve  and  three 
respectively ;  the  relative  numbers  are  now  two  hundred  and  eight  and 
fifty-three.  At  every  half-yearly  promotion  there  are  numbers  of  capable  and 
promising  officers  who  are  left  out  for  want  of  vacancies.  If  it  is  inadvisable 
that  the  establishments  above  the  rank  of  lieutenant  should  be  increased,  and  if 
the  promotion  of  lieutenants  is  retarded  on  grounds  of  public  policy,  it  seemed 
only  just  that  after  a  certain  length  of  service  their  pay  should  be  increased. 
This  proposal  has  been  assented  to,  and  from  the  1st  April  1888  all  lieutenants 
of  eight  years'  seniority,  who  have  completed  six  years'  service,  three  of  which 
shall  have  been  in  a  slup  of  war  at  sea,  will  receive  an  addition  of  2«.  a  day ;  idso 
all  lieutenants  of  twelve  years'  seniority  who  have  completed  nine  years'  service, 
six  of  which  shall  have  been  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  will  receive  an  addition  of 
2«.  a  day ;  and  lieutenants,  when  in  independent  command  of  any  ship  or  tender, 
1«.  a  day  in  addition  to  the  above. 

It  has  also  been  found  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  chief  gunners, 
boatswains,  and  carpenters  by  ten,  and  of  warrant  officers  by  fifty,  they  being 
insufficient  for  the  growth  of  work  imposed  on  them;  and  with  a  view  of 
encouraging  a  very  deserving  class,  chief  gunners  and  boatswains  of  three  years' 
service  will,  on  retirement,  and  at  the  discretion  of  the  Admiralty,  receive  the 
retired  rank  of  lieutenant,  and  the  chief  carpenter  equivalent  relative  rank. 

Tl\e  number  and  variety  of  the  allowances  and  ratings  authorised  for  officers 
and  men  had  obtained  such  dimensions  and  complexity,  that  it  seemed  very 
advisable  that  they  should  be  simplified  and  regulated.  A  Oommittee  has 
reported  upon  the  subject,  and  their  recommendations  contain  much  that  is 
valuable.    They  are  now  under  consideration. 

BoYAL  Mabine  Foroes. 

The  recruits  who  have  ofiPered  themselves  for  these  corps,  both  Artillery  and 
Infantry,  have  been  of  good  stature  and  excellent  physique,  and  their  education 
and  conduct  promise  that  in  due  course  a  large  proportion  will  be  eligible  for 
non-commissioned  officers. 

The  conduct  of  the  men  shows  progressive  improvement,  and  the  reports  of 
Inspections,  including  one  by  Field-Marshal  H.B.H.  tihie  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
Oommanding-in-Ohief,  gave  high  praise  both  to  officers  and  men  for  their 
efficiency  in  all  the  exercises  through  which  they  were  put. 

Eduoational  Institxttions. 

The  various  training  and  educational  institutions  connected  with  the  naval, 
marine,  and  dockyard  services  have  in  the  past  been  Scattered  among  difiPerent 
votes  in  the  estimates,  and  were  under  no  one  responsible  head  at  the  Admiralty. 
With  a  view  of  ensuring  uniformity  and  continuity  in  their  administration,  they 
have  been  placed  under  the  Second  Naval  Lord  who  is  responsible  for  the 
manning  of  the  Navy.  A  number  of  changes  and  alterations  have  in 
consequence  been  made,  of  which  the  following  are  the  chief. 

A  Council  of  Naval  Education  has  been  established,  of  which  the  President 


special  purposes.  Questions  of  naval  education  connected  with  the  **  Britannia," 
Service  Afloat,  the  College,  Engineer  and  Training  Establishments,  Gunnery 
and  Torpedo  Schools  will  be  referred  to  the  Council  for  report. 

The  examination,  both  in  seamanship  and  at  the  College,  for  the  rank  of 
Lieutenant  has  been  revised  with  the  view  of  bringing  it  more  into  accord  with 
the  altered  conditions  of  modern  seamanship. 
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It  is  contemplated  to  reduce  the  number  of  students  at  the  Engineer 
OoUeges  supported  by  Naval  Funds,  and  to  admit  a  proportion  of  the  Acting 
Assistant  Engineers  who  go  to  Greenwich  College  for  the  conclusion  of  their 
training,  direct  to  that  College  by  open  competition  from  outside  the  Service. 

The  number  of  Engineers'  Officers  will  hereafter  be  limited,  but  an  increase 
will  be  made  to  the  Chief  Engine  Eoom  Artificers.  The  arrangements  for  this 
alteration  are  in  progress  towards  completion. 


ORaANIZATION  OP  THE  FLEET. 


In  considering  and  settling  the  many  subsidiary  questions  which  arise  in 
connection  with  the  conversion  of  a  peace  establishment  into  one  ready  for  war, 
the  Intelligenee  Department  has  been  most  useful.  The  head  of  the  Department 
has  shown  a  remarkable  aptitude  for  his  work,  and  he  has  been  well  supported  by 
the  officers  under  him.  The  amount  and  nature  of  the  information  collated  and 
distributed  must  necessarily  be  kept  secret,  but  the  work  of  the  branch  connected 
with  the  mobilization  of  the  Fleet,  and  the  utilization  of  Naval  Reserves  and 
resources,  may  roughly  be  sketched. 

The  main  principle  underlying  the  scheme  has  been  to  make  each  of  the 
throe  great  commands — Portsmouth,  Devonport,  and  Sheemess — as  far  as  possible 
self-supporting,  by  dividing  the  whole  country  into  three  districts,  and  sending  all 
men  from  the  same  district  to  the  same  port.  To  arrange  that,  the  various 
officers  connected  with  the  manning  should  man  the  ships  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  their  respective  Commanders-in-Chief,  and  to  place  these  officers  in 
direct  communication  with  those  in  charge  of  the  Beserves. 

The  men  having  been  called  out  in  the  manner  provided  by  law,  each 
Oommander-in-Ohief  becomes  responsible  for  obtaining  the  men  he  requires  for 
the  ships  in  his  port  without  reference  to  the  Admiralty. 

The  complements  for  each  ship  have  been  drawn  up,  and  a  new  classification 
of  the  ranks  and  ratings  made,  w^ich  Return  will  be  issued  quarterly. 

These  new  arrangements  have  been  tried  experimentally  at  Portsmouth,  and 
the  Oommander-in-Ohief,  in  reporting  the  result,  said — 

"  The  officers  of  the  various  depot  ships  have  taken  a  great  interest  in 
carrying  out  the  details  of  the  scheme,  and  with  a  very  satisfactory  result.  A 
signal  was  made  at  1  p.m.  on  the  27th  ult.,  and  before  4  o'clock  complete  returns 
were  rendered  from  each  depot  ship  of  the  appropriation  of  petty  officers  and  men 
for  all  ships  in  and  preparing  for  the  First  Class  Steam  Reserve,  the  torpedo 
boats,  and  armed  merchant  steamers.  It  will  be  observed  that  the  crews  are  in 
each  case  practically  complete,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  g^eat  advance 
has  been  made  towards  the  speedy  manning  of  the  Fleet  in  case  of  sudden 
necessity." 

''  It  must  be  remembered  that  in  this  instance  the  officers  of  the  depot  ships 
have  taken  a  strong  personal  interest  in  the  scheme,  being  aware  that  it  is  novel 
and  on  its  trial." 

''  So  long  as  the  executive  officers  will  personally  give  the  time  and  trouble 
necessary  to  work  out  the  details,  there  will  not  be  any  difficulty  with  the  present 
forms  in  manning  all  available  ships  in  the  course  of  48  hours." 

With  the  object  of  placing  our  Reserves  of  Officers  on  a  satisfactory  footing, 
the  lists  of  retired  officers  have  been  carefully  examined,  and  all  eligible  for 
employment  have  been  asked  if  roady  to  serve  in  an  emergency.    Steps  have  also 
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been  taken  towards  instituting  a  gunnery  and  torpedo  course  for  retired  officerBi 
and  for  placing  them,  when  called  out  for  service,  on  the  same  footing  as  officers 
on  the  active  list. 

Armed  Mercantile  Cruisers. 

Special  provision  has  heen  made  in  this  year's  Estimates  for  the  armament 
and  clothing  connected  with  the  manning  of  these  vessels,  and  arrangements  are 
nearly  complete  for  their  rapid  commissioning. 

Coaling  and  Supplies  of  Coal. 

Considerable  advance  has  been  made  in  this  all-important  matter.  The 
supplies  of  coal  required  at  home  and  foreign  stations,  and  the  best  means  of 
obtaining  tliem,  have  been  carefully  considered. 

A  number  of  lighters  have  been  ordered  for  facilitating  the  coaling  of  our 
ships  afloat  both  on  the  home  and  foreign  stations,  arrangements  have  been  made 
for  taking  up  cruiser  colliers  and  coaling  outfits  to  be  used  by  colliers  in  company 
with  a  fleet  will  be  stored  at  various  places  at  home  and  abroad.  We  hope 
during  the  year  to  be  able  to  make  some  progress  with  works  at  Portland  for 
unloading  sea-borne  and  railway- carried  coal;  but  until  the  plans  have  been 
more  carefully  investigated  and  accurate  estimates  produced,  I  did  not  consider  it 
advisable  to  sanction  any  premature  expenditure. 


CONCLUSION. 


The  experience  gained  since  last  year,  and  the  opportunities  afforded  during 
that  time  of  making  close  and  minute  comparison  between  the  strength  of  the  Navy 
of  this  country  and  that  of  foreign  nations  confirms  my  previous  statement,  that  our 
relative  superiority  is  undoubted,  and  that  we  shall,  if  the  present  expenditure  be 
maintained,  each  year  increase  that  superiority.  Our  organization  for  war  has 
much  improved  during  the  last  year,  and  satisfactory  progress  has  been  made  in 
working  out  and  fitting  together  the  complementary  parts  of  a  scheme  for  the  full 
utilization  in  time  of  emergency  of  the  naval  resources  of  the  country.  Looking, 
however,  at  the  three  main  component  parts  of  a  fleet,  ships,  guns,  and  men,  we 
have  no  reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  what  we  have  got,  if  we  take  not  an  ideal 
standard,  but  that  common  to  the  Fleets  of  our  neighbours.  The  ships  recently 
completed  and  commissioned  have  fulfilled  on  the  whole  the  undertaking  of  their 
designers,  and  although  one  or  two  casualties  have  occurred  in  the  past  in  the 
manufacture  of  our  larger  guns,  out  of  the  great  number  issued  during  the  last 
18  months  for  service  none  have  in  any  sense  failed. 

The  determination  of  the  Government  to  effectively  arm  the  coaling 
stations  abroad  and  the  home  ports  must  largely  increase  our  offensive  naval 
power,  for  the  bases  of  operation  from  which  our  Fleet  can  issue  will  require 
little  or  no  naval  defence. 

But  if  it  is  permissible  to  speak  with  confidence  of  our  superiority  so  far  as 
actual  fighting  power  is  concerned,  when  we  consider  the  defence  and  protection 
which  our  commerce  may  require,  extreme  caution  and  reserve  must  be  exercised. 
The  conditions  of  naval  warfare  have  so  changed,  and  are  so  changing  from  day  to 
day,  that  nothing  but  actual  experience  could  justify  any  confident  prediction  as 
to  how  a  thoroughly  effective  protection  can  be  given  by  any  fleet  to  a  commerce 
whose  sea-going  steam  tonnage  is  double  that  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 

In  the  revision  and  preparation  of  our  present  Estimates  we  have  made 

J  revision  for  all  immediate  requirements,  and  we  have  not  hesitated  in  every 
irection  to  cut  off  extraneous  and  questionable  expenditure.    But  new  wants 
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may  more  than  counterbalanco  future  economies,  and  it  would,  therefore,  not  bo 
safe  in  our  judgment  to  attempt  hereafter  to  place  at  a  lower  total  than  the 
aggregate  sums  to  be  spent  this  year  upon  naval  objects,  the  future  annual 
expenditure  of  the  Navy. 

GEOEGE  HAMILTON. 
2Uh  February,  1888. 


APPENDIX. 


Having  most  fully  examined  and  considered  the  design  and  tho  provision 
made  for  ensuring  the  safety  of  the  '*  Wasp  "  as  a  sea-going  vessel,  we  are  most 
distinctly  of  opinion  that  tho  utmost  care  was  taken  to  provide  in  every  respect 
for  the  safety  of  the  **  Wasp,"  against  all  contingencies  which  could  bo  humanly 
foreseen,  with  regard  to  seaworthiness,  and  that  she  was,  in  all  such  respects 
far  superior  to  any  gunboat  which  has  been  built  for  the  Naval  Service. 

(Signed)      A.  W.  A.  HOOD. 
A.  H.  HOSKINS. 
W.  GEAHAM. 
CHAELES  BEEESFOED 

UihDec,,  1887. 
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SUPPLY.-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ADMINISTRATIVE    SYSTEM    OF    THE 
ADMIRALTY.— RESOLUTION. 

Lord  CHAELES  BEEESFOED 
(Marylebone,  E.),  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  system  of  administration 
at  the  Admiralty,  and  to  move,  "That 
the  allocation  of  authority  requires  entire 
reform,"  said,  he  would  feel  grateful  to 
the  House  if  it  would  allow  him  to  make 
a  few  remarks  connected  with  his  re* 
Bignation  as  a  Member  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty ;  and  also  to  make  a  few 
comments  on  the  speech  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  made  outside  the  House,  re- 
lative to  some  observations  he  had  made 
to  his  constituents  on  that  resignation. 
He  trusted  that  nothing  he  would  say 
would  be  construed  into  an  attack,  covert 
or  open,  on  the  Government,  or  upon 
his  late  Colleagues.  Neither  did  ho 
wish  it  to  be  thought  that  he  was  im- 
pugning the  administration  or  capacity 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  preceded  the 
Board  in  Office ;  but  he  intended,  to  the 
best  of  his  ability,  to  attack  the  system 
under  which  they  worked  with  all  the 
vigour  and  energy  at  his  command.  It 
was  generally  believed  that  his  resigna- 
tion was  based  on  a  question  of  £900. 
That  was  only  in  part  true.  What  he 
really  resigned  on  was  the  question  of 
system  which  existed  at  the  Admiralty 
— the  question  of  system  which  allowed 
that  reduction  of  salaries  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  of  the  Admiralty  to 
be  made  in  the  manner  it  was  made. 
The  first  day  he  sat  on  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty he  asked  the  First  Lord  whether, 
if  he  wrote  any  paper  which  he  might 
consider  necessary  for  the  reform  of  any 
question  connected  with  the  Eoyal  Navy, 
he  would  ever  exercieo  the  power  which 
he  possessed  of  not  allowing  that  paper 
to  be  criticized  by  his  Colleagues?  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  that 
he  did  not  think  that  very  likely,  as  he 
himself  had  instituted  the  right  of  pro- 
test. He  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  also 
said,  that  as  long  as  ho  sat  at  the  Board, 
where  there  were  men  of  so  much  greater 
experience,  far  higher  in  seniority,  and 
far   higher  in   rank  than  himself^   he 


treated  them  outside  the  Board  with  that 
courtesy  and  respect  which  that  higher 
rank  called  for,  but  that  on  the  Board 
he  intended  to  have  his  say  level  with 
everybody  else.  He  had  also  spoken 
publicly  on  this  question  of  the  right  of 
the  First  Lord.  When  he  was  in  Office 
he  spoke  in  the  country  on  it,  and  attri- 
buted to  that  right  the  inefficiency  and 
unpreparedness  of  the  Navy.  Even  in 
March  last  year  in  this  House  he  again 
referred  to  the  question  of  that  right, 
and  objected  to  it.  He  mentioned  this 
in  order  to  show  that  he  did  not  resign 
in  a  hurry.  In  public  he  had  stated 
that  there  was  no  '^  shred  of  a  system  of 
any  sort  for  organization  for  war  before 
the  present  Board  was  in  Office."  He 
intended  to  substantiate  that  statement. 
In  doing  so,  he  would  refer  to  the  re- 
corded opinion  of  the  First  Lord  himself, 
as  stated  in  his  Memorandum  of  last 
year — 

"Although  many  of  the  compoDentand  com- 
plementary parts  of  the  Navy  are  in  themselves 
satisfactory,  it  has  long  been  felt  by  naval  men 
of  experience  and  foresight  that,  in  the  event 
of  war,  unless  an  improred  system  of  co-opera- 
tion and  preparation  wore  devised,  the  nation 
would  not  obtain,  in  the  earlier  stages  of  such 
a  contest,  the  full  advantage  of  its  great  naval 
resources.  This  opinion  was  confirmed  by  the 
experience  of  1885.  Confidential  reports  of 
what  then  occurred  proved  that  our  power  of 
naval  mobilization  was  most  defective.  A  rapid 
concentration  of  strength,  and  an  immediate 
and  effoctivo  use  of  the  force  thus  brousht  to- 
gether, have  in  recent  years  decided  within  a 
few  weeks  of  the  outbreak  of  war  tho  uliimato 

issue  of  that  war All  well-organized 

Military  Powers  have  derived  infinite  advan- 
tages from  a  properly- constituted  Intelligence 
Department ;  but  tho  need,  as  I  have  shown, 
for  such  an  organization,  is  greater  for  ntrval 
than  military  purposes.  This  country  has  the 
largest  fleet  afloat,  yet  hitherto  it  had  no  central 
organization  by  whicli  that  fleet  could  bo  tho- 
roughly utilized  in  emergency." 

In  his  Statement  he  had  stated  that  there 
was  no  scheme  of  organization  for  war  in 
tho  Admiralty.  There  was  a  paper  on 
mobilization,  but  it  had  never  been  sent 
to  the  Commanders-in-Chief;  it  had 
never  been  tried  or  thought  out  in  order 
to  see  how  it  would  act.  The  First  Lord 
referred  to  the  subject  again  in  his 
recent  Memorandum,  where  he  stated 
that— 

"  New  arrangements  have  been  tried,  experi- 
mentally at  Portsmouth,  and  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  in  reporting  the  result,  said — *The 
officers  of  tho  various  depot  ships  have  taken 
a  great  interest  in  carrying  out  the  details  of 
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appointment  of  the  staff  proposed  at 
once,  in  order  that  the  much-neoded  plan 
of  organization  in  preparation  for  war 
may  be  prepared  with  tho  least  possible 
delay.  The  Committee  also  recommended 
the  provision  of  £900,  in  order  that  the 
Naval  Intelligence  Department  might 
begin  work  at  once.  This  recommenda- 
tion was  signed  by  Sir  A.  Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hoskins,  Sir  W.  Graham,  Lord  Charles 
Beresford,  and  Mr.  Macgrogor.  Nothing 
could  have  been  stronger  than  the  re- 
commendations of  this  document.  He 
did  not  deny  that  it  was  possible  his 
noble  Friend  might  have  had  some  con- 
versation with  those  Sea  Lords.  He 
himself  had  had  conversations  with 
them,  and  they  said  that  they  wore  not 
at  all  sure  that  the  salaries  were  not  too 
high.  Ho  sent  for  the  papers  again, 
and  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  some  kind  of  doubt.  One  of 
the  best  officers  belonging  to  the  Depart- 
ment sent  in  his  resignation  after  the 
Department  had  been  made  inferior  to 
other  Departments  by  the  reduction  of 
salaries. 

Toe  FIEST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  That  was  not  the 
ground  of  his  resignation. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFOED  said, 
he  was  aware  that  the  officer  in  question 
sent  in  his  resignation  on  the  ground  of 
ill-health  ;  but  that  officer  had  told  him 
that  his  resignation  was  due  to  the  cause 
previously  stated,  and  ha  was  prepared 
to  give  evidence  to  that  effect  if  a  Royal 
Commission  was  granted  to  inquire  into 
the  administration  of  the  Navy.  This 
was  in  May.  In  November  he  again 
noticed  some  correspondence,  and  again 
called  attention  to  tho  fact  on  the  outside 
of  the  sheet  that  the  Naval  Lords  wore 
unanimous  as  far  as  he  knew.  Matters 
went  on  in  this  unsatisfactory  state, 
until  at  last  his  noble  Friend  closed  the 
correspondence,  though  he  knew  that 
he  would  lose  a  Colleague,  and  tliough 
he  saw  that  four  Naval  Lords  were 
imanimous.  He  tried  to  re-open  the 
question  ;  but  that  was  refused,  and  the 
only  thing  loft  to  him  was  to  carry  out 
what  he  had  put  on  Paper.  That 
might  be  a  minor  point;  but  he  said 
that  it  showed  the  system.  The  First 
Lord  then  ordered  a  letter  to  be  sent  to 
the  Treasury,  saying — **My  Lords 
agree  to  the  reduction  of  tho  salaries  ;  " 

2  H  2 


the  scheme,  and  with  a  very  satisfactory  re- 
Eult.  ...  It  must  be  remembered  that  in  this 
instance  the  officers  of  the  depot  ships  have 
taken  a  strongf  personal  interest  in  the  scheme, 
being  aware  that  it  is  novel  and  on  its  trial.'* 

In  his  speech  the  First  Lord  said  that, 
as  far  as  the  present  Board  was  con- 
cerned,'the  other  subjects  connected  with 
organization  for  war  were  scattered  and 
distributed  among  the  various  branches 
of  the  office.     He  challenged  his  noble 
Friend  to  produce  any  plan  of  campaign 
for  home  or  abroad,  any  plan  for  coaling 
the  fleet,  any  plan  for  the  protection  of 
the  mercantile  marine,  or  any  organiza- 
tion for  war  whatever  except  that  paper 
on  mobilization  which  he  described  as 
being  most  defective.     He  could  quite 
believe  that  the  clerks  in  the  Department 
told  the  First    Lord  that   such   plans 
existed  ;  but  he  knew,  at  all  events,  that 
they  did  not  exist,  because  he  had  tried, 
as  much  as  possible,  to  find  them  before 
he  wrote  his  Memorandum  in  1886,  just 
after  jpining  the  Board.  The  question  of 
salaries  was  supposed  by  many  persons 
to  bo  the  immediate  cause  of  his  resig- 
nation.     After    the    question  was  all 
settled  last  May  he  noticed  in  the  papers 
which  were  marked  to  every  Member  of 
the  Board,  a  letter  from  the  Treasury  to 
the  Admiralty  relating  to  the  Intelligence 
Department  salaries.     He  observed  that 
those  papers  were  not  marked  to  three 
seamen  who  were  on  the  original  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  find  out  and  settle 
what  the  duties  and  the  salaries  of  the 
new  Department  were  to  be.     He  called 
attention  to  the  matter  by  a  minute. 
Knowing  what  the  finding  of  that  Com- 
mittee was,  he  wrote  on  the  outside  of 
the  sheet  a  statement  to  the  effect  that, 
with  great  respect  to  the  First  Lord,  if 
anything  was  done  to  affect  the  efficiency 
of  this  Department  he  should  resign  his 
position  on  the  Board,      His  reason  for 
taking  this  step  was  that,  first  of  all, 
he  was   anxious  to   see  nothing  done 
which  should  at  all  hamper  a  Depart- 
ment on  which,  he  believed,  the  safety 
of  the  country  depended  ;  and,  secondly, 
he  was  quite  satisfied  that  he  was  right 
in  doing  this,  because  the  four  Naval 
Lords  were  unanimous  on  the  point,  as 
well  as  the  Permanent  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty.     The  Committee  stated  that 
they   were  unanimous  in  making   the 
foregoing  recommendations,  and  also  in 
strongly  urging  the  absolute  necessity, 
in  the  interests  of  the  countrji  of  the 
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but  what  possible  responsibility  had  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  in  that  matter  ? 
That  was  the  method  that  was  employed 
in  far  greater  matters  than  that  of  the 
reduction  of  the  salaries  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department.  He  confessed  that 
that  was  the  first  time  since  he  went  to 
the  Admiralty  that  his  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lord  ever  so  used  that  power 
which  ho  undoubtedly  possessed.  He 
had  said  the  other  day  that  there  was 
no  such  thing  as  Treasury  or  Par- 
liamentary control,  and  he  maintained 
that  there  was  not.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  if  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  seen  the  evidence 
of  the  four  seamen  and  had  seen  the 
First  Lord  before  he  changed  his  opi- 
nion»  he  would  have  agreed  to  what  he 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)held  out  for  in 
regard  to  the  salaries  of  the  Intelligence 
Department.  The  salaries  were  only 
pro  tern,,  and  he  only  asked  that  they 
should  be  kept  on  pro  tern,  until  the 
whole  of  the  Admiralty  was  re- organized, 
in  order  that  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment might  not  be  made  inferior  to  the 
other  Departments  of  the  Admiralty. 
The  salaries  might  possibly  have  been 
too  high ;  but  it  was  wrong  to  treat  the 
Intelligence  Department  as  inferior  to 
the  other  Departments.  The  Treasury 
could  only  exercise  control  on  the  occa- 
sion of  new  appointments  or  the  re- 
organization of  old.  But  since  they  had 
reduced  the  salaries  of  the  Intelligence 
Department  the  Treasury  had  granted 
to  other  appointments  higher  salaries. 
The  Treasury  could  only  go  by  what 
was  an  officer's  rank  and  position. 
There  were  two  officers  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  with  the  rank  of  post 
captain ;  they  were  both  assistants  to 
the  head  of  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment. After  their  salaries  were  reduced 
to  £700  a-year  there  were  two  other 
officers,  also  of  the  rank  of  post  cap- 
tains, and  assistants  to  the  heads  of 
other  Departments,  who  were  appointed ; 
but  they  got  an  increase  of  pay,  and 
higher  pay  than  that  of  the  two  officers 
whoso  pay  he  contended  should  not 
have  been  reducod,  for  one  received 
£7.jO  and  the  other  £050.  It  was  per- 
fpctly  clear  that  one  of  thoso  officers 
was  worth  £10,000  a-ycar,  or  anything 
they  liked  to  pay  him ;  but  ho  wanted 
to  know  on  what  principle  the  Treasury 
had  acted  in  those  cases  so  differently  ? 

Zord  Charles  Berefiford 


The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had 
said  that  every  officer  had  undoubtedly 
the  clearest  intimation  that  his  salary 
might  be  reduced.  Such  a  notification 
as  that  depended  entirely  on  the  pre- 
cise words  used.  The  notification  that 
the  appointment  was  subject  to  possible 
future  modification  as  to  salary,  and 
that  a  further  communication  would  bo 
made  before  the  Slst  of  March  next  as 
to  the  tenure  and  terms  of  the  office, 
would  hardly  lead  any  hon.  Member  to 
expect  that  10  to  28  per  cent  would  be 
the  sort  of  reduction  which  had  been 
made  in  those  officers'  salaries.  The 
onlyfnotification  they  got  was  a  notice 
from  a  banker  telling  them  that  they  had 
to  refund  certain  moneys.  That  was  a 
pretty  way  of  having  business  done. 
He  thought  that  that  one  thing  alone, 
feeling  keenly  about  it  as  he  did,  would 
have  justified  his  resigning,  and  since 
his  resignation  he  observed  that  one  of 
those  marine  officers  had  been,  given 
back  £100  of  the  reduced  pay.  He 
would  now  refer  to  his  noble  Friend's 
Memorandum.  As  far  as  the  Memo- 
randum went,  it  was  impossible  that 
anything  would  be  more  clear,  more 
practical,  more  able,  or  could  give  the 
Navy  more  satisfaction.  It  was  an  im- 
mense step  in  the  right  direction,  and 
he  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend,  after  he 
had  heard  his  speech,  would  make  another 
advance  in  the  same  direction  and  go  a 
great  deal  further.  There  were  most 
important  naval  innovations  in  that  Me- 
morandum. He  noticed  that  there  was 
a  document  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty's  name  at- 
tached to  it.  It  was  a  real  step  in  the 
direction  of  reform,  to  make  a  man  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  by  putting  his 
name  at  the  bottom  of  a  document  of 
that  kind.  He  would  next  advert  to  tho 
document  relative  to  the  seaworthiness 
of  tho  Wasp,  It  was  on  lines  such  as 
that  that  he  and  a  groat  number  of 
naval  officers  wanted  to  see  the  opinions 
of  experts  presented  to  Parliament. 
Those  who  were  responsible  for  dif- 
ferent Departments  of  the  Admiralty 
oiifrlit  to  put  their  nanios  down,  as  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had  done, 
and  n^  tho  four  Rpiimon  had  done  in 
rop^ard  to  \}\o  ll'rftp.  Thpn  if  anybody 
had  done  anything  that  was  wrong  he 
could  be  held  practically  responsible  for 
it,  which  was  not  the  case  now.    In  his 
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printed  explanatory  Btatqment  on  the 
Estimates  the  Secretary  of  the  Admi- 
ralty said — 

**  In  an  Imperial  Service  of  the  importance 
of  the  Navy,  Tvhich  has  to  maintain  establish- 
ments not  merely  for  current  requirements  but 
to  meet  possible  national  emergencies,  there 
must  of  necessity  be  a  large  expendituro  duo  to 
the  special  circumstances  of  a  national  estab- 
lishment, and  -which  cannot  equitably  be 
charged  to  the  work  performed  thereat." 

Now,  the  national  emergencies  there 
referred  to  depended  of  course  on  the 
policy  of  the  Cabinet.  No  expert 
wanted  to  interfere  with  the  policy  of  the 
Cabinet ;  but  the  policy  of  the  Cabinet 
might  run  them  into  one  of  those  na- 
tional emergencies  within  24  hours,  but 
you  could  not  build  a  first  class  fighting 
ship  under  three  years,  and  that  might 
put  them  in  the  position  of  having  to 
call  upon  the  Fleet.  They  would  be 
anxious  as  long  as  they  did  not  know 
accurately  what  position  their  Floot 
might  have  to  be  in ;  that  was  to  say, 
were  they  perfectly  prepared  for  one  of 
those  occasions  of  national  emergency  ? 
That  was  very  much  the  line  of  debate 
which  they  took  the  other  night  when 
they  asked  to  know  how  they  stood.  The 
seamen  of  the  Fleet  might  be  called 
upon  to  carry  out  some  duty  in  such 
an  emergency,  and  they  knew  per- 
fectly well  that  under  certain  conditions 
they  would  not  be  prepared  to  do  what 
was  expected  of  them  by  the  country. 
With  regard  to  the  Waspy  the  First 
Lord  knew  perfectly  well  that  if  he 
merely  said  that  the  Wasp  was  all 
right,  his  statement  would  be  worthless ; 
but  the  object  of  his  Memorandum  was 
to  re-assure  Parliament  and  the  country 
and  those  officers  and  men  who  had  to 
go  to  sea  in  sister  ships,  and  therefore 
he  got  the  four  seamen's  names  to  the 
document.  Ho  wanted  to  bring  the 
same  system  as  that  which  was  ex- 
emplified in  the  statement  about  the 
Wasp  right  through  the  entire  admini- 
stration of  the  Admiralty,  and  through 
every  Department  which  was  supposed 
to  be  responsible,  but  which  now  was 
not  really  so.  When  all  things  went 
well  under  the  present  system  the 
First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  spoke 
for  tho  whole  Navy  and  for  every 
detail ;  but  directly  anything  went 
wrong  the  responsibility  was  thrown  on 
the  seamen.  All  the  information  con- 
tained in  his   noble   Friend's   momo- 


randum  was  derived,  not  from  his  noble 
Friend  himself,  because  he  knew  nothing 
about  it — how  could  he  know  ?  He 
knew  a  great  deal,  no  doubt;  but  how 
could  he  know  all  the  information  that 
he  put  in  his  Memorandum,  and  that  he 
was  supposed  to  bo  responsible  for? 
It  was  all  given  by  somebody  else — by 
the  heads  of  departments.  But  he 
found  fault  with  the  present  system  be- 
cause there  was  no  real  responsibility 
thrown  on  those  who  gave  the  First 
Lord  that  information ;  each  of  them 
could  say  or  withhold  just  as  much  as 
he  liked.  How  often  had  they  seen 
Ministers  responsible  for  the  Navy  get 
up  and  make  a  statement  that  the 
Navy  was  all  right,  and  prepared  to  do 
any  duty  that  might  be  required  of  it, 
thus  painting  everything  in  the  most 
glowing  colours,  and  yet  within  two 
years  afterwards,  because  the  silent 
members  of  the  Board  had  not  been 
allowed  to  show  the  country  what  were 
the  real  facts,  everything  was  suddenly 
found  to  be  all  wrong,  and  scare  and 
panic  immediately  followed?  And  what 
was  the  result  ?  Scares  and  panic  and 
the  most  wicked  and  scandalous  waste. 
On  page  22  of  the  First  Lord's  Memo* 
randum  the  Noble  Lord  said — 

''The  experience  gained  since  last  year,  and 
the  opportunities  afforded  during  that  time  of 
making  close  and  minute  comparison  between 
the  strength  of  the  Navy  of  this  country  and 
that  of  foreign  nations,  confirms  my  prerious 
statement  that  our  relative  superiority  is  un- 
douhted." 

Now,  that  was  a  very  good  statement  so 
far  as  it  went,  but  there  was  not  a  sea- 
man in  the  Fleet  who  would  put  his 
name  to  it,  because  it  might  be  read 
the  wrong  way.  It  represented  what 
might  be  called  the  book-keeping  way 
of  measuring  the  strength  of  the  Navy, 
simply  adding  up  two  columns  of  names 
in  order  to  see  whether  we  had  more 
ironclads  than  any  other  country.  That 
was  not  the  way  to  account  for  the  Navy 
at  all ;  the  point  to  be  considered  was — 
What  had  our  Navy  got  to  do  as  com- 
pared with  other  Navies  ?  The  noble 
Lord  went  on  to  say — 

"The  conditions  of  naval  warfare  have 
so  changed,  and  are  so  changing  from  day  to 
day,  that  nothing  hut  actual  experience  could 
justify  any  confident  prediction  as  to  how  a 
thoroughly  effective  protection  cau  he  given  hy 
any  Fleet  to  a  commerce  whose  sea-going 
steam  tonnage  is  double  that  of  tho  rest  of  tho 
world," 


939  Admintsfrnftve  System      { COMMONS  j  of  the  Admiralty, 


940 


No  seaman  would  put  hi  a  name  to  that  | 
either,  for  it  was  equivalent  to  saying 
*'  Wait  till  you  have  lost  your  all,  and 
then  see  what  you  ought  to  have  had  and 
what  you  ought  to  have  done."  Again, 
he  wished  to  say  that  he  did  not  blame 
his  noble  Friend,  but  he  maintained 
that  the  sentences  quoted  conveyed  a 
false  impression  to  the  country.  That 
was  his  point.  The  country  mu6t  know 
that  the  First  Lord  was  totally  ignorant 
of  technical  questions.  \ Laughter ^  and 
cheer B from  the  Opposition,]  Well,  it  was 
perfectly  true,  and  he  would  go  further 
and  say  that  no  soldier  even  understood 
these  questions — the  First  Lord  simply 
got  his  information  from  his  experts — and 
what  he  wanted  to  see  was  men's  names 
put  down  for  what  they  were  responsible, 
and  then  it  would  be  seen  whether 
the  Minister  was  giving  his  own  opinion 
or  the  opinion  of  his  experts.  He 
wanted  to  see  the  name  of  the  re- 
sponsible head  of  the  Department  at 
the  bottom  of  every  statement  affecting 
the  particular  Department,  instead  of 
being  vouched  by  the  First  Lord,  and 
then,  if  anything  went  wrong  in  that  De- 
partment, he  would  try  the  man  respon- 
sible by  court-martial.  Nothing  of  the 
kind  could  be  done  now,  because  there 
was  no  responsibility.  TheFirstLord  had 
often  referred  to  the  difference  of  opinion 
among  experts.  Just  as  doctors  differed 
as  to  where  a  log  ought  to  come  off,  or 
architects  as  to  the  style  in  which  a 
house  ought  to  be  built,  so,  no  doubt, 
naval  experts  differed  as  to  how  the 
efficiency  of  the  Navy  ought  to  be  in- 
creased, but  all  agreed  that  the  thing 
must  be  done.  The  experts  could  dis- 
cuss the  matter,  and  when  they  came 
together  the  First  Lord  could  then  use 
his  power  [Lord  George  Hamilton: 
Hear,  hear  I J  But  it  was  not  done  in 
that  way.  The  reduction  of  the  salaries 
of  the  Intelligence  Department  was  done 
off  the  First  Lord's  own  bat,  and  ho 
had  not,  when  he  changed  his  mind, 
consulted  his  Board  at  all.  Ho  was 
not  raking  up  these  matters  because  he 
had  resigned  Office.  He  said  and  did 
the  samo  things  when  in  Office,  and  gave 
proof  of  his  sincerity  by  declining  to 
sign  the  Estimates  last  year.  A  clerk 
came  to  him  in  the  office  about  11 
o'clock  in  the  morning  with  some  docu- 
ments and  a  wot  pen  in  his  hand,  and 
asked  him  to  sign.  He  said—-"  What 
am  I  to  sign  ?  '*     » *  The  Estimates,"  was 

Lord  Charlee  B&reeford 


the  reply.  VI?  Certainly  not;"  he 
said,  '*  I  have  not  seen  them.  If  I  put 
my  name  to  those  Estimates  people  will 
think  I  have  read  them,  and  studied 
them,  and  am  satisfied  with  them ; 
whereas  I  have  neither  read  them  nor 
studied  them,  and  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  I  should  be  satisfied  with  them." 
And  so  he  did  not  put  his  name  to  them. 
He  was  afterwards  told  that  it  really 
did  not  signify  very  much  whether  he 
signed  or  not ;  it  was  all  right.  He 
said  that  was  a  very  bad  way  of  doing 
business.  With  regard  to  the  amount 
of  savings  set  forth  in  the  Memorandum, 
he  hoped  a  wrong  impression  would  not 
get  abroad  about  them.  They  had  been 
effected  by  the  most  excellent  administra- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  First  Lord.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  saved  the  money  out 
of  the  sums  voted  by  Parliament  last 
year,  but  by  looking  after  the  details  of 
manufacture,  dock-yard  management, 
material,  and  so  on ;  and  he  had  actually 
got  work  and  more  value  for  the  money 
voted,  although  he  showed  a  saving. 
Nobody  could  give  the  First  Lord  too 
much  credit  for  the  way  he  had  worked, 
but  not  one  of  the  points  dealt  with  had 
anything  to  do  with  organization  for 
war— that  was  the  great  point.  As  the 
First  Lord  knew  well,  he  had  written 
several  letters  on  the  question  of  a  war 
organization.  He  was  much  dissatisfied 
with  it  when  at  the  Admiralty.  He  called 
attention  to  the  subject  again  and  again, 
and  he  was  not  at  all  sure  whether  he 
should  not  think  it  his  duty  (leaving  out 
what  was  called  the  confidential  parts  of 
those  letters)  to  take  the  public  into  his 
confidence  by  publishing  them.  He  was 
glad  that  the  Board  had  seen  their  way 
to  grant  some  slight  increase  of  pay  to 
the  lieutenants,  who  were  the  backbone 
of  the  services,  and  were  splendid  in- 
stances of  patriotism  and  discipline. 
Although  they  had  been  in  a  hopeless 
position  for  years,  they  had  never  growled 
nor  grumbled,  but  had  loyally  done  their 
duty.  He  hailed  with  great  pleasure, 
too,  tho  loyalty  of  the  Australian 
Colonies  in  coming  to  build  and  equip 
sliips  in  order  to  help  us  quite  as  much 
as  themselves.  To  return  to  the  question 
of  war  organization.  The  table  of  the 
distribution  of  the  business  of  the 
Admiralty  was  a  most  curious  document. 
No  foreigner  would  believe  it.  What 
first  drew  his  attention  to  the  subject  was 
that  in  the  Estimates  there  was  not  a 
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Biagle  mention  of  war  organization  froQi 
top  to  bottom.  It  was  not  in  it.  It 
was  nobody's  duty  to  look  after  this  im- 
portant work ;  and,  considering  that  war 
organization  in  every  other  country  was, 
in  fact,  the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty 
themselves,  the  House  could  imagine 
his  astonishment  when  he  went  to  the 
Admiralty  and  found  there  was  no  kind 
of  war  organization  on  the  paper  at  all. 
The  present  Controller  of  the  Navy  (Sir 
W.  Graham)  was  a  most  able  man,  and 
to  him  was  mainly  due  the  enormous  re- 
forms which  had  been  carried  out  in  the 
Dockyards,  but  it  was  utterly  impossible 
for  him,  though  he  might  work  all  day 
and  most  of  the  night,  to  perform  the 
work  he  was  responsible  for.  That 
being  so,  there  could  not  bo  that  offi- 
oiency  in  the  Fleet  which  was  necessary. 
The  Controller  had  17  subjects  to  look 
after,  which  was  more  than  any  one  man 
could  attend  to.  He  had  taken  the  Con- 
troller first  because  he  was  responsible 
for  the  money.  He  would  take  next 
the  First  Sea  Lord.  He  had  1 9  subjects. 
His  position  was  a  most  serious,  a  most 
responsible  one,  but  he  was  encumbered 
with  a  number — an  enormous  mass — of 
frivolous  matters  and  small  details  which 
ought  to  be  removed  from  him  altogether. 
The  Second  Sea  Lord  had  13  subjects, 
and  a  great  deal  of  his  work  was 
frivolous.  It  might  be  done  by  a  far 
smaller  person  than  a  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  he  a  distinguished  Admiral. 
He  had,  for  instance,  to  sign  little 
pensions,  which  ought  to  be  done  by  a 
paymaster  under  l£o  Financial  Secre- 
tary. Then  the  Junior  Lord  had  19 
subjects  to  look  after.  For  that  he 
had  received  £1,200  a-year,  but  really 
he  had  very  little  to  do  at  all.  This  was 
the  position  he  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) 
held ;  but  the  duties  with  which  he  was 
charged  were  so  trivial  that  he  had  very 
little  to  do  at  all,  and  that  was  why  he 
thought  the  other  Naval  Lords,  who 
were  enormously  overworked,  ought  to 
have  his  salary  of  £1,000  a-year  divided 
between  them.  To  show  how  the  other 
three  Naval  Lords  were  overworked,  he 
need  only  mention  that  although  in 
March  last  the  Director  of  the  Naval 
Intelligence  Department  brought  for- 
ward a  most  important  paper  relative 
to  the  organization  of  our  Fleet  in  the 
Mediterranean  waters,  the  matter  had 
not  yet  been  touched  at  all.  The  only 
r^aaon  for  that  was  overwork  and  bad 


distribution  of  business.  It  was  all  veiy 
well  to  say  as  to  some  matters  which 
had  been  delayed,  as,  for  instance.  War 
Organization,  **  Oh,  it  is  all  in  the  First 
Sea  Lord's  head."  Why,  if  he  had  a 
head  as  big  as  a  line  of  battle  ship  he 
could  not  hold  it  all.  Then  others  said 
that  they  should  wait  to  see  what  the 
enemy  was  going  to  do,  but  that  would 
not  answer  in  these  days  of  steam. 
Therefore  their  system  ought  to  be  per- 
fect in  every  detail.  Their  Channel 
Fleet,  their  Mediterranean  Fleet,  ought 
to  be  so  organized — at  least  the  Channel 
Fleet  should  be  so  organized — that  they 
could  concentrate  without  delay  at  Ports- 
mouth or  Plymouth  or  wherever  it  was 
desired.  Until  that  was  done  it  was  idle 
to  say  that  the  plan  of  campaign 'or  the 
organization  was  complete  in  somebody's 
head.  He  held  that  the  present  distri- 
bution of  business  was  utterly  unsuited 
to  the  modern  requirements  of  the  day. 
He  should  like — he  should  bo  greatly 
interested — to  see  Sir  W.  Qraham  pro- 
duce one  day's  papers  that  he  had  to 
settle.  He  should  also  before  the  Eoyal 
Commission  be  interested  in  seeing  what 
his  Friend  and  very  cordial  Colleague 
Sir  A.  Hoskins  would  say  if  asked  what 
would  he  have  done  in  1885  if  the  Fleet 
he  was  to  have  commanded  had  been 
ordered  to  assemble  in  the  Downs  and 
to  go  to  the  Baltic.  He  would,  no  doubt, 
tell  them  that  they  could  not  have 
left  the  Downs,  because  there  was  no 
organization — no  coals,  no  ammunition, 
no  gunboats,  no  torpedo-boats,  or  any- 
thing else  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  fight.  They  would  find  at  the  end 
of  the  Estimates  a  list  of  the  various  De- 
partments, and  in  each  of  these  Depart- 
ments they  had  what  was  only  common 
sense,  so  many  clerks  and  so  many  of  a 
professional  staff.  But  when  they  came 
to  the  office  of  the  Administration  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  which 
settled  everything  and  determined  the 
whole  management  of  the  Navy,  they 
would  find  nothing  of  the  sort.  The 
only  assistants  there  were  clerks.  Surely 
that  was  absurd.  Surely  they  needed 
professional  assistance  there.  No  Qo- 
vernment  in  the  world  could  go  on  on 
such  a  system  as  this.  He  was  not 
saying  anything  against  the  clerks 
individually ;  but  they  were  in  a  wrong 
position.  VVhy  in  the  name  of  com- 
mon sense  should  they  not  give  the 
Lprds  of  the  Admiralty  competent  mea 
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to  carry  out  the  management  of  the  Ser- 
vice ?  If  they  had  competent  men — 
naval  officers — they  would  come  there 
for  a  short  time.  [Lord  Gborge 
Hamilton  :  Hear,  hear  !J  His  noble 
Friend  cheered  that.  That  was  so.  It 
would  enable  them  to  carry  on  their 
work  in  a  business-like  style.  There 
were  19  clerks  with  salaries  of  from 
£500  to  £1,000  ayear.  He  said  that 
was  an  enormous  salary,  and  he  said, 
further,  that  when  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion examined  the  salaries,  and  compared 
the  salaries  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
subjects  they  had  to  deal  with  and  their 
responsibility,  the  comparison  would  be 
ruinous  to  the  system.  Let  them  have 
someone  who  knew  how  to  give  orders, 
and  how  fleets  should  be  managed.  The 
wonderful  thing  was  how  the  Admiralty 
had  gone  on.  He  believed  it  was  ac- 
counted for  by  the  fact  that  so  many 
able  men  had  done  their  level  best  in 
spite  of  the  system.  If  there  had  been 
a  real  test— the  test  of  war— they  would 
have  broken  down,  and  the  country 
would  have  suffered  disaster.  He  was 
afraid  he  was  detaining  the  House. 
Then  there  was  a  question  about  signals 
at  sea,  and  one  clerk  had  to  go  into  a 
naval  Lord's  room  to  ask  what  it  all 
meant.  A  ship  was  lost  south  of  the 
Line,  and  one  of  the  men-of-war  had  been 
ordered  to  look  after  refugees  on  a  certain 
island.  There  happened  at  that  time  to 
be  another  ship  coming  home,  and  one 
of  the  clerks  suggested  that  this  ship  also 
should  join  in  the  search.  According 
to  the  chart  the  island  was  only  three  or 
four  inches  out  of  the  way  of  tho  latter 
ship.  But  the  ship  would  have  been 
taken  4,000  miles  out  of  her  course.  He 
was  not  saying  a  word  against  these 
gentlemen,  who  were  zealous  public 
servants;  thefault was  Ihatof  tho  system. 
As  long  as  they  kept  their  system  as  it 
was,  they  would  have  tho  Navy  as  in- 
efficient as  they  (the  seamen)  told  them  it 
was.  Having  found  all  these  faults,  ho 
would  make  a  few  practical  suggestions. 
A  reform  was  wanted  in  the  relations 
subsisting  between  the  Navy  and  the 
Mercantile  Marine.  He  would  also  like 
it  to  be  impossible  for  the  First  Lord  to 
rule  the  Navy  without  consulting  the 
Board  at  all.  It  was  quite  possible  now 
— though  except  on  one  occasion  his 
noble  Friend  had  never  done  so.  Next, 
a  total  redistribution  of  business  was 
wanted,  especially  in  the  Controller's 

Lord  Charles  Bererford 


Department.  The  head  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department  should  be  an  Admiral. 
Thirdly,  an  alteration  was  required  in 
the  appointment  of  Sea  Lords.  The  Con- 
troller should  be  there  for  five  years  and 
the  others  only  for  three  years,  and  each 
year  one  should  retire,  quite  irrespec- 
tively of  Party  considerations.  The  pre- 
sent system  upset  everything.  Besides, 
by  this  arrangement  fresh  blood  would 
always  bo  pouring  into  the  Admi- 
ralty— men  straight  from  sea,  who 
knew  what  they  were  talking  about. 
They  were  all  good  men  there  at  present, 
but  under  the  system  there  might  be 
men  in  command  who  knew  nothing 
of  modern  requirements,  and  might 
never  have  even  been  in  a  torpedo 
boat.  Fourthly,  the  secretarial  depart- 
ment ought  to  bo  re-constructed  en- 
tirely, in  which  there  should  be  found 
commanders,  lieutenants,  or  paymasters 
capable  of  understanding  the  orders 
they  might  have  to  frame  for  the  Fleet. 
These  also  should  only  stay  for  three 
years  and  have  permanent  clerks  under 
them.  The  result  of  this  would  not 
be  to  give  more  power  to  the  experts, 
but  to  distribute  responsibility  and 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  First 
Lord.  There  was  no  real  responsibility 
now.  These  reforms  were  connected 
with  business,  but  other  arrangements 
were  wanted  as  soon  as  possible  for  war 
organization.  There  should  be  an 
amendment  in  the  system  of  training 
seamen,  and  there  should  be  a  sea-going 
gunnery  ship.  Some  reforms  were  no 
doubt  being  effected,  but  they  would 
probably  take  years  to  complete  under 
the  present  system.  Changes,  too,  were 
neeaed  in  the  non-combatant  service, 
and  in  the  signal  department,  which 
should  be  given  a  warrant  rank.  Greater 
latitude  should  also  bo  given  to  Comman- 
ders-in-Chief, both  at  home  and  abroad ; 
and  a  new  system  of  signalling  between 
the  Navy  and  the  mercantile  marine,  so 
that  vessels  might  change  their  route  in 
time  of  war.  At  present  we  were  liable, 
in  case  of  war,  to  lose  hundreds  and 
'  thousands  of  tons  of  shipping  because 
I  this  was  not  carried  out.  One  Com- 
I  mander-in-Ghief  had  written  to  him  that 
;  ho  had  to  devise  his  own  plan  of  cam- 
paign, and  had  received  no  information 
as  to  the  assistance  he  might  expect  or 
as  to  his  coal  supplies.  To  a  certain 
extent,  no  doubt,  tho  system  of  war 
organization  was  improving,   but  that 
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improvement  was  not  going  on  half  fast 
enough,  and  could  not  until  the  present 
Admiralty  system  was  reformed.    They 
must  reform  from  the  top,  not  from  the 
bottom.     Fifthly,  coast  defence  ought  to 
be  thoroughly  organized,  and  the  second- 
class  reserve  men  should  be  organized  on 
the  same  lines  as  lifeboat  crews  at  pre- 
sent were.   Sixthly,  arrangements  should 
be  made  as  to  coaling  at  sea.     Seventhly, 
there  ought  to  be  means  of  adding  to  the 
Admiralty    in   time    of    war.    It    was 
utterly  impossible  that  with  the  present 
system  the  Admiralty  could  do  what  it 
would  have  to  do  in  time  of  war.     Fur- 
ther, the  shipbuilding  policy  should  de- 
pend on  the  necessities  of  defence  with- 
out regard  to  Party  or  a  popular  Budget. 
The  First  Lord  in  one  of  his  speeches 
had  under-rated  the  value  of  the  Intelli- 
gence Department;  but  his  noble  Friend, 
he  maintained,  was  quite  incapable  of 
knowing  the  value  of  that  department 
for  organization  for  war.     How  should 
he  ?     Why,  even  some  of  the  officers  of 
the  Service  could  not  always  see  what 
was  necessary  to  win  an  action.     How, 
then,  should  the  First.  Lord  know  the 
value  of  such  a  department  ?    In  fact, 
the  Intelligence  Department  ought  to  be 
the  brains  of  the  whole  Service,  and  the 
best  men  ought  to  be  in  it.     His  noble 
Friend  had  said,  that  if  there  were  any 
agitation  or  excitement  it  would  be  the 
sailors  who  would  be  turned  out  of  the 
Admiralty  and  not  the  civilians ;  that 
was  not  a  wise  threat,  or  one  likely  to 
be  carried  out.     There  was  a  good  deal 
of  anxiety  both  in  this  country  and  the 
colonies  as  to  the   administration  and 
efficiency  of  the  Navy.     What  the  coun- 
try wanted   was    practical  suggestions 
from  the  experts  as  to  the  organization 
of  the  Navy  —  men    who  knew  what 
they  were  talking  about.     He  had  been 
asked  why  his  colleagues  did  not  resign 
with  him.     One  reason  was   that  they 
did  not  write  M.P.  after  their  names. 
The  only  way  to  get  reform  was  by 
moving   that    House.     His    colleagues 
and  naval  men  might  writo  to  The  Times, 
or  have  their  grumble  in  "Rule  Bri- 
tannia" after  dinner  speeches,  and  this 
they  did  sometimes  because  they  were 
proud  of  the  service ;  but  that  was  not 
the  same  thing  as  addressing  the  House 
of  Commons.     For  the  first    time  an 
estimate  had  been  produced  which  did 
give  clear  Parliamentary  control  over 
shipbuilding  and  manufacture,  but  it  had 


nothing  to  do  with  the  efficiency  of  the 
Fleet,  and  of  that  Parliament  had  no 
guarantee  of  any  sort  but  what  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  chose  to  tell  them. 
He  had  said  nothing  in  his  speech  which 
need  provoke  a  scare.  He  had  not  asked 
for  any  extravagant  outlay.  All  he  had 
asked  was  that  the  administration  of  the 
Admiralty  should  be  conducted  on  busi- 
ness principles.  He  had  only  asked  for 
good  organization  and  sound  business 
principles.  A  squadron  on  a  foreign 
station  was  more  important  to  this  coun- 
try than  an  Army  Corps  was  to  Germany, 
because  an  Army  Corps  might  be  re- 
placed, whereas  if  we  lost  a  squadron 
we  could  not  replace  it  until  it  was 
too  late,  and  had  lost  our  mercantile 
interests  on  that  station.  He  might 
observe  that  many  of  the  papers  which 
he  wrote  at  the  Admiralty  calling  atten- 
tion principally  to  this  question  of  war 
organization,  were  agreed  to  by  his  Col- 
leagues, but  nothing  was  done.  AVith 
regard  to  his  resignation,  he  felt  genuine 
regret  at  leaving  his  Colleagues,  especi- 
ally his  chief,  who  was  an  old  personal 
friend  of  his.  He  felt,  however,  that 
all  the  trouble  occasioned  by  his  resigna- 
tion would  have  served  some  useful  pur- 
pose if,  after  hearing  his  statement,  the 
House  consented  to  the  appointment  of 
a  special  Hoyal  Commission  to  investigate 
the  matter  he  now  complained  of,  and 
determine  whether  he  was  right  or 
wrong.  In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  move 
the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  should  add  at  the  end 
of  his  Besolution  some  such  words  as 
'*In  the  administrative  system  of  the 
Admiralty." 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD  said, 
he  was  quite  ready  to  make  the  addition 
suggested. 

Admiral  MAYNB  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  seconding  the  Motion,  and 
in  doing  so  he  wished  to  repudiate  any 
desire  of  making  a  personal  attack  upon 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton),  or 
on  any  of  the  Members,  or  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  of  which  tho  noble  Lord 
was  the  head.  He  did  this  more  par- 
ticularly because  he  knew  that  it  was 
said,  even  within  the  walls  of  that 
House,  that  this  was  an  attack  on  the 
part  of  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member    for  East   Marylebone  (Lord 
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Charles  BereBford)  against  his  late  Chief 
and  his  late  Colleagues,  and  that  it  was 
part  of  a  scheme  for  discrediting  their 
administration.  So  far  from  that  being 
the  case,  he  begged  to  say,  on  his  own 
behalf,  and  ho  believed  he  might  saj  on 
behalf  of  tho  Service  generally,  that 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  present  Col- 
leagues had  done  great  things  for 
the  Navy,  although  he  did  not  think  that 
tbey  had  always  done  so  either  with 
that  deliberation  or  that  consideration 
for  others  which  they  might  have  shown. 
He  wished  to  show  the  Houpe  that  it 
was  impossible  to  govern  the  Navy  under 
the  present  system,  and  that  it  had 
never  been  done  properly,  and  that 
though  the  responsibility  ought  to  rest 
with  the  First  Lord— and  was  always 
supposed  to  have  so  rested — unfortun- 
ately, whenever  a  serious  difficulty  oc- 
curred, the  First  Lord  showed  no  anxiety 
to  take  it  upon  himself.  What  he  wanted 
to  see  was  that  the  responsibility 
of  the  First  Lord  should  not  be  a  myth, 
but  that  it  should  bo  given  in  such  a 
way  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
escape  it  by  those  who  ought  to  answer 
for  the  condition  of  the  Fleet.  The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  spoken  of 
the  Intelligence  Department,  and  if  the 
Admiralty  had  had  the  most  remote 
conception  of  what  that  Department 
ought  to  be— and  what  it  must  be  be- 
fore long — there  would  not  have  been 
a  quarrel  over  such  a  paltry  matter  as 
the  pay  of  the  Department.  The  Intel- 
ligence Department  was  copied  from 
Germany,  but  it  was  a  bad  copy.  As 
one  small  example  of  the  wonderful 
system  which  he  condemned,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  none  of  the 
authorities  could  agree  as  to  when  in- 
telligence was  first  shown  at  the  Admi- 
ralty. "We  were  told  by  some  gallant 
officers  that  it  had  been  in  existence  for 
25  years.  On  the  other  hand,  they 
were  told  by  no  less  an  officer  than  Sir 
Geoffrey  Hornby  in  The  Times ^  that  it  did 
not  exist  to  any  appreciable  extent  when, 
years  after  that,  he  wished  to  know,  at 
the  time  the  country  was  expected  to  go 
to  war,  about  the  coaling  resources  of 
the  country  we  were  about  to  go  to  war 
with.  That  gallant  officer  was  unable 
to  get  any  information  from  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  he  had  to  go  to  the  War 
Office  in  order  to  obtain  the  information 
he  required.  It  would  surprise  the 
House  to  learn  what  had  occurred  at  the 
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time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  was  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. It  was  found  that  there  were  no 
means  of  communicating  by  telegraph 
with  any  of  our  Admirals  in  command 
at  foreign  stations,  because  tho  private 
code  books  were  only  supplied  to  those 
officers  who  had  the  least  need  of  them 
— namely,  the  Admirals  in  command  of 
the  home  ports.  The  Commander-in- 
Chief  in  North  America  had  found  that 
he  had  no  means  of  communicating 
privately  with  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada.  Sir  Geoffrey  Hornby  strongly 
urged  that  the  Intelligence  Department 
should  not  be  cramped  in  its  first  starting ; 
but  this  was  exactly  what  had  been 
done,  for  though  the  scheme  of  salaries 
provided  for  an  Admiral  at  the  head  of 
the  Department,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  never  agree  to  the 
increased  amount  when  the  First  Lord 
admitted  that  a  Captain  was  enough. 
He  (Admiral  Mayne)  wished  to  show 
the  House  that  tho  Admiralty  had  never 
been  efficient,  and  that  it  had  at  no  time 
satisfied  the  requirements  of  the  country 
or  of  the  Navy.  When  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  talked 
of  his  taking  responsibility,  it  was  not  an 
original  notion.  The  noble  Lord  was 
not  the  first  individual  who  had  talked 
of  the  responsibility  of  the  First  Lord. 
Before  the  Special  Committee  of  1861 
Sir  James  Graham  claimed  that  he  was 
responsible  for  all  that  went  on  at  the 
Admiralty,  and  Sir  Francis  Baring,  when 
asked  if  he  agreed  with  Sir  James 
Graham,  said  that  he  did.  The  Duke  of 
Somerset  being  pressed  to  say  whether 
he  was  responsible  for  such  a  detail  as 
the  selection  of  ships  for  reliefs  of 
foreign  stations,  replied  that  he  was. 
In  the  first  instance,  he  said  that  the 
responsibility  rested  with  him  and 
the  First  Sea  Lord,  but  that  if  he 
chose  to  interfere,  it  rested  with  the 
First  Lord.  That  was  the  view  which 
had  been  held  by  First  Lords  for  a  long 
time,  and  it  was  made  more  prominent 
by  an  Order  in  Council  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  childers  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  begged  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member's  pardon.  What  he  did  was 
precisely  the  reverse.  He  made  the 
First  Se(^  Lord  responsible. 
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Aduibal  MATNE  said,  that  the  right  the  country  or  the  >Service.     8ir  James 

hon.  Gentleman,  by  an  Order  in  Council,  Graham  was  First  Lord,  and  before  the 

mode  the  responsibility  of  the  First  Lord  1861   Committee   claimed  full  respon- 

more  definite  and  prominent.  sibility  and  supremacy  at  the  Admiralty ; 

■.r  oTTTTrvTiT.a  -J  ^L  •  1  ^^^  whou  Admiral  Sir  Charles  Napier 
Mb.  OHILDEES  said  the  special  eame  home  from  the  Baltic,  did  Sir 
object  of  the  Order  in  Council  was  to  james  Graham  take  the  blame  upon 
make  each  Naval  Lord,  and  especially  his  own  shoulders  for  the  failure— as  the 
the  FiMt  Sea  Lord,  responsible,  instead  country  thought  it-of  that  expedition  ? 
of  treating  the  Naval  Lords  as  a  small  Did  he  say—"  I  did  not  give  Sir  Charles 
Committee.  Napier  a  single  gunboat  which  was  able 
Admibai,  MATNE  said,  his  opinion  to  get  within  several  miles  of  the  forte 
and  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^}^^'^  *'«,"  blamed  for  not  taking?" 
differed  altogether  as  to  the  effect  of  ^*  ^^^  ^°^  '*°*"  ^^^^  *^**  ^^^  gunboats 
that  Order  in  Council.  Although  full  were  commenced,  and  they  were  corn- 
responsibility  was  claimed  in  that  House  Pleted  just  m  time  to  take  part  in  the 
by  the  First  Lord,  in  the  event  of  Sf»1*  Na^^'  ?|7'«''  ^^'""^  followed  the 
disaster  the  blame  was  always  allowed  Declaration  of  Peace  in  1856,  not  having 
to  rest  elsewhere.    He  had  no  wish  to  ^K^\  \  e'^/'f  s^ot  in  anger.     Did  the 

go  too  far  back,  but  the  same  system  *.;';^*,„  x?     v     ,,  ^^^r/^  ^^  '■®?P,''."- 

had  been  going  on  for  more  than  200  ^'^^f,.  No;  he  alio  wed  the  responsibility 

years,  and  he  recollected  no  instance  *?   ^"^  f''    t>e    Commander-in-Chief. 

in  which  the  First  Lord  had  claimed  Knowledge  of  such  facts  made  the  Ser- 

the  responsibility  where  there  was  any  vice  anxious  to  get  vessels  of  the  right 

real  danger.    When  Admiral  Byng  was  qial'tj  and  m  the  right  ouantity,  be- 

tried  at  Plymouth,  did  the  First  Lord  "T"®  *^?y,'"'ew  that  the  blame  would 

come  forward  and  say  that  he  was  re-  '"^»y«  ^"^^  "^P?^  *®  °aval  officers  in 

sponsible  for  sending  out  that  officer  to  command.      The     present    system    of 

relieve  Minorca  with  10  under-manned  managing  our  Navy  which  had  gone 

battleships  to  stop  a  landing  by  the  on  for  so  long  a  time  was  utterly  rotten, 

French  in  Minorca  which   had  taken  ^'^  ^%  hoped  that  the  result  of   the 

place  before  he  could  get  there,  under  ?°y*'  Commission  would  be  to  tear  it  up 

cover  of  12  battle  ships  and  a  number  of  ?/  *°®  roots  and  to  found  a  new  one  m 

frigates  ?    On  the  contrary,  he  allowed  »*«  P'"«®-.    ^.^  'e't  strongly  the  neces- 

Admiral  Byng  to  be  tried.     Why  did  not  ?'*y  ^°'  inquiry  into  the  system  which 

the  First  Lord  say—' '  I  was  responsible,  '^?  ^°  condemned  by  a  Eoyal  Commis- 

entirely   responsible,   for  all  that    oo-  ^^^n,  and  if  he  did  not  follow  the  noble 

curred,"    and    save    that    unfortunate  and  gallant  Lord  in  submitting  a  scheme, 

officer,  whose  gallantry  was  undeniable,  J*  Y?^  °°*  because  he  had  not  got  one, 

from  an  unjust  sentence  ?  Then,  in  Nel-  ??*  because  he  thought  the  time  of  the 

son's  time  was  the  Admiralty  satisfac-  ^o"*?    ^f    Commons    should    not    be 

toryf    He  would  not  quote  from  the  occupied  m  discussing  details.    He  was 

more  fiery  spiriU  then  afloat,  but  from  ^^^t  vain  enough  to  think  that  his  silence 

the    courageous    and  noble    but  long  ""'K^*  °o*  )!>  improved  bv  a  Committee 

suffering  Collingwood.      What  was  it  or  a  Eoyal  Commission;  but  he  thought 

that  that  gallant  officer  said  ?  He  wrote,  »*  '^^ .  ?°°  PO>nted  out  by  the  noble  and 

after  Trafalgar gallant  Lord  who  had  already  addressed 

the  House  that  an  entirely  new  system 

•'  I  never  h«ir  from  England.    The  Admi-  ^as  required.    He  had  referred  to  what 

ralty  seem  to  have  so  mnch  oasiness  in  other  i._j „ j  •_  ,ocj       ai.      i  i  •   j 

quarter,  that  they  cannot  attend  to  me.    If  had  occurred  in  1854.    At  a  later  period 

the;  could  send  me  a  few  more  ships  I  should  a  Committee  sat  m  1861.     The  Mem- 

not  care,  hat  I  am  very  much  pinched  for  force  bers  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty   were 

to  spread  OTor  the  extensive  seas  which  I  have  divided  among  themselves  as   to  their 

to    range.      Nothmg   could  have  heen    more  rasneotivfl    diiHnn    Atid    mannnaihilitioQ 

neglectful  than  the  Admiralty  had  been."  respective    outies  ana  rosponsibilities, 

and  there  was  no  kind  of  continuity  in 

Jumping  over  the  next  50  years  he  came  the  policy  of  the  Board.    Admiral  Sir 

to  the  Crimean  war,  circumstances  at-  George    Seymour  was  asked  whether 

tending  which  were  in  the  memory  of  and  to  what  extent  he  considered  him- 

many  hon.  Members.  It  was  evident  that  self  responsible  for  the  advice  he  gave, 

even  then  the  Admiralty  did  not  satisfy  and  bis  answer  was— 
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<<  I  do  not  consider  myself  in  the  least  liable 
to  Lo  told  to  walk  out  of  the  Admiralty  by  the 
First  Lord.  I  do  not  consider  myself  Lord 
Addington'a  nominee.  I  can  never  consider  it 
depends  on  the  First  Lord  to  remove  me." 

He  was  asked — 

**  Do  you  consider  that  there  really  was,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  supremacy  of  the  First  Lord  ?  " 

And  he  replied — 

**  His  position  as  a  Cabinet  Minister  gave 
him  a  weight  which  one  in  that  position  should 
have;  but  I  do  not  admit  his  being  supreme." 

Sir  John  Pakington,  speaking  of  him- 
self as  First  Lord,  said — 

*'I  never  did  feel  on  the  Admiralty  that  I 
had  cither  the  knowledge  or  the  control  or  the 
responsibility  which  I  think  the  Minister  who 
IS  nt  the  head  of  so  great  a  Department  ought 
to  Jiave.'* 

Ho  added — 

"  It  was  hardly  possible  to  regard  the  First 
Lord  iis  being  supreme  among  his  Colleagues, 
and,"  he  said,  *'  ho  considered  it  a  very  awkward 
and  dififioult  arrangement  for  the  First  Lord  to 
assume  a  responsibility." 

With  these  differences  it  was  not  a 
matter  of  surprise  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh when  he  came  into  Office,  having 
read  these  conBicting  opinions,  should 
have  said — **  The  beet  thing  I  could  do 
is  to  make  the  matter  clear.''  But,  then, 
what  happened  ?  One  of  the  first  things 
that  occurred  was  the  appointment  of  a 
Controller  of  the  Navy,  and  that]  was 
another  of  tho  many  instances  of  want 
of  continuity  at  the  Admiralty.  The 
unfortunate  Captain  went  down ;  but 
when  that  ship  sunk  did  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  take  the  responsibility 
upon  his  own  shoulders  of  the  loss  of 
that  vessel  ?  No  ;  neither  the  First  Lord, 
nor  the  First  Sea  Lord,  nor  the  Second 
Sea  Lord,  took  tho  responsibility ;  but 
the  First  Lord  wrote  a  Minute  relating 
to  the  loss  of  the  Captain  in  November, 
1870,  which  seriously  affected  the  reputa- 
tion of  Sir  Spencer  Eobinson,  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Navy.  The  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Board  of  Admiralty  in 
1871  reported  that — 

"  The  combination  of  the  two  Offices  of  Lord 
Commissioner  of  tho  Admiralty  and  Controller 
placed  him  in  an  anomalous  position,  since 
he  was  at  once  a  member  of  the  Board  and  also 
serving  under  the  Board.  This  arrangement 
has  not  been  altogether  successful.'* 

The  Minute  of  tho  right  hon.  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  in  1870  relating 
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to  the  loss  of  tho  Captain  was  published 
without  having  been  seen  by  the  First 
Sea  Lord  or  Sir  Spencer  Eobinson.  He 
called  attention  to  the  existence  of  this 
beautiful  sj'stem  which  enabled  tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  publish 
a  Minute  without  having  first  shown  it 
to  the  officer  concerned  or  to  the  First 
Sea  Lord,  who  were  his  primary  Ad- 
visers, or,  to  speak  more  properly,  bis 
Colleagues.  The  Committee  went  on  to 
remark  in  their  Eoport — 

'<  Such  a  proceeding  is  quite  unprecedented  ; 
but  it  showed  the  great  difficulty  of  exactly 
fixing  the  responsibility." 

No  doubt  it  did ;  but  the  same  difficulty 
existed  now  as  it  did  then. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  What  is  the  date 
of  that  Committee  ? 

Admiral  MAYNE  said,  he  was  re- 
ferring to  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee 
of  1871  on  the  Board  of  Admiralty, 
which  states  that  on  the  30th  of  No- 
vember, 1870,  **Mr.  Childers  wrote  a 
Minute  relating  to  the  loss  of  the  Cap- 
tain:' 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  What  was  the 
nature  of  the  Committee  ?  I  have  read 
no  Eeport  of  a  Committee  containiDg 
those  words. 

Admiral  MAYNE  said,  it  was  not  a 
Departmental,  but  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  childers  :  A  Select  Commit- 
tee of  which  House,  and  upon  what  ? 

Admiral  MAYNE  said,  he  could  not 
state  at  that  moment  from  memory ; 
but  it  was  a  Committee  known  as  tho 
Select  Committee  of  1871,  and  he  should 
be  happy  to  show  the  Report  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  privately.  He 
was  quite  certain  as  to  his  quotations, 
although  he  might  not  be  strictly  accu- 
rate as  to  the  date.  The  Report  went 
on  to  say — 

''The  First  Lord  being  himself  nominally 
responsible  for  sending  the  ship— the  Captain — 
to  sea,  constituted  himself  a  judge  of  the  case, 
and,  exempting  himself  from  all  blame,  distri- 
buted censure  amongst  a  number  of  persons, 
while  he  placed  the  chief  weight  on  the  Con- 
troller, who  had  been  by  a  former  Board  espe- 
cially released  from  this  responsibihty.  So, 
again,  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the  other 
liords.  The  division,  materiel  and  pertonneif 
appeared  on  a  superficial  view  to  be  precise  and 
easily  understood.  Almost  every  witness  gave 
his  opinion  that  the  union  of  a  seat  on  the 
Board  with  the  OflSco  of  Controller  had  boon  a 
mistake." 

Mb.  childers  :  No  such  Report 
was  ever  made  by  a  Select  Committee. 
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The   hon.   and    gallant    Gentleman    is 
entirely  mistaken. 

Admiral  MAYNE  said,  yet  when 
that  question  arose  respecting  the 
building  of  a  new  class  of  frigate  the 
First  Sea  Lord  said  he  considered  this 
a  question  for  himself  rather  than  for 
the  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  was 
Controller  of  the  Admiralty,  and  that 
the  fancies  of  the  Controller  need  not 
be  considered.  That  showed  again 
the  utterly  mixed  condition  into  whioh 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  had  got  as  to 
responsibility.  He  had  spoken  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Controller  of  the 
Navy,  and  had  stated  that  the  appoint- 
ment gave  rise  to  some  difference  of 
opinion  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  it- 
self. In  18G9,an  Order  in  Council  merged 
the  control  of  the  Navy  into  a  Third 
Lord — 

**  With  the  view  of  simplifying  and  facili- 
tating tho  transaction  of  the  business  of  the 
Department,  and  more  effectually  controlling 
the  naval  expenditure." 

But,  in  1872,  another  Order  in  Council 
re-established  the  Controller  of  the  Navy 
as  an  office  *'  to  be  held  for  a  fixed  period 
by  an  officer  not  a  Member  of  the  Board." 
In  1882,  it  was  considered  desirable 
that  the  Controller  should  again  be  ap- 
pointed Naval  Lord,  and  an  additional 
Civil  Lord  should  be  appointed  *'  who 
should  possess  sufficient  mechanical  and 
engineering  knowledge,  as  well  as  ad- 
ministrative experience,"  to  assist  the 
Controller.  He  mentioned  these  things 
to  show  that  there  had  been  no  continuity 
whatever  in  the  policy  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  although  he  was  aware  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  had  spoken, 
at  Ealing,  of  the  continuity  of  the  Ser- 
vice being  far  better  than  that  of  the 
French  Naval  Service.  During  the  30 
years  following  the  last  Lord  High 
Admiral  there  had  been  no  less  than 
103  changes  in  tho  Admiralty ;  conse- 
quently, the  experience  of  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  had  averaged  something 
like  half  ayear  each.  Since  1880,  there 
had  been  three  First  Lords,  seven 
Financial  Secretaries,  and  IG  Lords. 
Taking  an  average,  they  would  find 
that  a  First  Lord  with  an  average  ex- 
perience of  two  years,  was  financially 
advised  by  Secretaries  with  nn  average 
of  one  year  experience,  and  in  other 
matters  by  Lords  of  an  average  experi- 
ence of  six  months.  It  was  upon  such 
limited  experience  as  this  that  these 


officers  undertook  to  prepare  the  Navy 
Eitiinates,  and  he  would  ask  the  House, 
or  any  man  of  expenence,  how  it  was 
possible  to  perform  the  work  satisfactorily 
under  a  system  like  that  ?  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  himself  condemned  the  system — as 
would  be  admitted  by  the  House  when 
he  reminded  them  of  the  answer  which 
the  First  Lord  gave  last  year  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Faddington 
(Lord  Kandolph  Churchill)  when  he 
attacked  the  Admiralty.  Tho  First  Lord 
on  that  occasion  admitted  that  the 
whole  system  had  been  bad  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  until  he  came  into  Office 
with  a  Board  against  which  he  (Admiral 
Mayne)  had  nothing  to  say.  He  would, 
however,  remind  the  House  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  this  wonderfully  able  Board, 
with  the  business  experience  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much  of  the  Financial 
Secretary ;  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
Heaven-born  administration  of  the  First 
Sea  Lord,  and  the  great  mastery  of  details 
possessed  by  the  Second  Lord,  and  tho 
abilities  of  the  recusant  Lord  who  last 
addressed  the  House,  the  affairs  of  the 
Admiralty  might  still  have  remained  in 
a  state  of  chaos  in  which  the  First  Lord 
stated  he  had  found  them.  When  the 
question  was  raised  about  the  ships,  they 
were  told  by  the  First  Lord  that  the 
money  had  been  badly  spent ;  that  the 
contracts  for  the  ships  had  not  been  pro- 
perly looked  into ;  that  the  Administra- 
tive Department  had  not  been  properly 
managed  ;  and  that  adequate  details  had 
not  been  given,  and  they  were  assured 
that  for  the  first  time  in  our  naval  history 
the  details  had  been  given.  It  was  said 
that  the  Admiralty  had  been  re-organ- 
ized ;  but  it  had  been  re-organized 
time  after  time.  Every  First  Lord  who 
came  into  Office  immediately  declared 
that  he  was  about  to  re-organize  it,  and 
that  wonderful  things  were  to  be  accom- 
plished under  his  administration ;  so  it 
had  been  from  the  first,  and  so  it  would 
be — unless  the  system  was  altered — to 
the  end  of  the  chapter.  In  1861,  Sir 
James  Graham  announced  the  reforms 
which  were  only  commenced  to  be  made 
last  year.  Sir  James  Graham,  giving 
evidence  before  the  Committee  of  1861, 
said  tliat  all  the  detoils  of  the  individual 
cost  of  every  ship  not  only  could  be 
given  to  the  House  of  Commons,  but 
that  the  time  had  arrived  when  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  they  should 
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be  80  given.     That  was  25  years 
and  yet  they  woro  told  that  the  roforms 
were  only  commonced  last  year.     They 


vere   among    the    changes  whioh    the    theit  Baddies." 


of  poILtical  character  were  romovod,  you  and 
jour  holds  of  hranches  ought  to  havo  such  a 
I  grasp  of  tha  busincKa  that  yau  can  carry  it  ou 
antil  the  new  heads  of  the  Office  sre  warm  ia 


noble  Lord   the   First    Lord   made   i 
much  of,   and  he  thought,  it  showi 


How  long  it  took  to  get  warm  in  the 
must,  of  course,  depend  a  good 


which   could   go  on   for  'ib  years  and 

yet  enable  the  present  administra- 
tion last  year  to  take  t!ie  first  step  ia 
building  ships  according  to  the  Esti- 
mates, and  spending  money  with  advan- 
tage to  the  State.  Mora  than  that,  some 
of  the  improvements  and  roforms  which 
the  First  Lord  claimed  to  have  effected 
'.Tore  entirely  opposed  to  the 


m  ,o  onii  nn  nn  nr  .  vnnT-H  nn  ^^^  evidently  Until  that  was  so  ttie  per- 
manent clerks  must  rule,  and  sometimes 
the  Board  again  changed  before  they  Iind 
had  time  to  get  warm  in  their  saddles. 
Now,  what  had  happened  in  the  case  of 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  f  A 
Naval  Lord  retired,  AVell,  he  had 
known  100  Naval  Lords  retire,  but  in 
„.-_",  ,  ,,-,,,       this  instance  the  First  Lord  considered 

former  First  Lords,  and  would  probably    ^^   necessary   to   explain  to  his   consti- 

be  altered  immediately  if,  by  an  unfor-  ,  t^entswhy  the  noble 

tunate  turn  of  the  wheel  of  fortune,  hon.  ■     -  ■ 

Gentlemen  opposite   should    again    be 

placed  at  the  head  of  the  Department. 

The  noble  Lord  claimed  that   ho  had 

inaugurated  a  ayetem  by  whioh  the  Lords 

of  the  Admiralty  were  ablo  to  minute 

their  obj  eotions  to  any  particular  decision 

of  the  Board.    But  when  the  Committee 

■at  on  the  loss  of  the  Meg<Era,  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 

Edinburgh  was  asked  by  Lord  Lawrence 

if  he  approved  of  the  system  adopted 

by  the  Council  of  India.     The  right  hon. 

Gentleman  said  he  knew  very  little  about 

it,  whereupon  Lord  Lawrence  explained 

it  to  him,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

Baid  that  he  took  one  fatal  objection  to 

the  system.     That  objection  was  one  for 

which  the  First  Lord  now  took  credit. 

Therefore  the  House  might  rest  assured 

that  this  would  be  altered  tho  moment 

the  Board  of  Admiralty  was  changed, 

if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  into 

Office  again.     The  First  Lord  said  that 

it  was  sheer    nonsense    to    talk  about 

eupremacy  of  the   permanent    officials 

of  tho  Admiralty;  but  in  the  name  of 

common  sense  how  could  it  bo  other- 
wise when  the  First  Lord  and  theFinan- 

oial  Secretary  and  the  Naval  Lords  were 

all  liable  to  a  clean  sweep  whenever  a 

change  of  Government  took  place,  and 

were  replaced  by  others  who  could  not 

possilily  kiiDw  anything  of  tho  business 

fur   several    months    at    tho   least.     In 

tho  in(iuiry  into  tlie  loss  of  the  Utgara, 

tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 

for  South  Edinburgh  made  this  statc- 

*'I  said  to  Mr.  LoihinKton  this  state  of 
things  ought  to  exist,  that  if  the  heads  of  tho 
UOico  whose  toD  UTS  dopendi  upon  considcnitiDna 
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d  gallant  Lord 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  left 
Office,  together  with  the  differences 
which  had  existed  between  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  and  himself.  Surely, 
this  fact  showed  the  amount  of  confu- 
sion which  existed  in  the  Department. 
And  white  tho  noble  Lord  was  telling 
one  thing  to  his  constituents  at  Ealing, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Ad- 
viser of  the  First  Lord  was  giving'quite 
another  version  to  his  constituents  In 
another  part  of  the  Kingdom.  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
evidently  did  not  know  the  position  of 
the  Members  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, for  in  the  same  sentence  be  spoke 
of  them  as  nrimary  Advisers,  Colleagues, 
and  subordinates.  The  words  of  tho 
noble  Lord  wore — 

"  The  diffaraoco  hatween  tho  War  Office  and 
tho  Admiralty  is,  first.'that  tha  naval  olGccrs 
are  my  GoUcaguea  and  nut  Assbtaats  ;  they 
act  as  my  primary  and  not  as  secondary 
Advisors." 

Further  on,  he  says,  speaking  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Cbarles  Beres- 
ford)— 

"It  ho  had  succeeded  in  fotoiug  mo  to 
revcrao  my  decision,  not  a  shred  of  the 
authority  of  tho  hand  of  the  Dopartmcnt  would 
have  remained,  and  a  precedent  would  have 
I)  can  CM  tall]  i  shed  of  tho  mint  niii«:hicvous  thn- 
nittor,  thnt  of  tlio  Finit  t,ord  yielding  to  hit 
naval  8ubordin»te  on  a  Gnaudal  quealion." 
That  naval  subordinate  was  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord,  a  Member  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty,  and  the  primary  Adviser 
of  Iho  First  Lord.  Consequently,  they 
were  tuld  that  tho  First  Lord" had  a 
primary  Adviser  from  whom  he  got  as 
much  advice  as  possible,  but  acted  npoa 
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it  as  much  or  as  little  as  be  chose.  It 
came  to  this,  that  so  far  as  the  position 
of  primary  Adviser  to  the  First  Lord 
was  concerned,  so  long  as  there  was  an 
agreement  between  them,  the  primary 
Adviser  was  the  First  Lord's  Oolleague, 
but  when  they  differed  he  became  his 
subordinate.  In  his  Ealing  speech  the 
First  Lord  had  nothing  but  praise  for 
his  Board ;  but  surely  if  it  was  com- 
petent for  a  First  Lord  to  praise  the 
acts  of  the  Board,  it  was  equally  so  for 
him  to  condemn  them,  and  there  was 
nothing  except  a  sense  of  duty  to  pre- 
yent  any  other  Naval  Lord  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  from  calling  a  meeting 
in  Hyde  Park  in  order  to  give  his  version 
of  the  mode  in  which  the  affairs  of  the 
Admiralty  were  conducted.  The  First 
Lord  told  the  public  that  the  present 
Controller  of  the  Navy  was  so  able  and 
80  capable  that  he  had  reduced  the 
Dockyard  expenditure  by  £200,000 ;  but 
at  the  same  time  his  financial  Adviser 
was  telling  his  audience  at  Ormskirk 
that  naval  officers  were  quite  unfit  to 
control  large  establishments.  As  to  the 
capabilities  of  naval  officers  for  such 
positions,  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
that  within  a  few  days  thoy  had  been 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  that  he  had  selected  a  naval 
officer  for  the  command  of  the  largest 
gun  factory  in  England.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
had  also  said  that  the  Eoport  of  the 
French  Budget  Committee  showed  that 
it  was  owing  to  the  fact  of  the  French 
having  a  naval  officer  at  tho  head  of  the 
Navy  that  they  had  overrun  their  Esti- 
mates—[Lord  George  Hamilton:  Hear, 
hear  H — and  that  he  had  been  superseded 
by  a  Civilian.  The  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  **  Hear, 
hear!"  but  did  ho  know  that  for 
the  last  20  years  tho  French  had  had 
naval  officers  at  the  head  of  their  Ad- 
miralty, except  for  somewhat  under  two 
years  in  all,  and  that  Admiral  Krantz 
was  at  this  moment  in  that  position  ? 
If  it  was  duo  to  this  cause  that  tho 
French  had  overrun  their  Estimates, 
how  about  our  own  Estimates?  The 
Benhow  cost  £52,000,  the  Edinburgh 
£77,000,  and  the  Wampite  £71,000 
above  the  original  Estimates,  and  they 
wore  toad  that  it  was  not  until  an  entire 
novelLy  had  been  introduced  into  the 


Department  by  the  present  Administra- 
tion that  our  ships  wore  ever  built  within 
the  Estimates.  In  his  judgment,  many 
things  might  be  advantageously  copied 
by  us  from  the  French.  So  far  from 
blaming  Admiral  Aube,  the  French 
Budget  Committee  told  them  that  they 
had  the  good  fortune  to  meet  with  the 
greatest  assistance  from  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Navy,  Admiral  Aube  having, 
from  the  time  of  his  taking  office,  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  prepare  new 
regulations  conducive  to  economy. 
The  head  of  the  Admiralty  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  work  with  that  Com- 
mittee, and  the  plan  had  worked  welf. 
When  Admiral  Aube  reduced  the  French 
Naval  Establishments,  what  did  he  do  ? 
He  induced  the  Committee  to  grant  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  in  order  to 
prevent  a  cruel  discharge  of  a  large 
number  of  men  in  the  winter.  Indeed 
there  are  many  things  which  were  done 
in  France  which  might  bo  advantageously 
copied  in  this  country.  He  had  little 
further  to  do  than  to  point  out  that  it 
was  most  wrong  to  say  that  naval  officers 
were  invariably  in  favour  of  expenditure. 
What  they  wanted  was  to  be  governed 
under  a  proper  and  intelligible  system, 
and  that  the  money  should  be  spent  for 
the  real  benefit  of  the  Navy  and  country. 
Under  the  present  system  officers  in  the 
Navy  were,  during  a  period  of  three, 
four  or  five  years,  almost  invariably  kept 
on  shore  waiting  for  command,  while  in 
that  time  they  might  otherwise  be  gain- 
ing experience  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Service.  Naval  officers  did  not  want  use- 
less expenditure  ;  their  wish  was  to  see 
in  the  Navy  a  sufficient  number  of  ships 
of  tho  highest  and  most  efficient  class. 
Ho  wished,  in  conclusion,  to  put  to  the 
House  and  the  noble  Lord  this  Question, 
which  was  the  real  test — Was  our  system 
economical,  and  did  it  supply  us  with  a 
proper  Navy?  As  to  economy,  our 
Admiralty  Vote  dealt  with  62,000  men  ; 
the  French  Admiralty  Vote  dealt  with 
45,000  men  and  25,000  Marines  and 
Marino  Artillerymen,  or  05,000  mon. 
Wo  employed  at  tho  Admiralty,  for  the 
purpose  of  administering  this  force, 
500  persons;  the  French  Government 
employed  250  persons  only,  or  exactly 
half  that  number.  Again,  tho  monetary 
difference  was  far  greater,  our  Vote  for 
these  persons  amounting  last  year  to 
£21 1,000.  But  calling  it  £200,000,  the 
amount  of  the   French  Estimate  was 
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to  Colling^ood  enclosing  him  the  plan  of 
f  ghting  the  battle  of  Trafalgar.  He 
said — 


£51,000  only.  This  sum  included  every- 
thing properly  attributable  to  the  French 
Admiralty  except  the  very  slight  differ- 
( nee  between  the  full  and  extra  pay  of 
the   French  Admirals  on   the   Council 
— 3,000    francs  each — and   the    result 
showed  that  our  Board  of  Admiraltv 
employed  double  the  number  of  persons 
employed  by  the  French,   and  that  at 
four    times    the    cost.      He    (Admiral 
Mayne)   admitted  that    everything    in 
England  was  most  costly  in  the  matter 
of  salaries,  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
downwards,  but  even  allowing  for  this 
country  a  charge  double  that  of  the 
French,  the  English    system   still  cost 
£100,000    a-ycar    in   this  Department 
more  than  the  French.     Then  with  re- 
gard  to  efficiency  he  defied  the  First 
liord  of  the  Admiralty,  notwithstanding 
tbe  post-prandial  declarations    of   the 
First  Sea  Lord  at  the  Engineers'  Dinner 
the  other  night,  to  say  that  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  were  unanimous  or  that 
the  majority  of  the  Board  would  say 
that  we  had  enough  ships,  either  build- 
ing or  on  the  programme.     He  (Admiral 
Mayne)  did  not  believe  that  the  majority 
of  the  Board  would  say  that  they  agreed 
with  the  policy  which  the  First  Lord  had 
put  into   his  Statement — namely,  that 
of  not    laying   down    any   more   iron- 
clads   in     1888*9.       He    did    not    say 
that  he  had  authority  to  stato  that  the 
majority  of  the  Board  did  not  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  ;  but  could  the  noble  Lord 
assure  the  IIouso  that  his  naval  advisers 
who  signed  the  Estimates  of  last  year — 
he  had    not    had    time    to     examine 
the  Estimate  of  the  present  year — agreed 
with  him?     The  point  was   that   the 
country  was  paying  four  times  as  much 
as  the  French  were  paying,    but  they 
certainly  had  not  got  one-third  more 
ships,  which  every  naval  oflB.cer  allowed 
they  ought  to  have.    It  was  well  known 
that  the  French  had  four  or  five  ships 
half-built,   which  they  could  complete 
sooner  than  we  could  complete  ours, 
which   were    not   yet    even    designed, 
whilO)  at  the  same  time,  shipbuilding  in 
Bussia  was  going  forward.     There  was 
no  naval  ofiicer  who  would  come  before 
a  Commission  and  say  that  we  had  a 
sufficient  number  of  ships  for  the  de- 
fence  of  tho  Imperial  interests.      Tie 
must  repeat  that  naval  officers  did  not 
wish  for  unnecessary  expenditure.     Tho 
feelings  of  the  Navy  were  never  better 
described  than  by  Nelson,  when  writing 

Admiral  Mayne 


**  You  and  I  can  have  no  petty  jealousies  ;  w  e 
have  hut  one  ohject  in  view,  the  annihilation 
of  our  enemies  and  to  hring  a  glorious  peace 
to  England." 

That  was  the  object  which  he  believed 
all  naval  officers  at  tho  present  day  had 
before  them. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  the  allocation  of  authority  in  tho  administra- 
tive system  of  the  Admiralty  requires  entire 
reform." — {Lord  Charlts  Beresford.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  tho  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  think,  Sir,  it  is 
due  to  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  that  I  should 
now  intervene  in  the  debate,  and  take 
notice  of  the  observations  which  he 
made,  as  well  as  those  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Admiral  Mayne) 
who  has  just  sat  down.  I  must  at  tho 
outset  protest  against  one  remark  made 
by  my  noble  Friend  and  several  remarks 
mado  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken.  They  have 
no  right  to  assume  that  the  Admiralty 
is  not  actuated  by  motives  as  pure  as 
their  own.  My  noble  Friend  distinctly 
stated  that  if  the  other  noble  Lords  did 
not  resign,  it  was  probably  because  they 
were  not  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
my  noble  and  gallant  Friend  and  the 
last  speaker  have  held  up  to  ridicule  the 
speech  of  the  Senior  Naval  Lord  (Admi- 
ral Acland  Hood)  made  on  Saturday 
last.  They  have  pretended  that  there 
wore  certain  Members  of  tho  Board  who 
altogether  differed  from  that  speech  and 
differed  from  my  Memorandum. 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD:  I 
never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Admiral  MAYNE:  As  to  the  wording 
of  tho  Memorandum  I  have  no  authority 
for  that.  I  said  I  defied  the  noble  Lord 
to  say  they  agreed  that  we  had  enough 
ships — the  policy  of  not  building  more. 

LoKT)  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  The 
theory  of  my  hon.  Friends  is.  that  tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ought  im- 
plicitly to  rely  on  the  advice  of  experts. 
When  I  asked  for  their  authority^f or  in- 
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sinaating  that  the  Naval  Lords  dififer  fro  m 
me,  my  Eon.  and  gallant  Friend  say  she 
defies  me  to  state  that  they  agree  with 
me.  Well,  they  do  agree.  Every  word 
of  the  Memorandum  was  sent  to  every 
Member  of  the  Board  who  was  respon- 
sible for  any  one  Department,  and  it  was 
because  they  agreed  with  me  that  I  have 
laid  it  on   the  Table  of  this    House. 

i Admiral  Mayne  here  made  a  remark.] 
must  object  to  its  being  intimated 
either  by  assertion  or  insinuation  that 
there  is  a  diflPerence  of  opinion  between 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
experts  on  the  Board  which  does  not 
exist.  I  wish  now  to  refer  to  the  dif- 
ference which  arose  between  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  and  myself  as  to  the 
salaries  of  the  Intelligonce  Department. 
The  question  is  a  very  simple  one.  I 
have  repeatedly  explained  it  at  great 
length,  but  I  am  afraid  I  must  recapi- 
tulate it.  Four  Naval  Lords  in  Novem- 
ber, 1886,  pressed  strongly  upon  me  the 
necessity  of  enlarging  the  existing  Naval 
Intelligence  Department  and  adding  to 
it  a  mobilization  side  ;  and  they  stated 
to  me  that  as  the  work  was  urgent  the 
appointment  of  the  officers  ought  to  be 
made  at  once.  I  went  and  saw  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen),  and  I  got 
his  assent  to  enlarging  the  establishment 
on  the  understanding  that  the  numbers 
and  the  salaries  of  the  Department  so  en- 
larged were  subsequently  to  be  subject  to 
Treasury  revision.  That  was  the  under- 
standing, and  on  that  understanding 
those  officers  were  appointed,  and  the 
whole  Board  were  consenting  parties  to 
that  condition,  and  my  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  was  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
Board  who  consented.  The  salaries 
which  were  proposed  by  the  Committee 
seemed  to  me  to  be  high ;  but  believing 
that  the  Naval  Lords  were  unanimous 
and  these  salaries  being  strongly  pressed 
upon  me  by  the  First  Naval  Lord,  I  sent 
them  forward  to  the  Treasury,  somewhat 
contrary  to  my  better  j  udgment.  It  was 
never  asserted  that  these  salaries  were 
necessary  for  insuring  efficiency.  My 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  did  not  assert 
it.  They  were  based  upon  the  statui 
and  comparative  salaries  of  other  officers 
of  other  Departments.  The  Treasury 
pressed  for  our  arguments ;  the 
arguments  that  were  put  forward 
were  demolished,  as  the  Treasury 
pointed  out  that  what  should  regulate 
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the  standard  was  not  the  comparative 
salaries  of  other  officers,  but  the  work 
that  had  to  be  done,  and  what  was  the 
amount  necessary  to  get  the  best  men  to 
do  it.  They,  moreover,  pointed  out  to  me 
— audit  was  an  argument  that  came  home 
to  myself — that  no  revision  and  no  re- 
duotion  in  any  Department  would  be 
possible  if  those  officers  who  came  in 
afresh  were  to  have  their  salaries  fixed 
on  the  highest  scale  which  existed.  I 
looked  most  carefully  into  the  matter, 
and  gave  to  it,  I  believe,  even  more 
personal  attention  than  my  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  did  himself.  I  saw  that 
the  salaries  which  the  Treasury  proposed 
were  almost  identical  with  those  that 
wore  enjoyed  by  the  Intelligence  De- 
partment at  the  War  Office,  and  in  every 
single  instance  they  were  considerably 
above  the  full  pay  that  the  officers  would 
have  received.  Seeing,  also,  that  the 
question  at  issue  did  ali'ect  the  efficiency 
of  the  Department,  that  the  controversy 
had  gone  on  for  nearly  10  months,  that  I 
had  ascertained  in  the  meantime  that 
two  Naval  Lords  did  not  adhere  to  the 
original  salaries  which  had  been  fixed, 
but  thought  them  too  high,  and,  feeling 
as  I  did,  that  there  could  be  no  greater 
waste  of  time  than  by  the  prolongation 
of  an  inter-departmental  dispute,  I 
directed  a  letter  to  be  written  to  tho 
Treasury,  and  so  anxious  was  I  that 
every  Naval  Lord  should  know  what 
I  had  done  that  before  I  sent  it  to  the 
Treasury  every  Naval  Lord  saw  it  and 
initialed  it.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  did  not  object  to  it,  and  that  shows 
that  he  did  not  consider  that  the  re- 
duction would  affect  the  permanent 
efficiency  of  the  Department.  I  heard 
no  more.  The  letter  went  to  the  Trea- 
sury. Six  weeks  afterwards  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  sent  in  a  Memo- 
randum —  written  in  the  strongest 
Saxon  at  his  command — telling  me  that 
unless  I  chose  to  reverse  my  decision  he 
would  resign. 

Lord  CHAELES  BERESFORD  : 
No ;  put  the  Memorandum  on  the 
Table,  and  let  the  House  see  the  real 
truth. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
should  be  glad  to  do  whatever  is  con 
sistent  with  the  public  interest;  but 
whatever  diflferenoes  of  opinion  may 
arise  on  a  point  of  this  kind  in  a  De- 
partment, obviously  the  Head  of  that 
Department  must  have  somo  power  at 
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some  time  of  sottling  the  question,  and 
if  ever  there  was  an  instance  in  which 
a  civilian  head  should  exercise  his 
authority  it  was  surely  on  a  matter  of 
this  sort.  It  was  not  a  naval  question, 
and  if  anybody  at  the  Admiralty  was 
competent  to  judge  what  was  the  salary 
that  would  command  the  pick  of  the 
talent  available  for  these  appointments, 
it  was  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty. [Mr.  GosoiiEx :  The  First  Naval 
Lord.]  No,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  because  he  has  to  make  all 
appointments  above  a  certain  grade, 
both  on  shore  and  afloat ;  and  although 
I  regret  that  my  noblo  and  gallant 
Friend  resigned  on  thnt  ground,  there 
have  been  since  then  two  vacancies  in 
that  Department,  and  there  is  a  pro- 
bability shortly  of  a  vacancy  through 
the  head  of  the  Department  going  to 
sea.  In  every  single  instance  where 
there  had  been  a  vacancy  wo  have  been 
able  to  get  the  very  men  we  want,  and 
there  has  never  been  a  word  of  protest 
against  the  salary.  Tho  question  is  a 
small  one  in  itself,  although  it  raises  a 
very  large  principle — namely,  whether 
a  Junior  Naval  Lord  was  on  such  a 
matter  to  dictate  to  tho  wholo  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty.  I  feel  satisfied 
myself  that  if  I  had  been  in  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend's  position,  and  he 
had  been  in  mine,  he  would  have  dealt 
with  me  in  such  a  case  in  a  much  more 
summary  fashion  than  I  dealt  with 
him.  My  noble  and  gallant  Friend  has, 
however,  occupied  tho  greater  portion 
of  his  speech  in  raising  a  question  with 
which,  if  the  House  will  allow  me,  I 
should  like  to  come  to  close  quarters. 
I  confess  for  myself  that  I  feel  very  con- 
scious of  the  anomaly  that  a  civilian  like 
myself  should  be  at  the  head  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  where  there  are  so 
many  distinguished  admirals  who  have 
served  their  country.  But  when  it  is 
suggested  that  a  military  or  a  naval  officer 
should  be  at  the  head  of  the  War  Office 
or  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty,  I  want 
the  House  to  reflect  just  for  a  moment 
what  that  means.  If  the  House  and 
the  country  could  get  over  the  objections 
which  I  am  about  to  state  and  were 
willing  to  try  the  system  of  having  a 
Naval  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, I  would  willingly  resign  my  pre- 
sent Office  to-morrow  in  favour  of  the 
Firfit  Naval  Lord.  But  the  most 
cherished  principle  of  the  Constitution 

Lord  Oeorge  Hamilton 


of  this  country  is  that  when  a  Member 
of  this  House  accepts  Office  he  ceases  to 
be  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
and  has  to  be  re-elected.      If  naval  and 
military  officers  were  to  become  the  heads 
of  the  great  spending  Departments,  you 
would  lay  down  the  rule  that  when  they 
are  placed  at  the  head  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment or  of  the  Admiralty  they  are  to  bo 
ipso  facto  Members  of  the  Legislature. 
Is  that  a  principle  to  which  this  House 
would  like  to  assent  ?     Suppose  it  did 
assent  to  it ;  let  us  pursue  the  matter  a 
little  further.     The    hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  who  spoke  second  to-night 
(Admiral  Mayne)  alluded  to  the  evidence 
that  was  given  by  very    distinguished 
men    before    two   Committees.      Some 
of    the     ablest    administrators    which. 
this     country     has      produced      gave 
important    evidence     on    this    matter. 
Among  them  were  Sir  James  Graham 
and  the  late  Duke  of  Somerset ;    and 
they  were  both  examined  at  a  time  of 
life  when  they  were  not  likely  again  to 
hold  Office.     Both  Sir  James  Graham 
and   the  Duke   of  Somerset  took  this 
strong  objection  to  the  suggestion  that 
I  am  now  considering — namely,  that  it 
would  result  in  introducing  politics  into 
the  Navy  without  bringing   additional 
naval    experience     to    the    Admiralty. 
Naval  officers  would  have  to  be  chosen 
as  much  or  even  more  for  their  politics 
as  for  their  professional  qualifications. 
I  am  not  sure  that  in  France  the  pre- 
sence of  a  military  officer  at  the  head 
of  the  War  Department  or  of  a  naval 
officer  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty  is  a 
source  of  stability  to  that  country.     My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  alluded  to  the 
French  Estimates.   In  February  last,  in 
France,  a  most  able  Eeport  was  made 
by  a  Committee,  and  no  charges  such  as 
those  made  against  the  administration 
of  the  French  Navy  had  been  made 
ao;ainst  the  administration  of  the  British 
Navy.     There  is  an  absolute  concensus 
of  opinion  that  the  result  of  appointing 
a  distinguished  expert  at  the  head  of  the 
French  Admiralty  has  been  such  a  rash 
expenditure  incurred  without  sufficiently 
testing  the  objects  upon  which  it  was 
made   as   very  seriously  to  jeopardize 
naval  finance  in  France.     Unless  this 
House  and  the  country  are  prepared  to 
upset  old  political  and  Constitutional 
principles,  there     seems    no    possible 
remedy  that  can  be  applied,  and  it  seems 
doubtful  if  any  good  would  result.  Now 
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Buch  being  the  case,  you  must  have  a 
ParliameDtarian  at  the  head  of  affairs. 
If  you  have  a  Parliamentarian  he  must 
have  some  control  over  his  own  Office. 
My  noble  and  gallant  Friend  is  very 
anxious  that  the  opinions  of  the  experts 
should  be  laid  boforo  Parliament,  so 
that  responsibility  should  be  concen- 
t rated  on  those  who  advise  the  First 
Lord.  My  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
had  certain  Departments  under  him  at 
the  Admiralty,  and  he  made  very  few 
suggestions  with  reference  to  them  ;  but 
he  did  make  a  large  number  of  sugges- 
tions in  regard  to  the  Departments  of 
the  other  Naval  Lords,  and  he  proposed 
to  make  great  alterations  in  Depart- 
ments for  which  he  was  not  responsible. 
But  if  those  Naval  Lords  are  to  be  held 
responsible  for  their  opinions,  and  if 
they  object  to  many  of  the  proposals  of 
my  noble  and  gallant  Friend,  why  are 
those  proposals  to  be  forced  upon  them  ? 
Does  it  not  come  back  to  this,  that  my 
noble  and  gallant  Friend — because  he 
happens  to  be  in  the  House  of  Commons 
— is  in  a  position  to  criticize  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  management  of  the 
Departments  of  the  Naval  Lords  who 
are  experts  ;  and  does  it  not  show  that 
as  long  as  there  are  in  this  House  men 
who  are  entitled  as  having  special  know- 
ledge to  express  opinions  on  naval 
matters  they  will  criticize  statements 
made  in  the  Estimates  whether  they 
come  from  the  experts  or  from  the  First 
Lord,  and  who  is  to  defend  the  experts' 
opinions  if  attacked  ?  My  noble  and 
gallant  Friend  alleges  that  in  the  Memo- 
randum I  issued  I  made  statements  that 
no  seaman  would  make.  I  utterly 
traverse  and  contradict  that  statement. 
I  say  that  every  statement  in  that  Memo- 
randum was  carefully  discussed  with 
the  Naval  Lord  whose  Department 
it  concerned,  and  the  two  con- 
cluding statements  contained  in  the 
paragraph  he  quoted — and  to  which  he 
took  special  exception — were  discussed 
perhaps  more  than  any  others.  My 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  says  that  by 
the  present  system  misleading  docu- 
ments may  be  laid  before  Parliament ; 
and  that  I,  as  a  civilian,  have  come  to 
conclusions  altogether  fallacious  as  to 
the  naval  supremacy  of  this  country.  I 
do  not  know  by  what  means  you  can 
test  the  relative  superiority  of  this  coun- 
try as  compared  with  other  countries, 
except  by  taking  the  number  of  ships, 


the  number  of  men,  and  the  number  of 
guns,  and  comparing  them  with  the 
number  of  ships,  the  number  of  men, 
and  the  number  of  guns  which  those  re- 
spective nations  have.  It  may  interest 
the  House  if  I  give  my  data  for  the 
statements  I  advanced  ;  but  if  the  House 
thinks  we  are  too  weak,  and  will  press 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
give  additional  sums  of  money  to  the 
Navy,  I  will  endeavour  to  do  my  best 
to  spend  it  judiciously.  In  the  state- 
ment I  am  about  to  read,  I  exclude  all 
the  iron-dads  anterior  to  the  Devastation 
— which,  in  the  opinion  of  naval  experts, 
is  a  vessel  worth  re-fitting  and  re-engin- 
ing— and  include  the  Admiral  and  the 
belted  Cruiser  class.  On  March  1 , 1 887, 
the  number  of  iron-clads  was  1 6,  with  an 
Aggi^egate  tonnage  of  127,000  tons.  In 
addition  to  this  there  were  five  ships  in 
reserve,  with  44,000  tons,  making  in  all 
a  total  of  171,000  tons.  France,  at  the 
same  time,  had  10  ships  in  commission 
and  six  ships  in  reserve,  with  an  aggre- 
gate of  119,000  tons;  Italy  had  two 
ships  in  commission  and  two  in  reserve, 
with  an  aggregate  of  41,000  tons; 
while  Bussia  had  one  ship  in  commis- 
sion and  four  in  reserve,  with  an 
aggregate  of  25,000  tons.  That  was 
how  we  stood  on  March  1,  1887;  but 
during  the  past  year — that  is  to  say, 
the  present  financial  year  ending 
April  1 — there  have  been  added  to  the 
reserve  4G,000  tons,  as  compared  with 
14,300  for  France  and  13,000  for  Italy. 
Next  year — carrying  out  the  programme 
now  before  Parliament — we  shall  pass 
53,000  tons,  as  compared  with  29,000 
for  Franco,  32,000  for  Italy,  and  26,000 
for  Bussia.  In  the  following  year  we 
shall  pass  39,000  tons,  as  against  20,000 
tons  for  France,  13,000  for  Italy,  and 
20,000  for  Bussia.  And  the  resiilt  is 
that,  whereas  on  March  1,  1887,  we  had 
171,000  tons,  as  against  119,000  for 
France,  41,000  for  Italy,  and  26,000  for 
Bussia,  we  shall  have,  as  at  April,  1890, 
811,000  tons,  as  against  184,000  for 
France,  100,000  for  Italy,  and  73,000 
for  Bussia.  Therefore,  we  shall  have 
during  those  years  largely  increased, 
and  are  still  increasing,  our  lead.  What 
our  superiority  as  compared  with  other 
nations  should  be  is  a  matter  of  dispute, 
but  I  am  well  within  the  mark  when  I 
say  that  we  are  from  30  to  40  per  cent 
above  the  next  most  powerful  naval 
power.     That  being   the  condition  of 
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things — and  wo  can  build  much  faster 
than  any  foreign  country — I  believe  our 
relative  superiority,  as  far  as  fightinfi: 
power  is  concerned,  is  established,  and 
that  if  we  continue  upon  our  programme 
we  shall  continue  to  make  a  greater  ad- 
vance in  superiority.  Then  my  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  criticized  the  state- 
ment in  which  I  remarked  that — 

"  When  wo  consider  tho  dofenco  and  protec- 
tion which  our  commerce  may  require,  extreme 
caution  and  reserve  must  he  exorcised," 

and  that — 

"  nothinpf  hut  actual  experience  could  justify- 
any  confident  prediction  as  to  how  a  thoroughly 
effective  protection  can  he  given  hy  any  fleet  " 

to  our  enormous  Mercantile  Marine. 
Will  any  single  naval  officer  got  up 
and  answer  how  that  can  be  done? 
I  have  the  advantage  as  First  Lord 
to  come  in  contact  with  many  dis- 
tinguished officers  going  out  to  tako 
commands  and  coming  home ;  and  I 
find  the  most  extraordinary  diversity 
of  opinion  as  to  how  effective  protoction 
can  be  g^ven  to  our  enormous  Mercantile 
Marine  ;  and  if  that  opinion  does  exist, 
why  am  I  to  be  attacked  for  giving  ex- 
pression to  it  in  the  Memorandum  ?  It 
is  because  there  is  this  wide  diversity  of 
opinion  that  it  is  necessary  to  bo  careful 
at  the  present  time.  Then  my  noble 
Friend  complains  that  we  have  not 
followed  the  French  in  the  matter  of 
melanite,  which  gave  a  remarkable  ex- 
hibition of  its  power  the  other  day  in 
bursting  in  a  gun,  and  blowing  the  gun 
to  atoms.  That  it  was  a  most  sensitive 
explosive  was  proved  by  the  recent  fatal 
accident  at  Belfort. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD  said, 
he  had  complained  that  whilst  the 
French  had  spent  £1,000,000  on  shells 
with  high  explosive  bursting  charges, 
we  had  not  even  made  a  trial  with 
them. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  I 
know  there  is  a  rumour  of  £1,000,000 
having  been  expended;  but  if  these 
bursting  charges  of  shells  are  to  be 
fired  from  guns  on  board  ships,  it  would 
be  wiser  to  finish  the  ships  first.  As 
the  French  have  not  money  enough  to 
do  the  latter,  I  question  whether  they 
are  spending  any  on  the  former.  But 
even  supposing  that  the  Admiralty  had 
been  a  little  behindhand  as  regarded 
the  introduction  of  a  higher  explosive, 
to  whom  was  that  duo?  In  regard  to 
expenditure  of  this  character,  so  far  as 
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the  Ordnance  Department  is  concerned, 
my  noble  Friend  is  perfectly  well  aware 
experts  are  absolutely  supreme ;  it 
is  on  their  advice  alone  that  action  is 
taken,  and  it  therefore  seems  strange 
that  my  noble  Friend  should  find  fault 
with  us  on  the  point.  Wishes  have 
been  expressed  that  we  should  give 
greater  authority  to  experts ;  but  fault 
has  been  found  because,  on  a  question 
on  which  it  would  be  right  to  be  guided 
by  the  authority  of  experts,  we  have 
followed  their  lead.  I  believe  that  the 
principle  for  which  the  Seconder  of  the 
Motion  contended  is  impossible.  I  ad- 
mit that  tho  system  of  civil  control  at 
the  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  has 
been  attempted  to  be  carried  on  in  this 
country  for  some  years  under  almost 
impossible  conditions.  There  has  been 
an  attempt,  which  has  failed,  at  the 
War  Office  and  partially  at  the  Admi- 
ralty to  make  one  branch  of  a  Depart- 
ment responsible  for  economy  and 
another  for  efficiency.  I  believe  that  to 
be  a  most  baneful  and  unsatisfactory 
division ;  and  I  speak  with  a  greater 
freedom  because  1  think  it  has  ceased 
to  exist  at  the  Admiralty  ;  and  tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has,  by  tho 
alterations  he  has  made  in  Army  or- 
ganization, given  far  greater  power  and 
authority  to  military  officers  than  they 
before  possessed. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
Not  financially. 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Yes, 
in  this  respect,  that  they  are  to  have 
control  over  the  expenditure  that  is 
voted  for  the  one  Department  of  which 
they  are  the  head.  I  say  that  the  di- 
vision was  an  impossible  one.  I  believe 
it  is  to  the  previous  want  of  such  a 
system  that  a  great  many  of  these  ad- 
mitted defects  and  shortcomings  are 
due.  Year  after  year  the  same  thing 
has  happened ;  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates have  been  Icdd  before  Parlia- 
ment involving  expenditure  which  ought 
to  have  been  cut  out,  as  not  leading  to 
efficiency,  and  reductions  which  were 
short-sighted  and  unwise,  and  which 
ought  to  have  been  kept  in ;  and  this 
was  due,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  the 
length  of  time  that  Parliament  sits. 
The  matter  stands  thus — Estimates,  as 
a  whole,  are  prepared  in  November; 
but  the  shipbuilding  programme  of  the 
Navy  is  probably  not  settled  until  after 
both  the  Army  and  tho  Navy  Estimates 
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are,  to  a  certain  extent,  matured.  As- 
sume that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, Tvhen  the  expenditure  is  submitted 
to  him,  says  that  it  is  too  high,  and 
that  it  is  to  he  reduced ;  assume  that 
when  he  submits  it  to  the  Cabinet  he  is 
told  that  the  total  must  be  still  further 
reduced,  and  that  the  Navy  expenditure 
must  be  brought  within  a  certain  limit ; 
if  he  obeys  such  injunctions,  what  can 
the  officers  of  the  Admiralty  do  under 
tho  conditions  ?  There  are  only  a  few 
weeks  before  the  Estimates  must  be 
laid  on  the  Table  in  due  form.  If  it 
comes  to  a  reduction,  it  is  new  expendi- 
ture that  must  be  struck  out.  There 
may,  perhaps,  bo  a  number  of  old 
items  that  could  be  struck  out ;  but 
to  strike  them  out  comes  in  contact 
with  personal  interests,  perhaps  with 
local  prejudices ;  and  it  is  perfectly 
well  known  that  any  large  reduction 
cannot  be  effected  in  tho  time  available, 
60  from  year  to  year  a  considerable 
amount  of  new  expenditure  has  been 
cut  out  of  the  Navy  Estimates,  because 
that  has  been  the  only  means  of  reducing 
them,  while  a  certain  amount  has  been 
retained  which  might  have  been  struck 
out  if  there  had  been  more  time  for  the 
revision  of  the  Estimates.  If  you  place 
Navy  officers  in  a  position  in  which  they 
can  combine  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting both  efficiency  and  economy,  I 
am  confident  there  will  bo  the  greatest 
possible  inducement  to  effect  any 
economies  which  their  experience  can 
suggest.  Our  Estimates  are  consider- 
ably lower  than  those  of  last  year  ;  but 
I  think  the  amount  of  work  we  shall  be 
able  to  get  out  of  those  lower  Estimates 
will  make  as  good — I  think  I  may 
almost  say  better — provision  for  the 
wants  of  the  Navy  than  has  been  made 
for  a  good  many  years  past.  This  is  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  have  most  scrupu- 
lously and  rigorously  overhauled  during 
tho  past  year  the  expenditure  in  every 
separate  settled  branch  ;  and  they  have 
succeeded  in  cutting  off  a  large  amount 
of  expenditure,  without  in  any  way 
affecting  the  amount  of  work  to  be  done. 
If  more  authority  is  given  to  naval  and 
and  military  experts,  who  to  a  large 
extent  even  now  exercise  authority  at 
the  Admiralty,  I  believe  it  is  easy  to 
reconcile  the  system  of  a  civil  headship 
of  the  Departmenti   with  the  effective 


supervison  and  economical  administra- 
tion of  expenditure.  I  sympathize  a 
good  deal  with  the  criticisms  which 
naval  and  military  Friends  make  from 
year  to  year  on  the  Estimates.  They 
know  that,  under  the  system  in  force 
for  some  time  past,  we  do  not  always 
get  the  best  possible  return  for  our 
money.  If  the  Navy  is  to  be  made 
thoroughly  efficient  and  to  be  able  to 
cope  with  the  demands  of  the  future,  we 
must  bo  prepared,  to  a  certain  extent, 
to  break  with  the  past.  As  new  wants 
are  developed,  and  money  is  found  to 
supply  them,  it  is  quite  clear  that  old 
sources  of  expenditure,  sanctioned  by 
usage  and  tradition,  but  not  required  in 
modern  days,  must  disappear.  If  naval 
and  military  Members  of  this  House 
who  possess  special  knowledge  will  give 
the  Departments  the  benefit  of  their 
suggestions  in  that  direction,  they  will 
strengthen  the  hands  of  the  civil  heads 
at  tho  War  Office  and  the  Admiralty, 
because  the  mere  fact  of  their  recom- 
mending a  reduction  of  expendituro 
which  they  view  as  unnecessary  will 
make  that  reduction,  when  effected,  far 
more  valuable  as  well  as  palatable  to 
the  respective  Services  to  which  they 
belong.  As  to  war  organization  I  must 
differ  with  my  n^blo  Friend  as  to  what 
he  has  stated  in  reference  to  the  arrange- 
ments for  adapting  the  Admiralty  to  the 
exigencies  of  a  time  of  war.  There  is 
a  most  exhaustive  Beport  at  the  Ad- 
miralty dealing  with  every  single  ques- 
tion that  can  arise  in  time  of  war.  I3ut 
little  or  no  action  had  been  taken  upon 
it  up  to  1886.  But  a  Naval  Intelli- 
gence Department  was  established 
for  collecting  and  piecing  together 
scattered  information  ;  and,  therefore, 
there  is  now,  for  the  first  time,  a  De- 
partment entrusted  with  the  respon- 
sibility of  seeing  that  everything  that 
relates  to  the  transition  from  a  peace 
footing  to  a  war  footing  is  ready  and  ia 
a  proper  condition.  It  would  not  be  fair 
to  those  who  have  formerly  held  the  Office 
of  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  to 
assume  that  this  question  had  not  been 
gravely  considered  and  thought  out. 
When  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  present 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  in  1878,  and 
when  we  passed  through  a  somewhat 
critical  phase,  arrangements  were  made 
by  which  we  should,  at  very  short 
notice,  have  been  able  to  put  the  Fleet 
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on  a  war  footing.  As  to  the  suggestion 
that  naval  officers  should  be  employed 
as  dorks  instead  of  civilians,  there  seems 
to  be  insuperable  objections  to  it.  Naval 
officers  forget  their  work  afloat  if  they 
are  very  long  ashore  ;  and  if  you  take  a 
number  of  naval  officers  away  from  their 
primary  duty  for  a  long  time  they  will 
deteriorate  as  officers  of  the  Navy.  Then, 
should  a  war  break  out,  you  will  require 
every  naval  officer  you  can  lay  your 
hands  on,  and  at  a  critical  juncture  their 
places  will  have  to  be  taken  by  those 
who  do  not  know  the  work.  The  sugges- 
tion, therefore,  although  plausible,  is 
not  practicable.  But  there  are  certain 
branches  into  which  retired  paymasters 
and  men  in  similar  positions  may  be 
introduced.  I  admit  that  the  expendi- 
ture inside  the  Admiralty  is  increasing 
yearly,  and  I  am  considering  moans  by 
which  to  reduce  it.  But  this  brings  you 
face  to  face  with  the  question  of  pen- 
sions. All  officials,  not  only  at  the 
Admiralty,  but  to  a  certain  extent  in  the 
Dockyards,  have  a  right  to  pensions; 
the  State  cannot  break  faith  with  them ; 
and  thero  is  a  great  dislike,  which  I 
share,  to  running  up  non-effective 
charges.  But  you  do  not  get  rid  of 
a  non-effective  charge  1^  keeping  men 
who  do  little  work  on  salaries  which 
increase  every  three  years;  on  the  con- 
trary, when  they  retire  their  pensions 
are  so  much  the  higher.  Then,  again, 
if  you  bring  naval  assistants  into 
the  Admiralty,  as  my  noble  Friend 
suggests,  what  is  to  happen  to  the 
personal  responsibility  of  heads  of  De- 
partments? My  noble  Friend  is  also 
desirous  that  these  naval  assistants 
should  be  employed  in  drawing  up 
instructions  to  Commanders-in-Chief 
afloat,  and  I  think  ho  referred  to  a 
sentiment  which  he  said  Admiral  Hornby 
expressed  —  namely,  that  the  Depart- 
ments which  drew  up  the  orders  were 
not  able  to  understand  what  they  were 
writing.  I  beg  respectfully  to  traverse 
that  statement,  which,  if  true,  would 
show  a  most  mischievous  state  of  things 
which  ought  at  once  to  be  remedied. 
The  result  of  the  suggestion  of  the  noble 
Lord  would  mean  that  employing  a 
number  of  junior  naval  officers  at  the 
Admiralty  would  bo  that  they  would 
either  be  superintending  the  operations 
of  their  seniors  at  the  other  end  of  the 
world  during  a  campaign,  or  else  at 
such  a  time  would  have  to  quit  their 
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civil  functions  and  return  to  their  ships. 
Then  my  noble  Friend  objects  to  tho 
power  which  the  First  Lord  has  in 
speaking  in  the  name  of  the  Board. 
But  the  correspondence  must  be  carried 
on  in  somebody's  name;  and  where 
there  is  no  Board  it  is  carried  on  in  the 
name  of  the  head  of  the  Department. 
Nineteen- twentieths  of  the  letters  which 
are  written  in  the  Admiralty  never  come 
to  me.  Every  Naval  Lord  conducts  his 
own  correspondence  in  the  name  of 
the  Board ;  and  if  no  individual  is  to 
be  able  to  speak  in  the  name  of  tho 
Board,  every  Naval  Lord  will  have  to 
conduct  his  correspondence  in  the  name 
of  the  First  Lord,  tho  only  result  of 
which  will  be  that  Naval  Lords  will  bo 
placed  in  a  worse  position  than  they 
are  now.  I  think  I  have  now  dealt 
with  most  of  the  questions  to  which 
my  noblo  Friend  alluded.  The  work 
which  we  have  in  hand  we  shall  push 
on  and  develop  as  fast  as  we  can.  The 
time  of  the  Admiralty  Board  has  been 
much  taken  up  in  altering  the  form  of 
the  accounts  which  are  presented  to  Par- 
liament, which  are  now  not  alone  valu- 
able to  Members  of  Parliament,  who 
desire  to  cross-examine  Ministers  in  re- 
spect of  them,  but  are  equally  valuable 
as  a  like  test  in  the  iiands  of  the 
Naval  First  Lord  in  reference  to  these 
particular  Departments.  I  am  glad  to 
And,  if  I  can  judge  from  personal  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  that  they  met  with 
the  approval  of  the  House.  The  accounts 
for  the  first  time  clearly  distribute  and 
allocate  to  every  particular  service  the 
number  of  men  and  tho  expenditure 
associated  with  the  pay  of  those  men. 
I  am  fully  satisfied  that  if  this  form  of 
account  is  adopted  in  the  future,  it 
must  tend  year  by  year  to  a  more  and 
more  economical  and  effective  adminis- 
tration. The  alteration  entails  an  enor- 
mous mass  of  work,  and  nothing  but 
the  indomitable  energy  of  ray  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
can  have  enabled  him  to  overcome  the 
almost  superhuman  obstacles  which  in- 
tervene between  him  and  the  accom- 
plishment of  his  task.  Wo  attach  great 
importance  to  accurate  forms  of  account. 
We  believe  that  by  the  steps  we  have 
thus  taken,  we  shall  insure  continuity 
of  policy  and  the  continuous  mainte- 
nance and  strength  of  the  Establish- 
ment. We  have  deliberately  kept  our 
programme  well  within   our    financial 
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rcsonrcGS.  Our  difficulty,  and  I  will  bo 
quite  frank  with  Iho  House,  is  cot  one 
of  want  of  funds,  or  want  of  shipbuilding 
power;  it  is  one  of  gun-produciug 
power.  The  object  which  we  have  in 
view  is  to  keep  the  non-ofTective  expen- 
diture of  the  Navy  as  small  as  possible, 
and  to  keep  on  an  improved  footing  our 
organization  for  war,  eo  **that  every 
ship,  either  in  commission  or  in  reserve,'' 
shall  have  all  its  requirements  thought 
out  and  prepared,  so  that  the  whole 
available  force  of  the  Navy  may  be 
ready  and  effective  at  any  given  moment 
that  it  may  be  required.  We  have  en- 
deavoured to  associate  with  the  Navy 
the  most  powerful  of  our  Mercantile 
Fleet,  and  we  believe  that  by  this  asso- 
ciation of  force  being  brought  rapidly 
into  operation  wo  shall  have  time  during 
whioh  we  can  further  develop  and 
organize  the  untouched  naval  resources 
of  the  country.  It  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  thoroughly  equip  and 
arm  our  coaling  stations  and  our  fort- 
resses, and  to  co-operate  with  the 
Colonies  in  inducing  them  to  fortify 
their  forts  and  their  stations,  so  that 
the  whole  effective  force  of  the  Navy 
may  be  ready  to  take  an  objective,  and, 
if  necessary,  to  assume  an  offensive  atti- 
tude in  whatever  part  of  the  world  we 
may  be  required.  We  cannot  pretend 
to  have  perfected  our  plan  and  settled 
all  the  questions  relating  to  organization ; 
but  we  have  contrived  to  make  very 
considerable  progress  in  the  matter,  and 
I  believe  that  the  object  which  we  have 
in  view  is  now  within  a  measurable  dis- 
tance. If  I  am  not  assenting  to  the 
course  of  my  noble  Friend,  if  I  believe 
that  a  good  many  of  his  suggestions  are 
impracticable — that  they  will  come  into 
collision  with  political  usages  and  Con- 
stitutional traditions ;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  House  can  help  the  Qovernment, 
and  especially  naval  and  military  Mem- 
bers, and  we  ask  them  to  co-operate 
with  the  Government.  The  Government 
believe  that  by  referring  these  Estimates 
to  a  Select  Committee  we  may  make  the 
Committee  a  repository  of  naval  know- 
ledge which  may  be  most  useful  to 
First  Lords  of  the  Admiralty.  The  Qo- 
vernment believe,  moreover,  that  our 
Estimates  give  a  large  amount  of  infor- 
mation that  was  not  formerly  given  to 
Members  of  Parliament;  and  if  my  noble 
Friend  and  those  who  think  with  him 
will    co-operate    with    Her   Majesty's 


Government  on  the  linos  I  havo  men- 
tioned, I  believe  wo  shall  be  able  to 
secure  a  continuity  of  policy  that  will 
include  the  permanent  maintenance  both 
of  establishment  and  stores  and  of  those 
reserves  which  are  cFsential  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Services,  but,  above  all, 
to  a  Service  like  the  Navy,  upon  the 
prompt  and  effective  discharge  of  whose 
duties,  in  some  unforeseen  crisis,  may 
depend  the  commercial  interests  and 
success  of  the  Empire. 

Mr.  PENKOSE  FITZGEEALD 
(Cambridge)  said,  he  did  not  know  what 
was  the  ultimate  intention  of  this  Re- 
solution ;  but  of  one  thing  he  was  well 
satisfied — namely,  that  outside  the  pro- 
fes^'ional  circles  which  had  been  repre- 
sented by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  tho 
Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford)  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Pembroke  and  Haverfordwest  (Admiral 
Mayne)  there  was  in  the  country  very 
great  anxiety  to  ascertain  whether  tho 
present  naval  armament  of  tho  country 
was  or  was  not  capable  of  doing  that 
which  was  expected  of  it  in  time  of 
war.  Ho  would  like  to  put  to  the  noblo 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
a  very  practical  question.  He  did  not 
desire  to  split  hairs  as  to  whether  the 
noble  Lord  could  state,  or  could  not  state, 
that  his  Naval  Colleagues  were  in  accord 
with  him  ;  but  would  the  noble  Lord  tell 
the  House  that  in  the  opiDion  of  his 
Colleagues  tho  Navy  of  England  was  at 
the  present  time  in  a  position  to  do  that 
which  tho  country  expected  of  them  in 
the  event  of  war  breaking  out?  He  (Mr. 
Penrose  Fitzgerald)  was  well  aware  of 
the  enormous  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
gauging  the  relative  powers  of  the  Na- 
vies of  various  countries.  And  there 
were  many  diverse  opinions  as  to  what 
the  country  would  expect  in  the  event  of 
war,  but  upon  one  point  he  believed 
there  was  no  such  difference.  Tho 
country  and  the  House  expected  from 
the  Navy  that  it  would  ensure  tho 
arrival  of  food  supplies  from  beyond 
seas;  that  it  would  prote(>t  our  coasts 
from  invasion ;  and,  further,  that  it  would 
keep  up  the  supply  of  raw  material 
necessary  to  enable  the  artizans  of  thia 
country  to  continue  to  earn  their  wages. 
That  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  country 
he  thought  no  one  could  gainsay.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  coaling  sta- 
tions, hon.  Members  would  be  at  least 
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awaro  that  most  of  our  coaling  stations 
were  not  places  at  which  coal  was  found, 
but  that  they  were  stations  to  which  we 
had  to  take  coals  for  the  purpose  of 
supplyinfi^  our  ships. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  is  a  specific 
Amendment  before  the  House.  The 
remarks  he  now  offers  are  more  perti- 
nent to  the  general  question ;  they  do 
not  refer  to  the  specific  question  of  the 
administrative  system  of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD  said, 
he  was  on  the  point  of  coming  to  what 
the  First  Lord  has  said  on  this  point. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  do  not  know  what 
application  that  can  have  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House. 

Mr.  PENROSE  FITZGERALD  said, 
in  that  case  he  would  defer  his  observa- 
tions until  tlie  original  question  was 
before  the  House. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  East 
Riding,  Holderness)  said,  he  scarcely 
thought  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  exactly  met  the  difficulty 
indicated  by.the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  East  Marylobone,  and  that  had  been 
shadowed  forth  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  The  question  at  the  root  of  the 
difficulty  was  whether  tho  First  Lord 
ought  to  have  in  general  policy  a  dis- 
tinct arbitration  over  the  remaining 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
His  noble  Friend  who  introduced  the 
Motion  was  inclined  to  the  opinion  that 
there  should  be  some  umpire  or  arbitrator 
external  to  the  Board,  so  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  an  opportunity  of  as- 
certaining the  opinions  of  exports.  He 
(Commander  Bethell)  did  not  agree  with 
his  noble  Friend  in  that  matter.  He 
was  inclined  to  think  with  him  that  there 
should  bo  some  arbitrator  or  umpire  to 
settle  these  matters  ;  but  ho  considered 
that  the  experts  should  be  internal  and 
not  external  to  the  Board  itself.  The 
Board  of  Admiralty  was  generally  under- 
stood, by  people  who  wore  not  very  con- 
versant with  it,  to  be  an  administrative 
Board ;  the  general  opinion  was  that  on 
a  question  of  policy  the  majority  of  the 
Board  defined,  ruled,  and  decided  the 
question,  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
in  reality  the  First  Lord  had  the  power 
of  deciding  what  policy  should  be 
pursued,  whatever  might  be  the  opinion 
of  the  remaining  Members  of  the  Board. 
He  submitted  that  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  Board  should  not  be  constituted 
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on  the  lines  he  had  indicated,  and  that 
there  should  be  power  of  resignation  on 
the  part  of  Members  of  the  Board,  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  power  of  dismissal  of 
elected  Members.  In  that  way  on  any 
particular  line  of  policy  on  which  the 
First  Lord  was  agreed,  he  would  dis- 
miss those  Members  of  the  Board  with 
whom  he  disagreed ;  and  rightly,  for  if 
that  policy  did  not  recommend  itself  to 
the  country,  he  in  his  turn  would  lose 
his  position,  nor  would  that  have  the 
effect  of  lessening  his  responsibility  in 
that  House.  There  was  no  reason  that 
he  knew  of  why  the  noble  Lord  should 
not  be  in  that  House  the  exponentof  the 
policy  on  which  he  had  decided,  nor  was 
there  any  reason  that  a  censure  passed 
on  the  noble  Lord  should  not  cast  a 
stigma  on  the  whole  of  the  Board.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  should  have  the  power  of 
arbitrating  on  a  particular  question  be- 
tween the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty  and  his  Colleagues.  He 
(Commander  Bethell)  suggested  that 
hon.  Members  should  look  back  over 
the  last  20  years  and  see  whether  all 
that  had  been  done  by  the  Admiralty  in 
that  time  had  been  successful.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  country  had  every  con- 
fidence in  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
present  Board,  but  it  was  in  the  know- 
ledge of  everyone  that  in  times  past 
thero  had  been  at  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty  men  who,  however  clever  they 
might  have  been,  had  held  some  strong 
opinions  with  regard  to  the  Navy  which 
were  quite  out  of  harmony  with  the 
opinions  of  those  conversant  with  naval 
matters.  Undor  those  circumstances  it 
would  be  undoubtedly  possible  to  force 
a  line  of  policy  on  tho  remainder  of  the 
Board  which  would  not  commend  itself 
to  tho  Navy  or  tho  nation  in  general. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  a  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Board  holding  strong 
opinions  were  controlled  by  the  remain- 
ing Members  of  tho  Board,  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  they  would  have  a 
security  in  future,  which  they  had  not 
had  in  the  past,  from  many  mistakes  in 
policy  which  had  undoubtedly  occurred ; 
so  that  although  he  differed  to  some 
extent  from  the  noble  Lord  who  in- 
troduced this  Motion,  yot  it  would  be 
seen  that  he  was  going  in  the  same 
direction  with  himself.  He  and  his 
Colleagues  desired  that  there  should  bo 
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predecessors,  they  would,  however,  have 
many  great  difficulties  to  deal  with.  It 
was  formerly  necessary  sometimes  to  rig 
up  jurymast9,  or  to  do  something  to  pre- 
vent a  vessel  from  becoming  a  mere  hulk 
upon  the  water.  Now,  unless  our  ships 
had  coal  they  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  a  dismasted  sailing  ship 
— perfectly  helpless  and  unable  to  as- 
sist a  convoy  and  prevent  it  falling 
an  easy  prey  to  the  enemy,  and  he  did 
not  believe  that  even  in  the  wildest 
flight  of  imagination,  anyone  in  the 
future  would  be  able  to  invent  jury- 
coal,  although  he  was  quite  aware  that 
the  noble  Lord  who  introduced  the 
Amendment  had  himself  rigged  up  a  jury- 
boiler  under  very  difficult  circumstanceR. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had 
given  them  a  calculation  of  his  own, 
made  in  March,  1887,  with  regard  to 
the  Navies  of  England  and  France. 
Before  the  year  1860,  it  was  possible 
to  gauge  the  value  of  our  Navy  and 
the  strength  of  our  ships  in  a  far 
easier  manner  than  now,  because,  when 
a  line-of-battle  ship  was  spoken  of,  it 
meant  a  line-of-battlo  ship,  and  nothing 
else.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  they  were 
all  equal ;  but  that  by  giving  the  number 
of  them  which  belonged  to  each  Power  a 
fairly  near  estimate  could  be  made  of  the 
naval  strength  of  other  nations  and  of 
our  own.  Of  course,  beside  that,  there 
was  the  question  of  the  nationality  of 
the  crews,  and  we  could,  no  doubt,  claim 
some  superiority  on  that  head.  But  the 
position  was  all  changed,  and  the  ships 
of  the  Navy  were  of  such  various  designs 
that  the  wit  of  man  could  not  possibly 
gauge  their  relative  values.  It  was  very 
difficult  to  get  more  than  two  or  three 
naval  experts  to  agree  as  to  the  qualities 
which  should  be  possessed  by  ships  of 
war  in  respect  of  defensive  power,  coal- 
ing power,  engine  power,  manoeuvring 
power,  and  so  forth.  There  had  been 
various  methods  of  computing  the  rela- 
tive strength  of  the  English  and  other 
Navies.  One  authority  put  down  tonnage 
displacement  as  the  first  thing  to  be  con- 
sidered ;  another,  coal-carrying  power  ; 
a  third,  thickness  of  armour,  irrespective 
of  extent ;  and  a  fourth,  speed  and  horse- 
power. To  show  how  difficult  it  was  for 
an  expert  to  gauge  the  relative  values 
of  these  qualities,  he  would  first  take 
the  question  of  displacement.  If  hon. 
Members  would  refer  to  Th$  Navy 
LUi  of  the  present  year,  they  would 


some  means  of  arbitration  or  control  in 
the  Board  of  Admiralty;  whereas  his 
noble  Friend  was  of  opinion  that  those 
means  of  arbitration  or  control  should 
be  external  to  it.  But  whatever  differ- 
ences existed  between  the  noble  Lord 
and  himself,  they  had  arrived  practi- 
cally at  the  same  conclusion,  and  he 
submitted  to  the  First  Lord  that,  how- 
ever interesting  his  speech  had  been,  he 
had  not  approached  that  part  of  the 
question  which  they  as  naval  men  felt 
to  be  the  particular  point  in  dispute. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  PENEOSE  FITZGERALD 
(Cambridge)  said,  he  had  remarked, 
just  before  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
was  negatived,  that  there  was  one  plain 
straightforward  question  which  he 
hoped  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
would  answer.  Would  the  noble  Lord 
tell  the  House  of  Commons  that  he  and 
his  Colleagues,  including  such  men  as 
the  heads  of  the  Intelligence  Depart- 
ment and  the  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance — Admiral  Hornby,  Admiral 
Hewitt,  and  so  forth,  were  agreed  that 
at  the  present  moment  the  forces  of 
England  were  such  as  the  people  of 
this  country  would  expect  them  to 
be  when  a  war  broke  out.  If  the 
noble  Lord  could  make  that  state- 
ment, it  would  do  much  to  allay  the 
uneasy  feeling  which  existed  not  only 
in  naval  and  military  circles,  but  also 
to  a  large  extent  throughout  the  coun- 
try. The  three  things  which  the 
country  certainly  demanded  were  that 
the  Fleet  should  be  sufficient  for  the 
protection  of  our  shores  against  in- 
vasion, for  the  adequate  security  of 
our  food  supplies,  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  convoys  of  ships  convey- 
ing raw  materials  to  be  manufac- 
tured by  the  artizans  of  this  country. 
These  he  took  to  be  the  smallest 
duties  expected  by  the  House  and  the 
country  to  be  performed  by  the  Board  of 
Admiralty.  In  old  days  convoys  were 
protected  by  sailing  ships,  and  the  ex- 
perience they  had  in  navigating  fleets 
when  under  sail,  no  doubt,  added  to  the 
natural  instinct  of  Englishmen,  had 
made  them  better  sailors.  Although  he 
did  not,  for  one  moment,  say  that  the 
blue  jackets,  or  rather  the  black  jackets, 
of  the  Navy  were  one  whit  behind  their 
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find  that  thero  were  certain  vecsels 
of  the  Kojal  Navy  which  had  not 
been  lengthened  amidships,  or  by  the 
stem  or  stern,  and  yet  whose  ton- 
nage during  the  last  three  months  had 
increased.  That  was  a  very  remark- 
able fact,  and  he  thought  that  it  was 
one  which  required  some  explanation. 
If  the  explanation  was  that  they  oould 
increase  the  power  of  the  ships  of  the 
Navy  by  sinking  them  further  in  the 
water  than  was  intended  by  the  de- 
signers, he  said  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  not  be  satisfied  with  that 
method  of  increasing  the  power  of  the 
British  Navy.  He  knew  that  this  had 
been  advocated  by  an  extremely  able 
civilian  in  the  Naval  Eeserve,  who  for  a 
long  time  occupied  a  seat  in  that  House, 
and  who  now  sat  in  '*  another  place.'' 
He  (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald)  maintained 
that  that  was  not  a  fair  or  just  way 
of  making  a  comparison  between  the 
Navy  of  England  and  the  Navies  of 
foreign  countries,  for  by  that  means 
you  might  double  the  apparent  strength 
of  the  Navy  by  sending  it  to  the 
bottom.  Whether  the  other  modes  of 
comparison  with  regard  to  speed,  coal- 
ing power,  &c.,  were  better  than  that  he 
knew  not.  The  matter  was  one  for  the 
decision  of  experts.  But  he  mentioned 
this  to  show  how  difficult  it  was  for  this 
country  to  be  satisfied  that  its  Navy 
could  do  in  time  of  need  what  was  re- 
quired of  it,  without  the  information  of 
experts  on  the  subject,  and  unless  the 
First  Lord  came  down  to  the  House  and 
declared  that  with  that  opinion  of  the 
experts  he  was  satisfied.  If  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  gauge  the  value  of  British  ships, 
it  was  still  more  difficult  to  do  so  with 
regard  to  the  ships  of  the  Navies  of 
Europe.  It  was  generally  considered  by 
those  who  knew  most  on  the  subject  that 
England,  at  the  present  time,  stood  first 
as  regards  naval  power,  France  second, 
and  very  near  to  England,  Italy  third, 
and  a  good  way  behind,  Kuesia  fourth, 
Germany  fifth,  Austria  sixth,  Turkey 
last,  and  the  other  European  countries 
nowhere.  If  that  were  correct,  he  would 
like  to  know  in  what  way  the  relative 
values  of  the  Navies  of  any  two  countries 
were  measured,  or  how  the  relative  value 
of  any  two  ships  was  calculated.  The 
calculation  was  that  the  English  Navy 
was  in  the  proportion  of  100,  while  the 
Navies  of  other  countries  stood  thus — 
France  90,  Italy  50,  Bussia  45,  Germany 
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40,  and  Austria  31.  Ho  asked  how  the 
relative  values  of  tho  vessels  forming 
those  Navies  were  guaged.  Ships  of  the 
Benbow,  Camperdotvn,  and  Collingwood 
class  required  to  be  taken  largely  on 
faith  by  outsiders  like  himself.  Ho 
thought  he  was  right  in  saying  with  re- 
gard to  this  class  of  vessels,  that  a  skilled 
authority  had  declared  that,  if  these 
vessels  which  were  only  to  have  their 
sides  protected,  had  their  unarmourcd 
ends  shot  away,  although  it  was  possible 
they  might  float,  he  absolutely  declined 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  which  part 
would  float  uppermost. 

Sir  EDWAED  EEED  (Cardiff):  I 
said  I  did  not  think  thoy  would  float  at 
all. 

Mr.  PENEOSE  FITZGEEALD  : 
That  was  the  class  of  vessels  by  which 
the  Navy  had  been  increased,  and  it 
beoame  all  the  more  necessary  on  that 
account  for  the  noble  Lord  to  reply  to 
the  plain  matter  of  fact  question  which 
he  had  put  before  him.  Every  country 
had  sacrificed  something  in  order  to 
make  some  feature  supreme.  France 
had  adopted  great  defensive  power, 
having  heavy  guns  mounted  in  ships 
with  tremendous  armour ;  she  had  sacri- 
ficed for  enormous  strength  and  weight, 
the  coal-carrying  power  of  her  vessels. 
Italy,  on  the  other  hand,  had  sacrificed 
everything  for  speed,  giving  their  vessels 
little  protection,  but  high  speed,  and 
guns  of  great  ofl'ensive  power.  Eng- 
land had  adopted,  as  he  gathered,  the 
medium  between  what  France  and  Italy 
had  done  ;  but  there  was  one  point  with 
regard  to  England  which  did  not  so 
much  enter  into  the  calculations  of  other 
countries,  and  that  was— the  desperate 
handicapping  of  English  ships  with  re- 
gard to  tho  amount  of  coal- carrying 
power  necessary  for  them.  He  thought 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  France 
allowed  about  7  per  cent  of  coal-carry- 
ing power  to  line-of- battle  ships ;  but 
English  naval  officers  averred  that, 
having  regard  to  the  dnties  which  would 
be  expected  of  the  Ed  glish  Fleet,  14  per 
cent  of  coal-carrying  power  was  neces- 
sary at  the  very  least  to  enable  the 
Navy  of  this  country  to  do  its  work 
in  any  future  war.  That  is  to  say, 
we  had  to  allow  to  our  enemy  in, 
say  a  ship  of  10,0CO  tons,  700  tons, 
which  ho  might  tako  out  in  guns, 
armour  plates,  or  torpedoes.  English 
vessels  would  thus  be  greatly  handi- 
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capped,  for  while  for  other  countries  it 
was  of  less  importance,  the  Iracts  of 
ocean  over  which  English  vessels  had  to 
go  made  it  necessary  for  them  to  have 
a  larger  coal-carrying  power.  If  it  was 
Eo  difficult  a  suhject  for  them  to  ascer- 
tain the  relative  fighting  capacities  of 
various  countries  in  respect  of  their 
Navies,  it  pointed  to  the  moral  that  they 
should  allow  a  very  large  margin  for 
possible  failures.  But  the  consequences 
of  failure  were  not  the  same  in  all  cases ; 
to  no  other  country  would  failure  be  of 
such  desperate  importance  as  to  Eng- 
land. In  other  nations  there  were 
enormous  Armies  for  their  protection 
and  for  aggressive  purposes ;  but  Eng- 
land alone  trusted  to  her  Navy.  The 
destruction  of  the  Navy  of  France, 
Italy,  or  Germany,  although  inconve- 
nient, would  be  to  those  countries  no 
more  than  a  small  and  temporary  incon- 
venience, whereas  the  destruction  of  the 
Navy  of  England  would  be  the  down- 
fall of  the  country,  which,  without  her 
Navy,  would  be  like  a  watch  without 
the  mainspring.  She  must  stop  short 
and  suddenly  in  her  career,  as  surely 
as  an  animal  in  whose  veins  the  blood 
ceased  to  flow.  She  would  be  incapa- 
citated, and  unable  to  retain  her  posi> 
tion  among  the  nations  of  the  world. 
It  was  nothing  short  of  madness  that  the 
House  should  consent  to  go  on  an  hour 
longer  without  it  being  determined, 
once  for  all,  by  oxperts  at  the  Admi- 
ralty, whether  or  not  our  Navy  was 
sufficient  to  protect  our  coasts,  and  en- 
sure the  protection  of  the  food  supply 
from  abroad  and  raw  material  for 
manufacturing  purposes  at  home.  He 
believed — and  the  House  believed — and 
trusted  that  the  British  sailor  of  the 
future  would  not  be  inferior  to  the 
British  sailor  of  the  past.  The  supe- 
riority of  the  English  as  sailors  in  the 
old  days  was  due  to  the  fact  that,  being 
enormously  superior  in  numbers  to  the 
enemy,  they  were  enabled  to  keep  the  sea 
on  all  occasions,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
keep  the  enemy's  fleet  in  their  ports. 
When  a  fleet  was  kept  in  port  the  seamen 
got  no  practice  at  sea  in  seamanship  or 
gunnery,  and  hence  ono  cause  of  our 
superiority  in  the  last  French  War,  when, 
while  we  blockaded  the  enemy's  ports, 
wo  ourselves  kept  the  sea,  and  gained 
experience  and  practice  in  respect  of 
seamanship.  Would  it  be  possible  for 
England  to  keep  the  sea  and  blockade 


the  enemy's  ports  in  the  future  as  sho 
had  done  in  the  past?  One  thing  was 
perfectly  certain — namely,  that  at  the 
outbreak  of  the  next  war  it  would  be 
necessary  for  England  to  take  a  definite 
and  clear  part,  particularly  with  regard 
to  the  Mediterranean.  If  war  were  de- 
clared to-morrow,  say  with  France, 
would  the  First  Lord  dare  to  take  away 
fron;i  the  Channel  Squadron  a  single 
ship,  and  send  it  to  the  Mediterranean, 
or  to  any  other  part  of  the  world  where 
our  Possessions  or  interests  were  at- 
tacked ?  Was  the  Mediterranean  Fleet 
large  enough  to  repel  an  enemy  from 
Mfidta  and  Gibraltar,  supposing  no  suc- 
cour could  be  sent?  If  it  were  not, 
those  two  places  must  capitulate  if 
they  were  attacked  by  a  superior  fleet, 
as  we  should  not  dare  to  detach  a  single 
vessel  from  the  Channel  Squadron ;  and 
no  First  Lord  would  be  held  guiltless 
if  he  did  so.  Besides  this,  in  the  event 
of  a  war  such  as  he  was  considering, 
our  Admirals  would  be  sending  from 
all  parts  of  the  world  for  supports. 
It  was  clear,  in  the  first  place,  that 
Eussia  was  steadily  advancing  on  India 
of  set  purpose.  It  was  perfectly  clear 
also  that  if  we  desired  to  defend  India, 
we  could  only  do  so  by  being  in  a  posi- 
tion to  attack  Eussia  at  some  other  point 
than  Herat.  That  was  to  say,  we  must 
strike  Eussia  somewhere  else  than  at 
Herat  if  we  wished  to  save  Herat.  If 
that  were  so,  then  the  only  means  of 
striking  such  a  blow  at  Eussia  was  by 
European  alliances ;  but  was  there  any 
possibility  of  this  country  being  taken 
into  alliance  by  any  other  European 
Power?  Was  our  Army  or  Navy  of 
sufficient  strength  and  usefulness  to  in- 
duce any  European  Power  to  enter  into 
an  alliance  with  us  ?  He  did  not  think 
so.  If  the  state  of  things  were  otherwise 
— that  was  to  say,  if  our  Fleet  was  suffi- 
ciently strong  for  us  to  be  of  any  use  to 
other  European  Powers — he  believed 
such  alliances  might  be  formed.  He 
believed  that  all  it  would  be  necessary 
for  this  country  to  do  in  order  to  prove 
of  essential  service  to  a  foreign  ally 
would  be  to  send  a  Fleet  to  the  Baltic 
and  another  to  the  Mediterranean.  Such 
fleets,  it  was  estimated  by  competent 
authorities,  would  be  worth  500,000 
men  to  a  central  Power  of  Europe  in  the 
event  of  an  alliance.  As  it  was,  how- 
ever, we  were  not  strong  enough  for  any 
foreign  Power  to  seek  an  alliance  with 
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us.  "Wo  stood  almost  alone,  and  at  the 
outbreak  of  war  it  would  bo  necessary 
for  this  country  to  make  up  its  mind  to 
take  one  of  the  three  proverbial  courses. 
The  first  course  would  be  to  take  our 
place  again  amongst  the  nations  of 
Europe,  and  bear  the  burdens  and  reap 
the  benefits  of  such  a  course,  giving  up 
the  short-sighted  policy  of  saying  that 
we  would  fight  only  for  English  inte- 
rests. What  were  English  interests — 
where  did  they  extend  to  ?  We  heard 
sometimes  that  it  would  be  better  for  us 
to  stay  at  home  and  mind  our  own  busi- 
ness ;  but  where  was  our  home  ?  Did  it 
not  extend  from  Australia  to  Canada, 
from  New  Zealand  to  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  from  Gibraltar  to  India,  from 
the  British  Channel  right  across  both 
hemispheres  ?  Was  that  not  our  home, 
and  was  it  not  our  business  to  defend 
our  home  in  every  quarter  of  the  globe  ? 
The  first  course,  then,  which  this  coun- 
try could  follow  would  be  to  take  her 
place  amongst  the  nations  of  Europe. 
The  second  course  would  be  to  declare 
boldly  that  England  wanted  no  allies, 
and  was  prepared  to  fight  by  herself. 
In  that  case,  it  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  double  our  present  Navy, 
and  largely  increase  our  Army,  espe- 
cially in  India ;  then,  if  they  liked,  we 
might  sit  down  and  wait  for  Kussia — 
Bussia,  perhaps,  backed  by  France — 
whenever  it  was  convenient  for  her  to 
attack  us.  The  only  other  course  was 
one  which  would  hardly  commend  itself 
to  England — namely,  to  go  drifting  on, 
sacrificing  our  position  in  Europe  bit 
by  bit  until  some  war  panic  came  and 
frightened  the  country  into  building 
something  like  a  sufficiently  powerful 
Navy  for  the  defence  of  our  shores. 
The  country  had  acted  under  the  in- 
fluence of  panic  before,  and  that,  too, 
in  quito  recent  years.  If  it  had  not 
been  for  the  Penjdeh  incident  we 
should  not  have  had  tho  beltod  cruiser 
class  of  vessels.  He  trusted  the  first 
of  the  three  courses  to  which  he  had 
referred  would  be  the  one  to  commend 
itself  to  tho  House.  He  believed  it  would 
bo  the  least  expensive.  It  would  be 
much  less  likely  to  give  rise  to  jealousy 
than  the  course  of  doubling  our  Navy 
and  saying — ''We  will  only  fight  for 
English  interests."  It  would  be  no  menace. 
It  would  be,  in  his  opinion,  the  most 
straightforward  and  Imperial  policy  that 
Euglaud  could  carry  out.  At  all  events, 
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nothing  could  be  more  unfortunate  than 
that  wo  should  havo  to  rely  for  the 
strengthening  of  our  Navy  upon  war 
scares  and  panics,  at  which  times  we  had 
to  pay  largely  increased  prices  for  our 
ships  and  warlike  stores.  Our  expe- 
riences in  our  last  war  with  France,  to 
which  some  reference  had  been  made, 
were  extremely  valuable,  and  should  be 
borne  in  mind  at  this  time.  Some  people 
wanted  altogether  to  break  with  the 
past ;  but,  to  his  mind,  they  should 
learn  from  the  past  what  would  be  useful 
to  them  in  the  present.  Was  it  not  a 
fact  that  in  the  last  French  War  our 
Fleet  was  nearly  double  that  of  France, 
although  we  had  to  defend  a  much 
smaller  Empire  than  the  one  we  now 
possessed  ?  Was  it  not  also  a  fact  that 
though  the  English  Navy  was  in  those 
days  double  that  of  France  and  Spaiu 
put  together,  it  was  barely  adequate  to 
save  our  shores  from  invasion.  At  the 
commencement  of  the  war  in  1793  our 
Navy,  as  he  had  said,  was  certainly 
double  that  of  France  ;  at  the  peace  of 
1801  the  proportion  of  the  two  Navies 
was  as  6  to  1,  and  yet  in  the  last  year  of 
that  war  we  lost  3  per  cent  of  our  com- 
merce, captured  principally  by  French 
privateers,  and  that  was  a  very  remark- 
able thing  when  we  came  to  compare 
the  Navies  of  the  two  countries.  Hero 
was  a  still  more  striking  circumstance. 
Between  the  commencement  of  the  year 
1793  and  the  end  of  the  year  1795, 
when  France  alone  was  our  enemy,  we 
lost  3,000  vessels,  or  about  6  per  cent 
of  our  whole  Navy.  Let  the  House  re- 
member these  figures,  and  remember  that 
our  naval  strength  was  double  that  of 
France.  [An  hon.  Mbmber  :  Under  sail.] 
Yes ;  but  it  would  take  proportionately 
quite  as  strong  or  even  a  stronger  convoy 
of  steam  vessels  of  war  to  escort  a  convoy 
of  steam  merchantmen  as  it  took  sailing 
war  ships  to  escort  a  fleet  of  merchant- 
men under  sail  in  the  old  days.  If  what 
he  had  referred  to  had  occurred  when 
our  Fleet  was  double  as  strong  as  that 
of  its  enemy  at  one  time,  and,  at  another 
time,  six  times  as  strong,  he  could  en- 
force with  some  chance  of  success  tho 
question  he  had  put  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  But 
he  had  another  thing  to  say  in  reference 
to  our  last  war  with  France.  In  1805, 
we  had  three  Fleets.  Nelson  had  left 
Europe,  and  was  hunting  Villeneuve. 
He  followed  him  to  the  West  IndieSi 
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but  never  fell  in  with  him.  He  hunted 
him  back  to  Europe.  When  Villeneuve 
got  back  to  Europe  he  fell  in  with  Sir 
Kobert  Calder,  who  was  in  command  of 
a  second  Fleet  off  Ushant,  while,  south 
of  that  squadron,  was  another  in  charge 
of  Admiral  Collingwood,  of  the  Burlings 
at  Lisbon.  As  it  afterwards  turned  out, 
Nelson,  who  had  succeeded  in  sailing 
up  level  with  Yilleneuve,  but  had  never 
managed  to  get  within  sight  of  him,  was 
in  Gibraltar  with  his  Fleet.  And  what 
happened  ?  Yilleneuve  fought  an  action 
with  Sir  Eobert  Oaldor,  who  was  sub- 
sequently tried  by  court  -  martial  for 
not  annihilating  a  fleet  very  nearly  twice 
as  strong  as  his  own.  At  that  very  time, 
the  country  had  two  other  Fleets  for  the 
protection  of  the  Mediterranean,  and  the 
protection  of  our  commerce.  What 
chance  were  our  Admirals  going  to  have 
in  the  future,  if  they  were  to  be  dealt 
with  like  that  unless  we  put  them  in  as 
good  a  position  in  regard  to  ships  and 
guns  as  our  Admirals  were  in  in  former 
times?  Well,  he  (Mr.  Penrose  Fitz- 
gerald) thanked  the  House  for  having 
listened  to  him.  There  was  just  one 
point  he  desired  to  emphasize  —  he 
almost  wished  he  had  dealt  with  no 
other  topic,  so  important  did  he  conceive 
it  to  be.  Would  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — and  he 
asked  this  with  all  respect,  for  he  con- 
sidered the  noble  Lord  had  done  wonders 
already  at  the  Admiralty,  and  hehoped  he 
would  continue  in  the  same  line— come 
down  to  the  House,  and  tell  the  House, 
and  through  the  House  the  people  of  the 
country,  that  the  experts  with  him  in 
office  were  satisfied  that  the  present  and 
prospective  state  of  the  Navy  was  such 
that  it  would  be  capable  the  moment  a 
war  broke  out — if  it  should  be  at  9 
o*clock  to-morrow  morning — of  protect- 
ing our  shores  from  invasion,  and  the 
lines  of  route  by  which  raw  material  was 
brought  for  our  artizans  to  work  up,  and 
food  was  necessary  to  be  supplied  to  our 
people  without  which  there  would  be  a 
famine,  the  like  of  which,  perhaps,  was 
never  seen?  Would  the  noble  Lord 
say  that  was  the  opinion  of  the  experts  ? 
If  he  did  not,  it  should  be  the  signal  for 
the  breaking  out  of  the  people  into  a 
necessary  and  wise  panic.  They  would 
be  justified  in  viewing  the  present  con- 
dition of  things  with  alarm,  and  in  de- 
manding from  the  Government  an  answer 
to  such  a  question. 


Me.  E.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
he  rose  to  offer  a  few  comments  on  the 
very  able  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty.  But 
before  he  did  so,  he  wished  to  say  that 
when  he  remembered  the  brilliant  ser- 
vices of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford),  he  could  not  help  regretting  that 
those  services  were  no  longer  at  the 
command  of  the  Admiralty.  It  was 
always  desirable  to  have  at  the  Admi- 
ralty young  officers  who  had  themselves 
seen  service ;  and  that  was  particularly 
the  case  when  the  Navy  was  daily  being 
revolutionized  by  science.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  say  whether  the  noble  Lord 
was  justified  or  not  in  doing  as  he  had  ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Duff)  had  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  in  resigning  his  noble  Friend 
had  acted  purely  from  patriotic  motives ; 
and  he  would  have  left  the  question  there 
but  for  some  observations  made  by  his 
noble  Friend,  which  appeared  to  reflect 
not  only  upon  the  present  First  Lord, 
but  upon  his  Predecessors.  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them  that  when  he  went 
to  the  Admiralty  he  found  to  his  utter 
astonishment  that  there  was  not  a  single 
shred  or  shadow  of  organization  for  war 
purposes.  [Lord  Oharles  Beresford  : 
Hear,  hear !]  That  was  a  very  extreme 
statement,  and  one  which  reflected  upon 
all  who  had  been  at  the  Admiralty ;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  statement  was 
justified  by  fact.  The  noble  Lord  said 
that  the  first  thing  he  did,  being  a  man 
of  business,  was  to  ask  for  the  Papers 
bearing  on  the  subject.  He  (Mr.  Duff) 
also  when  he  went  to  the  Admiralty, 
as  a  man  of  business,  asked  for  the 
Papers  containing  information  on  that 
point,  and  he  was  shown  a  set  of  Papers 
— he  was  not  going  to  reveal  confidential 
documents — which  he  did  not  think  his 
noble  Friend  could  have  read.  These 
Papers  contained  a  complete  organiza- 
tion for  calling  out  the  Coastguard  and 
the  Naval  Eeserves ;  and,  so  far  from 
there  not  being  a  shred  of  organization 
for  war  purposes,  he  believed  they  could 
have  called  out  the  First  Glass  Eeserve 
in  four  days.  That,  at  all  events,  was 
the  opinion  of  his  naval  Colleagues. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated  that  the 
Commanders-in-Chief  of  naval  stations 
had  had  no  information  given  to  them 
of  the  number,  character,  and  position 
of  the  foreign  men-of-war  on  their  re- 
spective stations.    That  statement  was 
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altogether  inacourate,  because  lie  (Mr. 
Duff)  could  positively  assert  that  when 
he  was  in  OfRce  every  Oommander-in- 
Chief  at  every  naval  station  had  the 
fullest  information  supplied  to  him  with 
regard  to  every  foreign  man-of-war, 
with  their  respective  guns  and  men  that 
were  under  their  command  on  the  sta- 
tion. If  the  noble  Lord's  statement  wore 
true,  every  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty 
in  recent  years  ought  to  have  been  im- 
peached, and  every  Naval  Lord  cashiered. 
No  doubt  tho  intention  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  making  these  statemonts  was  all  that 
could  be  desired ;  nevertheless,  it  was 
certain  that  he  had  permitted  his  zeal 
to  carry  him  too  far.  The  noble  Lord 
had  done  good  service  at  the  Admiralty ; 
but  any  one  who  had  listened  to  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  would  be  led  to 
believe  that  no  one  else  had  ever  effected 
any  reforms  at  the  Admiralty.  Now  he 
came  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  The  noble 
Lord  had  doubtless  made  many  useful 
suggestions ;  but  he  had  not  given  them 
any  practical  plan  for  the  reorganization 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  With  many 
of  the  suggestions  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  made,  however,  he  (Mr.  Duff) 
entirely  agreed.  For  instance,  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  Admiralty  were  in  the 
habit  of  withholding  infoi*mation  that 
might  very  properly  be  given  to  that 
House.  Thus,  in  one  case,  the  Admi- 
ralty had  withheld  the  Eeport  of  a  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  consider  the  question 
of  providing  coal  for  our  coaling  stations. 
From  what  he  had  gathered  from  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  he  understood  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  no  objection  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  being 
supreme,  provided  he  never  used  his 
own  head,  but  always  adopted  the  sug- 
gestions of  tho  Naval  Lords.  A  great 
deal,  it  was  true,  might  be  said  against 
the  theoretical  working  of  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  but  he  believed  it  worked  well  in 
this  way,  that  no  man  who  had  intelli- 
gence to  become  a  Cabinet  Minister 
would  be  so  intensely  foolish  as  to 
go  and  interfere  with  his  naval  Ad- 
visers in  technical  matters ;  but,  at 
the  same  time«  it  would  not  do  for  him, 
under  our  present  Parliamentary  system, 
to  inform  his  Cabinet  that  they  could 
not  take  a  particular  course  on  Imperial 
questions,  because  the  Naval  Lords  had 
raised  objections  to  it.     In  matters  of 
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Imperial  concern,  therefore,  the  First 
Lord  must  necessarily  be  supreme.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  claimed  the 
credit  of  having  created  the  Intelligence 
Department  of  the  Navy ;  but  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  refer  to  the  Navy 
Estimates  for  1886,  he  would  find  that 
the  sum  of  £2,000  was  put  down  for  the 
expenses  of  that  Department,  which  was 
then  under  tho  same  officers  as  it  was 
now.  He  did  not  desire  to  deprive  tho 
noble  Lord  of  the  credit  of  having 
greatly  extended  the  operations  of  that 
Department ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  Department  was  a  considerable  one 
25  years  ago.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
freely  admitted  that  whereas,  at  one 
time,  it  would  have  taken  four  or  five 
days  to  have  got  out  our  First  Reserve, 
it  could  now  be  done  in  48  hours.  The 
noble  Lord  tho  present  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  deserved  the  thanks  of 
the  House  for  the  new  form  in  which  he 
had  brought  out  the  Estimates,  which 
was  a  g^eat  improvement  upon  the  old 
form.  He  did  not,  however,  think  that 
the  remark  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  at  the  conclusion  of  his  speech — 
that  the  country  had  no  cause  of  com- 
plaint with  regard  to  our  ships,  men, 
and  guns,  was  borne  out  by  the  state- 
ments he  himself  had  made  in  the  course 
of  his  speech.  No  doubt,  the  noble 
Lord's  statements  with  regard  to  ships 
and  men  were  sufficiently  accurate ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  himself  had  said  that 
there  had  been  considerable  delay  in  the 
delivery  of  guns  for  the  Navy,  the  result  * 
of  which  was  that  many  iron-dads  were 
awaiting  their  armaments.  He  would, 
moreover,  take  the  case  of  the  Colling^ 
wood.  After  the  accident  to  the  guns  on 
board  that  vessel,  new  guns  were 
ordered  to  be  placed  on  board  her  in 
May,  1886,  and  the  War  Office  promised 
to  supply  her  with  new  guns  in  October 
of  that  year.  Would  the  House  believe 
that  guns  of  the  same  pattern  as  those 
which  had  burst  some  time  ago  were  still 
on  board  that  ship?  He  oould  not  help 
asking  the  question,  whether,  in  the 
comparison  which  had  been  made  be- 
tween our  Navy  and  that  of  France,  the 
ColUngwoodt  which  dare  not  fire  one  of 
her  guns,  had  been  included  as  forming 
part  of  the  defensive  f oree  of  the  British 
N^avy  ?  The  fact  that  we  could  not  get 
new  guns  supplied  in  15  months  would 
be  a  very  alarming  one  in  the  event  of 
our  going  to  war.    He  wished  to  kno^ 
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what  was  tho  exact  position  of  the  New 
Naval  Ordnance  Department  ?  He  had 
ascertained,  by  a  Question  which  he  had 
put  to  the  Surveyor  General  of  the 
Ordnance  last  year,  that  out  of  22  new 
guns  which  had  been  ordered  to  be  sup- 
plied during  the  12  months,  only  10  had 
been  delivered.  With  regard  to  the 
conditions  upon  which  we  were  to  obtain 
our  naval  ordnance  in  the  future,  he 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  Admi- 
ralty were  to  be  at  liberty  to  go  into 
the  open  market,  and  obtain  them  were 
they  thought  fit  ?  He  understood  from 
the  noble  Lord,  the  First  Lord,  that  one 
of  the  chief  difficulties  in  the  way  of  that 
plan  being  adopted  was  that  of  ascer- 
taining the  various  amount  of  stock 
which  was  held  by  tho  Naval  and  Mili- 
tary Departments;  but  in  his  opinion 
the  interests  of  the  country  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  suffer  in  a  matter  of  such 
supreme  importance  as  the  arming  of 
our  ships  by  reason  of  a  financial 
question  having  arisen  between  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty.  He 
could  not  understand  why  the  Admi- 
ralty should  not  go  into  the  open  market 
and  get  their  guns  as  Foreign  Govern- 
ments did.  They  should  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  France  in  that  respect,  and  do 
all  they  could  to  encourage  private  firms. 
With  regard  to  the  Ordnance  Depart- 
ment, he  did  not  like  the  divided  respon- 
sibility. Admiral  Hoskins,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Boyal  Commission, 
said  that  the  only  good  plan  was  to  have 
the  supply  of  guns  for  the  two  Services 
separately  provided.  If  the  Admiralty 
had  the  courage  to  adopt  that  policy,  he 
thought  that  naval  ordnance  would  be 
placed  upon  a  more  satisfactory  footing. 
He  questioned  very  much  the  policy  of 
putting  these  enormous  110-ton  guns  on 
board  our  ships,  especially  in  view  of 
the  great  development  that  had  taken 
place  in  recent  years,  in  quick-firing 
guns.  There  were  two  of  these  guns  on 
the  Benhow;  each  of  them  cost  £20,000 
without  the  fittings,  and  the  cost  of  each 
shot  was  £190,  while  the  gun  only  fired 
once  in  10  minutes.  He  could  not  find 
anybody  who  was  in  favour  of  these 
guns,  and  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Commission  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
result  was  hardly  equal  to  the  expendi- 
ture. He  hoped  the  Admiralty  would 
reconsider  the  determination  to  put  these 
guns  on  board  other  vessels.  He  quite 
admitted  that  tho  proicnt  Board  of  Ad- 


miralty were  not  responsible  for  the 
guns ;  but  he  would  point  out  that  since 
the  ships  that  were  to  receive  them  were 
designed,  some  five  years  ago,  there  had 
been,  as  he  said,  a  remarkable  develop- 
ment in  quick-firing  guns,  and  the  posi- 
tion was  now  somewhat  altered.  He 
understood  that  the  Admiralty  had 
sufficient  gunpowder  to  enable  them  to 
fire  15  rounds  of  the  Benhow  guns,  and 
he  congratulated  them  upon  that  fact. 
They  were  very  much  in  want  of  guns  for 
the  land  forts,  and  he  suggested  that  the 
110-guns  should  be  used  in  that  direc- 
tion. If  ho  might  make  a  general  criti- 
cism upon  the  Estimates,  he  would  say 
that  in  his  opinion  the  noble  Lord  had 
taken  too  much  money  for  ships  and  not 
enough  for  guns.  At  the  present  moment 
they  were  ahead  of  their  shipbuilding 
programme  and  very  much  behind  with 
guns.  Under  those  circumstances,  ho 
urged  that  they  might  very  well  post- 
pone some  of  the  vessels  which  they 
intended  to  build  by  contract,  and  employ 
the  money  in  getting  more  guns.  Then, 
with  regard  to  ammunition,  Admiral 
Hoskins  stated  to  the  Commission  that 
they  ought  to  have  85  service  rounds  for 
each  gun  and  150  rounds  in  reserve.  In- 
stead of  that,  the  Admiral  said  they  had 
not  got  a  half  of  85,  and  there  were  none 
whatever  in  reserve.  It  was  no  use 
spending  money  on  ships  if  they  had  no 
guns  and  no  ammunition.  He  hoped 
that  serious  attention  would  be  given  to 
this  matter.  In  the  First  Lord's  Memo- 
randum he  refeiTcd  to  the  Council  of 
Education.  He  (Mr.  Duff)  would  like 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  the  Ad- 
miralty intended  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  ?  In 
his  Memorandum  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  referred  to  the  provision  for 
coaling  at  home  and  foreign  stations. 
He  (Mr.  Duff)  failed  to  find  in  the  Esti- 
mates,  however,  any  provision  for  carry- 
ing out  the  reccommendations  of  the 
Committee.  They  ought  not  to  entirely 
neglect  this  subject.  He  entirely  ap- 
proved the  policy  of  the  Admiralty  in 
recognizing  the  claims  of  lieutenants, 
because  he  thought  the  position  of  those 
officers  was  a  very  hard  one. 

Sm  JOHN  OOMMEKELL  (South- 
ampton)  said,  there  were  one  or  two 
points  on  which  he  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  regard  to  the  present 
organization  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
He  did  not  agree  with  everything  his 
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noble  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Marylebone  (Lord  Charles 
BeresforJ)  had  said  ;  but  there  were  one 
or  two  points  upon  which  he  did  agree 
with  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord.  As  to 
the  organization  of  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, he  (Sir  John  Commerell)  was  one 
of  those  who  believed  he  was  expressing 
the  opinion  of  a  large  body  of  naval 
officers  when  he  said  he  was  certainly 
against  a  naval  officer  being  First  Lord 
ofthe  Admiralty.  They  wished  to  see 
the  First  Lord  in  his  proper  place,  and 
they  wished  to  see  him  a  Cabinet  Minis- 
tor.  At  the  same  time,  he  believed  that 
the  Civil  Department  had  an  idea  that 
naval  officers  as  a  body  were  opposed  to 
the  influence  which  they  exercised  at  the 
Admiralty.  He  could  assure  the  House 
that  that  was  not  the  case.  What  they 
desired  to  see  was  that  the  First  Lord 
should  be  thoroughly  strengthened  in 
his  position,  and  holding  unquestion- 
ably supreme  power  at  the  Admiralty. 
At  the  same  time  they  desired  that  the 
opinion  of  the  experts  and  Naval  Lords 
should  be  taken,  and,  when  taken, 
should  be  properly  recorded.  Now,  so 
far  as  the  Naval  Lords  were  concerned, 
there  was  one  great  defect  in  the  pre- 
sent system — and  it  applied  to  almost 
the  whole  Board.  The  great  defect  was 
that  the  Naval  Lords  were  constantly 
going  in  and  out.  Since  1880  they  had 
had  four  First  Lords,  one  of  them — the 
present  First  Lord — having  been  twice 
in  Office,  and,  therefore,  being  counted 
as  two.  They  had  had  14  Sea  Lords 
during  that  time,  and  seven  Financial 
Secretaries.  He  certainly  hoped  that 
in  any  reorganization  that  might  take 
place,  so  far  as  Naval  Lords  was  con- 
corned,  there  would  be  no  question  of 
politics  brought  to  bear.  It  would  be 
far  batter  that  the  Naval  Lords  should 
be  appointed  for  a  certain  time.  He 
would  not  say  for  too  long  a  time.  He 
thought  four  years  would  be  quite  long 
enough.  They  should  come  in  fresh 
from  sea,  and  the  system — which,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  had  been  too  much 
practised  in  the  past  —  of  changing 
them  from  one  home  employment  to 
another,  should  not  be  continued.  What 
they  wanted  were  naval  officers  fresh 
from  sea  —  fresh  from  naval  experi- 
ence, and  he  was  perfectly  certain  that 
some  time  in  the  future  the  system  he 
advocated  would  be  adopted.  The  naval 
officers  did  not  for  a  single  moment  wish 
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to  interfere  with  questions  of  finance. 
They  did  not  for  a  moment  doubt  the 
responsibility  of  the  House.  There  was 
no  doubt  in  the  world  that  the  House 
must  have  complete  control  more  espe- 
cially over  the  financial  questions.  But 
he  would  ask,  could  the  finances  at  the 
Admiralty  be  conducted  properly  if  they 
had  seven  Financial  Secreteories  in  five 
years  ?  Each  of  them,  he  had  no  doubt, 
came  into  Office  with  the  most  natural 
and  laudable  idea  that  he  was  ''the 
only  Joe,"  that  he  was  the  only  man 
who  ever  knew  anything  about  the  sub- 
jects dealt  with  by  the  Departments,  and 
that  before  he  came  in  everything  had 
been  altogether  wrong.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  if  he  were  to  become  Finan- 
cial Secretary  he  should  think  exactly 
the  same.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  had  been  rather  hard  on  naval 
officers  the  other  day.  He  (Sir  John 
Commerell)  said  it  without  the  slightest 
ill- nature,  but  it  certainly  seemed  to 
him  that  the  hon.  Member  must  have 
been  reading  Captain  Marryat's  novels, 
and  that ''  the  fool  of  the  family  "  had 
had  something  to  do  with  bringing  the 
hon.  Member  to  his  present  views  in 
reference  to  the  Navy.  Matters  had 
very  greatly  altered  since  the  old  days. 
The  House  might  depend  on  it  that 
naval  officers  from  the  earliest  period  of 
education  were  brought  up  to  take  com- 
mand of  large  bodies  of  men.  They 
were  taught  from  the  earliest  days  that 
discipline  was  the  great  thing,  and  it 
was  their  duty— a  duty  he  believed  they 
were  perfectly  capable  of  discharging — 
to  teach  discipline  to  those  under  them. 
Naval  officers  did  not,  as  he  had  said, 
wish  to  interfere  in  the  financial  part 
of  the  business.  They  left  that  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  Financial 
Secretary,  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  under  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  they  had  quite  as  much 
naval  control  as  they  ought  to  have  ; 
but  they  desired  to  guard  the  question 
for  the  future.  He  (Sir  John  Commerell) 
must  say  he  looked  on  the  Intelligence 
Department  with  a  good  deal  of  favour, 
although  he  thought  the  name  alto- 
gether a  misnomer.  He  thought  they 
ought  also  to  have  joined  with  it  the 
term  '*  mobilization,"  because  that  was 
the  first  great  point  to  which  the  In- 
tolligonce  Department  had  to  turn.    No 
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doubt,  ia  time  of  war  the  Intelligence 
Department  should  communicate  as 
rapidly  as  possible  with  the  officers  com- 
manding stations ;  but  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  if  he  were  Oom- 
mander-in-Ohief  on  any  station  when  a 
war  broke  out  he  should  carry  out  his 
own  line  of  conduct  oven  at  tho  risk  of 
his  commission,  so  long  as  he  believed 
it  wasfor  the  benefitof  the  country.  They 
must  not  think  that  in  the  future  they 
were  going  to  carry  out  wars  from  the 
end  of  a  telegraph  wire.  If  they 
thought  that  they  would  be  making  the 
greatest  mistake ;  but  lie  hoped  no  such 
thing  would  be  aimed  at  by  the  Intelli- 
gence Department.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),  when  he  stated  that 
the  Intelligence  Department  had  not 
had  a  certain  amount  of  influence  in  the 
past,  was  in  error;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  thought  it  had  been  very  much 
improved.  Two  and  a-half  years  ago, 
when  he  was  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
North  American  and  West  Indian  Sta- 
tions, when  the  Kussian  scare  took  place, 
as  no  plan  of  campaign  had  been  com- 
municated to  him,  he  should  have  been 
left,  to  a  considerable  extent,  to  his  own 
resources,  and  he  should  not  have  been 
sorry  for  it.  When  Commanders-in- 
Chief  had  received  all  the  information 
which  could  be  given  to  them,  it  was 
much  better  to  leave  the  charge  in  their 
own  hands.  Officers  had  no  right  to  be 
placed  in  command  of  stations  if  they 
could  not  be  trusted,  and  when  they 
trusted  officers  let  them  be  truly  trusted. 
There  was  one  point  on  which  he  might 
congratulate  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen).  He  had  no  doubt  that,  after 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  to-night, 
they  would  be  remarking  a  notice  in 
the  paper  declaring  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  acknowledged  from 
some  unknown  donor  £2,000  conscience 
money.  He  had  been  a  Junior  Naval 
Lord  for  some  time,  and  he  must  say  he 
found  he  had  enough  to  do  from  half- 
past  10  o'clock  in  the  morning  until 
half- past  5  o'clock  or  6  o'clock  in  the 
evening.  Much  of  it  was  work  which 
he  did  not  very  much  care  for,  as  it  em- 
braced too  many  small  matters  of  detail 
and  too  much  minutice,  such  as  the  settle- 
ment of  small  sums  of  money,  things 
which  it  would  have  been  much  better 
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not  to  have  been  left  to  the  Naval  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty.  Their  time,  he  main- 
tained, would  have  been  much  better 
employed  in  going  into  larger  questions 
of  shipbuilding  and  armaments,  which 
were  the  subjecto  naval  officers  who  had 
attained  a  certain  position  should  be 
called  upon  to  deal  with.  Such  work  as 
was  at  present  given  to  the  Naval  Lords 
prevented  them  doing  that  sort  of  work 
which  they  ought  to  do.  He  had  much 
pleasure  in  congratulating  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
on  the  programme  he  had  laid  down, 
with  one  exception.  He  regretted  to 
see  that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  propose 
to  lay  down  any  more  iron-clads.  No 
doubt,  it  was  easy  to  compare  the  Navies 
of  the  different  Powers ;  but  the  question 
was  as  to  the  enormous  amount  of  work 
we  should  have  to  do  in  the  future  as 
compared  with  the  French  or  any  other 
Navy.  When  note  was  taken  of  our 
Colonies,  our  enormous  trade,  our  geo« 
graphical  position,  and,  above  all,  the 
Suez  Can^,  he  thought  it  was  perhaps 
an  unfortunate  thing  that  the  First  Lord 
had  not  determined  to  lay  down,  say,  two 
more  iron-clads.  For  himself,  he  had 
been  always  very  strongly  of  opinion 
that  we  had  not  a  sufficient  number  of 
fast,  powerful  cruisers ;  but  he  thought 
that  now,  in  place  of  one  or  two  fkst 
cruisers  and  three  or  four  small  vessels, 
a  commencement  might  have  been  made 
with  one  or  two  iron-clads  other  than 
the  Nile  and  Trafalgar,  We  ought  to 
take  into  consideration  the  number  of 
iron-clads  that  were  really  passing  out 
of  use  and  which  it  was  not  worth 
while  to  repair,  because  they  could 
never  take  their  place  in  lioo  of  battle. 
The  vessels  which  he  alluded  to  as  being 
out  of  the  running  were  vessels  of  the 
Swiftsure  class,  which  had  never  been 
perfectly  good,  which  were  excessively 
unstable  without  200  or  300  tons  of 
ballast  in  them,  and  which  tumbled  first 
to  one  side  and  then  to  the  other,  going 
by  the  name  of  *'  the  naval  wobble." 
They  should  remember  that  they  had  a 
quantity  of  these  iron-olads  which  were 
of  no  use,  and  let  them  do  their  best  to 
replace  them  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
rapidity  with  which  vessels  became  obso- 
lete showed  that  we  ought  to  proceed 
with  ships  which  were  commenced  and 
finish  them  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
seeing  that  at  the  quickest  it  took 
no    less    than    throe    years   to    finish 
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one.  For  the  reasons  he  had  stated 
he  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
seen  a  couple  of  iron-clads  laid  down. 
And  now  to  return  to  an  old  subject 
which  had  been  dealt  with  once  or  twice 
already — namely,  the  question  of  the  War- 
spite,  He  was  sorry  to  see  that  that  vessel 
had  cost  £632,000,  which  was  an  enor- 
mous sum  when  they  compared  it  with  the 
expenditure  upon  the  Nile  and  Trafalgar^ 
which  were  two  of  the  most  powerful 
vessels  in  the  Navy,  and  when  also  they 
compared  it  with  the  Hero.  Then,  as 
to  the  vessels  of  the  Porpoise  class  of 
which  the  Navy  was  to  be  provided  with 
half-a-dozon.  He  did  not  agree  with 
making  a  large  number  of  the  same 
class  of  vessel,  fur  if  a  mistake  were 
made  it  was  repeated  in  all,  and  then  all 
had  to  be  altered.  Ho  believed  a  mis- 
take had  been  made  with  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Porpoise  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  destroy  one-half  of  her  utility.  With 
all  her  weights  on  board  she  would  draw 
one  foot  seven  inches  more  than  was 
intended,  and  the  result  was  that  her 
lines  had  been  altered.  He  was  glad 
to  see  that  an  increase  had  been  made 
in  the  pay  of  lieutenants ;  ho  was  glad 
to  see  that  this  hard-working  *'  silver 
coinage"  of  the  Navy — as  he  might  call 
it— had  received  attention  at  last.  It 
was  only  just  that  something  should  be 
done  for  these  men,  considering  the 
work  they  had  to  do  and  the  number  of 
years  they  had  to  serve  in  bad  climates. 
When  the  House  thought  of  the  edu- 
cation these  men  had  to  pass  through, 
and  that  only  two  out  of  nine  could 
arrive  at  the  rank  of  commanders,  and 
of.the  early  age  at  which  they  had  to 
retire — in  many  cases  almost  broken- 
hearted— hon.  Members  would  agree 
that  it  was  necessary  that  something 
should  be  done  for  them.  The  change 
which  had  been  made  in  the  case  of 
the  lieutenants  was  one  which  would  be 
received  with  gratitude  ;  but  still  it  was 
heartrending  to  see  how  many  old  offi- 
cers there  were  without  the  slightest 
hope  of  advancoment.  He  thought  the 
list  of  lieutenants,  however,  was  utterly 
inadequate  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Service.  If  a  war  were  to  break  out  and 
wo  had  to  mobilize  to-morrow,  and  we 
found  it  necessary  to  have  one  or  two 
squadrons,  such  as  that  we  had  in  the 
Channel,  he  did  not  know  where  we 
should  got  our  lieutenants  from.  Ho 
was  told  that  in  time  of  war  we  should 
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have  to  reduce  a  ship's  complement  of 
lieutenants  from  four  to  three,  and  from 
five  to  four.  It  certainly  appeared  to 
him  an  extraordinary  thing  that,  at  a 
time  when  calling  upon  their  vessels  to 
do  four  times  as  much  work  as  ordi- 
narily, they  should  go  and  reduce  the  com- 
plement of  lieutenants,  who  were  really 
the  men  who  had  to  do  the  best  part  of 
the  important  work.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi  - 
ralty  would  take  steps  to  increase  the 
list  of  lieutenants,  although  he  knew 
very  well  that  it  would  not  help  lieu- 
tenants in  the  future,  as  in  peace  timo 
there  would  be  more  men  wanting  em- 
ployment and  not  getting  it.  It  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament,  however,  to  con- 
sider the  requirements  of  the  Service, 
and  place  those  immeasurably  above 
those  of  a  personal  character. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiflf)  said, 
he  did  not  think  it  was  quite  fair  to  the 
Government  and  to  those  who  had  only 
had  the  Navy  Estimates  in  their  hands 
for  a  few  hours  to  attempt  to  discuss  the 
Estimates  to-night.  He  did  not  intend 
to  discuss  them,  but  desired  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  making  one  or  two  obser- 
vations. He  thought  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  deserved  a  good 
deal  at  the  hands  of  the  House.  In  the 
first  place,  they  had  proved  themselves 
the  first  Board  of  Admiralty  that  could 
everbe  induced  to  perform  the  common- 
sense  operation  of  going  quickly  on  with 
the  ships  they  commenced,  and  that  was 
a  business  procedure  whioh  no  Board 
ought  ta  have  been  capable  of  neglect* 
ing,  and  which  every  Board  had  sys- 
tematically neglected  until  1885.  He 
remembered  very  well  that  in  1874  Mr. 
Ward  Hunt — who  was  then  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty — ^promised  that  during 
the  term  of  Office  of  the  then  Conserva- 
tive Government  they  would  take  care 
that  they  did  not  give  the  country  ships 
upon  paper.  That  Government  held 
Office  fot  six  years — during  part  of 
which  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  was  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty — but  during  those  six  years 
they  never  completed  a  single  iron-clad. 
He  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  did  not  think 
that  Liberal  Administrations  had  been 
very  much  better.  For  another  thing 
he  thought  they  owed  a  great  debt  of 
gratitude  to  this  Board.  In  1885, 
practically  the  present  Board   of  Ad- 


997      Adminitiraiive  System      {Mabgh  12,  1888}         of  the  Admrally. 


198 


miralty  took  in  hand  the  question 
of  improving  the  condition  of  Dock- 
yard labour.  Under  the  old  system  a 
gentleman  at  Whitehall — namely,  the 
Chief  Constructor — had  the  power  of 
altering  ships  just  as  much  as  he 
pleased,  and  nobody  was  there  to  call 
him  to  account.  The  present  Board,  or, 
at  any  rate,  the  Board  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  present  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Hitchio)  were  the  heads,  took  that  ques- 
tion in  hand,  and  they  did  a  very  wise 
thing.  They  took  the  whole  manage- 
ment of  the  Dockyards  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  Chief  Constructor,  and  put  it  in 
the  hands  of  a  highly  qualified  officer — 
(Professor  El  gar) — upon  whoso  appoint- 
ment he  heartily  congratulated  the  Go- 
vernment. In  his  opinion  the  present 
Board  deserved  great  praise  for  yet 
another  thing.  During  a  long  course 
of  years  the  Controllers  and  Construc- 
tors of  the  Navy  took  it  into  their  heads 
— it  might  seem  a  strange  thing  to  say, 
but  it  was  nevertheless  true — that  the 
right  way  of  protecting  a  ship  was  to  put 
the  armour  inside  of  her.  For  a  loog 
course  of  years  they  pursued  the  abomin- 
able and  foolish  practice  of  putting  about 
two-thirds  of  the  armour-plating  devoted 
to  the  protection  of  ships  inside  the 
ships,  where  it  could  not  possibly  be  any 
protection  to  a  ship  at  all.  When  they 
came  into  Office  this  Board  took  upon 
themselves  the  responsibility  of  utterly 
condemning  that  foolish  system,  and  of 
putting  a  stop  to  it,  and  it  was  within 
his  knowlege  that  one,  at  any  rate,  of 
the  advisers  of  the  First  Lord  said,  in 
1885,  through  the  then  Controller  and 
Constructor  of  the  Navy,  that  the  ships 
which  they  had  been  completing  for 
years  were  a  disgrace  to  the  British 
Navy,  and  unfit  to  put  beneath  the  feet 
of  British  seamen.  Why  did  he  men- 
tion this  ?  He  mentioned  it  because  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  liord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty— apparently  with  no  indication 
that  he  was  doing  anything  unusual  or 
open  to  exception — stated  to  the  House 
that  the  only  way  to  measure  our 
naval  strength  was  to  count  the  number 
of  armoured  ships  and  the  g^ns  we  pos- 
sessed. He  (Sir  Edward  Beed)  asked 
if  it  was  to  bo  tolerated  for  a  single 
moment  that  Governments  should  build 
^  armoured    ships  ships  which  posi- 


tively had  no  armour  at  all  above  water  ? 
Fortunately  the  present  Board  was  not 
responsible  for  the  construction  of  any 
of  these  ships,  and  he  was  not  making 
these  observations  in  a  hostile  spirit  to 
the  Board  at  all.  But  there  had  been 
many  indications  in  the  country  and  in 
the  House  of  what  he  had  begun  to  dis- 
credit— namely,  an  anxiety  about  the 
naval  strength  of  this  country.  There 
was  certainly  a  disposition  to  appreciate 
our  naval  situation.  Let  him,  there- 
fore, point  to  the  state  of  matters  with 
regard  to  that  class  of  vessels  known  as 
*' belted  cruisers,"  which  had  their 
armour  wholly  under  the  water  when 
they  had  their  coals  on  board.  A  very 
able  and,  he  thought,  an  extremely  inte- 
resting speech  was  made  to-night  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Penrose  Fitzgerald),  and  in  that  speech 
the  hon.  Gentleman  suggested  some  very 
important  considerations  touching  the 
coal  supply  of  ships ;  but  he  (Sir  Edward 
Keed)  hardly  thought  he  need  say  that 
the  men-of-war,  with  the  limited  coal 
supply  which  we  allowed  to  them,  must 
be  viewed  from  the  point  of  sea-going 
condition.  What  the  country  wanted  to 
know  was,  what  was  the  state  of  our 
men-of-war  when  they  left  our  ports  ? 
He  remembered  a  distinguished  Member 
of  a  former  Board  of  Admiralty,  who — 
and  he  had  too  great  respect  fur  him  to 
mention  hio  name — onceeaid  to  him — 

"  These  ships  are  not  arm  oared  ships  at  all 
when  they  leave  oar  ports  with  their  coal  on 
board,  bat  they  bum  their  coal  oat  when 
they  get  to  sea,  and  is  it  necessary  they  should 
be  fit  to  fight  directly  they  get  out  of  our  own 
ports?'* 

It  did  seem  to  him  (Sir  Edward  Eeed) 
a  most  extraordinary  proposition  that 
our  ships,  the  ships  of  Great  Britain, 
the  ships  upon  which  we  depended, 
were  not  to  be  expected  to  be  fit  to 
fight  when  they  left  our  own  shores. 
Last  Saturday  he  was  in  Calais, 
and  one  hour  afterwards  he  was 
in  Dover — that  illustrated  the  distance 
apart  of  the  two  countries.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  one  of  the  fundamental 
propositions  as  to  which  no  reason- 
able man  ought  to  admit  of  a  doubt  in 
his  mind  was  that  our  ships  must  be  the 
most  prepared  when  they  left  our  own 
ports  and  went  out  into  the  British 
Channel.  That  was  the  very  first  thing 
required.  Would  the  noble  Lord  tho 
First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty   be  good 
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enough,  either  to-night  or  on  some  later 
occasion,  to  explain  to  the  House  how  it 
was  that  he  was  able  to  stand  up,  and 
with  all  his  responsibility  upon  him 
reckon  in  his  calculation  of  the  armoured 
ships  of  this  country  the  seven  bolted 
cruisers  which  had  not  an  ounce  of 
armour  at  all  above  the  water  line,  or 
within  six  inches  of  the  water  line  when 
they  had  all  their  stores  and  coal  on 
board  ?  He  could  hardly  see  that  there 
was  any  use  in  debating.  If  it  be  from 
any  cause  a  matter  of  indifiPerence 
whether  an  armoured  ship  had  her 
armour  wholly  under  water  or  not,  why 
build  armoured  ships  at  all  ?  He  noticed 
that  the  noblo  Lord  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  stated,  in  response  to  a 
question  which  he  (Sir  Edward  Eeed) 
was  perhaps  rude  enough  to  put  to  him 
during  his  speech,  that  this  description 
of  ship  was  included  in  those  he  was 
reckoning  as  iron-clads,  and  the  noble 
Lord  added  that  some  Italian  ships  with 
side  armour  were  also  included.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Eeed)  hoped  that  no  one  in 
the  House  would  infer  from  the  fact  that 
the  Italians  had  certain  ships  without 
the  necessary  armour  that,  therefore,  it 
was  a  matter  of  indifference  whether  our 
ships  had  their  armour  under  water  or 
not.  The  Italians  pursued  a  specific 
policy.  Their  probable  enemy  was 
France.  France  had  a  powerful  Navy 
with  which  Italy  could  not  hope  to 
compete  ;  and,  therefore,  she  had  to 
decide  for  herself  by  what  means  she 
could  produce  vessels  which  might  give 
her,  not  the  power  of  outering  into 
close  engagements  with  France,  but  of 
doing  as  much  annoyance  and  injury  as 
she  possibly  could  to  French  vessels. 
And  so  Italy  went  to  work  and  designed 
vessels  which  had  for  the  period  for 
which  they  were  designed  immense 
steam  power  and  immense  armaments. 
They  confined  themselves  to  as  much 
protection  from  armour  as  would  enable 
them  to  work  the  powerful  guns  on 
board,  and  to  work  their  engines  and 
boilers  in  comparative  safety.  There 
was  not  a  shadow  of  doubt  that  the 
designer  of  these  ships  was  perfectly 
well  aware  that  he  was  not  producing 
vessels  such  as  were  fit  to  take  the  dis- 
charge of  any  vessers  guns  at  close 
quarters.  But  was  that  our  position? 
The  very  thing  we  had  to  do  was  to 
hold  the  entrance  to  the  British  Channel, 
and  to  do  that  we  must  lie  there  and  be 
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prepared  to  fight  any  enemy  who  miji^ht 
come  against  us ;  because  to  abandon 
the  British  Channel  was  to  abandon  the 
national  life,  and  bring  on  this  country 
a  famine  worse  than  had  ever  been 
known  in  the  records  of  the  world.  He 
passed  on  to  another  class  of  vessels,  and 
as  he  had  ventured  to  ask  the  noblo 
Lord  to  tell  them  how  it  happened  he 
could  count  the  so-called  belted  cruisers 
amongst  armoured  ships,  so  he  should 
like  to  know  how  the  noble  Lord  could 
reckon  upon  vessels  of  the  Admiral 
class  ?  He  (Sir  Edward  Eeed)  was 
sorry  to  see  tnat  anyone  who  discussed 
this  question  laboured  under  the  dis- 
advantage of  having  a  state  of  facts  that 
were  so  extraordinary,  that  were  so 
alarming,  if  accepted  in  a  pure  and 
simple  character,  that  men's  minds  only 
turned  from  them  and  supposed  there 
must  be  some  explanation.  Yet  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was  sitting 
by  his  side,  and  he  very  well  remem- 
bered what  had  happened  in  his  period 
of  Office.  He  was  afraid  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Eastbourne  Division  of  Sussex  (Admiral 
Field)  was  about  to  make  an  attack  on 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  for  his 
conduct  as  First  Lord — was  about  to  use 
him  as  an  illustration  of  certain  prin- 
ciples of  Admiralty  administration.  Be- 
fore he  mentioned  what  occurred  in  the 
time  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Childers),  he  would  desire  to  state  what 
occurred  in  the  days  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset,  because  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  talk  now-a-days  about  a  naval 
officer  managing  the  Navy.  In  the  first 
place,  he  (Sir  Edward  Eeed)  did  not  at 
all  understand  that  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  proposed  or 
desired  that  there  should  be  substituted 
for  the  responsible  Cabinet  Minister, 
who  was  a  politician  as  well  as  First 
Lord,  a  naval  officer.  What  he  under- 
stood the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to 
mean,  and  what  he  entirely  agreed  with, 
was  that  there  should  be  a  re-arrange- 
ment of  business  at  the  Admiralty,  and 
that  there  should  be  such  a  re- arrange- 
ment that  when  the  First  Lord  had 
occasion  to  act  against  the  judgment  of 
his  professional  advisers,  the  latter' a 
views  should  be  made  known  to  the 
'  country.    In  that  he  (Sir  Edward  Eeed) 
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most  entirely  agreed  with  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord,  but  he  should  disagree 
with  him  if  his  proposition  was  to  dis- 
place the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  by 
a  naval  officer.  This  was  what  happened 
under  the  Duke  of  Somerset — and  he 
commended  the  fact  to  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  (Admiral  Field), 
because  it  occurred  before  that  change 
in  the  Administration  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  so  deplored. 
There  was  a  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  attended  by  the  whole  Board, 
including  himself.  The  Controller  of 
the  Navy  was  not  then  a  Member  of 
tho  Board.  The  meeting  was  to  con- 
sider whether  Her  Majesty's  ship  Belle* 
rophon  should  be  built.  The  Duke  of 
Somerset  heard  all  the  opinions  of  the 
Naval  Lords,  and  afterwards  put  a 
series  of  questions  to  them,  and  then 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  objec- 
tions of  the  Naval  Lords  were  not  well 
founded ;  that  the  ship,  if  built,  would 
necessarily  be  in  a  large  measure  suc- 
cessful, and  that  it  was,  on  the  whole, 
to  the  advantage  of  the  country  to  build 
the  ship.  The  Duke  of  Somerset  de- 
cided entirely  against  the  judgment  of 
all  his  Naval  Advisers  except  the  Naval 
Controller.  The  Naval  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  was  against  the  ship,  but  the 
ship  was  built,  with  the  result  that  there 
was  a  saving  to  the  country  of  £106,000 
on  that  single  vessel,  and  a  like  saving 
on  every  other  vessel  of  the  same  type 
that  was  built.  Then  came  the  ques- 
tion of  the  American  monitors,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  who  de- 
cided to  build  the  first  ship  of  the  mast- 
less  type — namely,  the  Devastation,  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Naval  Controller,  who  was 
appointed  by  the  First  Lord  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Board — with  the  exception 
of  the  opinion  of  this  gentleman  the 
Devastation — a  totally  new  type  of  ship, 
which  had  been  since  highly  approved 
of — to  a  largo  extent  was  adopted  by 
tho  then  First  Lord  against  the  advice 
of  his  Naval  Advisers.  He  (Sir  Edward 
Hoed)  thought  that  ho  could  show  by 
other  cases  when  there  had  been  cri- 
tical situations,  and  when  an  authori- 
tative judgment  was  required,  that  if 
they  had  a  political  First  Lord,  who 
was  a  good  man  of  business  and  a  man 


of  strong  sense,  he  would  certainly  get 
all  the  opinions  of  his  Naval  Advisers, 
and  would  give  them  due  weight ;  but 
it  was  often  desirable  in  the  public  in- 
terest that  such  a  man  should  decide 
against  technical  advice.  He  (Sir  Ed- 
ward Eeed)  wanted  to  say  a  little  more 
about  the  state  of  the  Navy,  and  he  did 
it  in  no  spirit  hostile  to  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty.  Of  course,  the 
time  was  now  past  when  he  had  to 
fight  an  uphill  battle  in  the  House  with 
respect  to  certain  ships,  because  they 
now  had  in  the  Minutes  of  the  noble 
Lord  of  last  year  the  facts  about  these 
ships  stated,  and  the  only  question 
upon  which  they  were  justified  in  call- 
ing the  First  Lord  to  account  was,  how 
it  happened  that  he  went  on  calling  all 
these  ships  of  the  Admiral  class  iron- 
clad ships,  and  comparing  them  with 
ships  of  other  Navies,  when  he  must 
know  that  they  had  no  more  armour 
out  of  water  than  was  represented  by 
the  height  of  a  book  upon  the  Table, 
and  that  only  for  about  a  third  of  their 
length ;  and  when  he  must  know  that 
the  slightest  inclination  on  one  side 
imperilled  tho  lives  of  the  seamen  and 
officers  on  board  of  these  ships.  It  would 
be  most  disgraceful  treachery  to  send 
men  on  board  these  ships  into  battle, 
because  they  were  not  armoured  ships 
at  all.  He  desired  to  know  why  it  was 
that  tho  noble  Lord  tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  took  upon  himself  tho 
responsibility  of  fathering  these  ships, 
and  of  not  giving  an  inquiry  concorniug 
them  ?  It  was  a  most  singular  circum^ 
stance  about  these  vessels  that  an  Ad- 
ministration had  never  been  found 
which  had  been  willing  to  make  any 
experiments  for  the  purpose  of  testing 
them.  There  were  now  experiments 
made  to  discover  whether  steel  or  com- 
pound armour  was  the  better,  aud  the 
House  would  remember  that  in  tho  case 
of  vessels  of  the  Inflexible  typo  they 
were  told  they  were  to  be  made  safe  by 
cork.  Did  they  not  know  that  when 
they  let  water  into  cork  it  got  sodden 
and  ceased  to  perform  the  functions  of 
cork?  There  was  now  a  suggestion 
about  cellulose,  and  that  was  the  x>oiut 
at  which  they  had  arrived.  When  the 
First  Lord  told  tlieni  thero  was  no  ne- 
cessity to  lay  down  more  irou-cluds,  it 
became  his  duty  to  give  them  fuller  in- 
formation about  those  ships.  lu  the 
case  of  the  Inflexible,  there  were  indepen* 
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dent  men  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
— and  he  was  pleased  to  see  there  were 
now — who  would  not  be  silenced  in 
their  demand  for  an  inquiry,  and  sta- 
tistics about  the  vessels  were  got 
out.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  take 
some  steps  to  ascertain  the  stability  of 
these  vessels  and  their  action  when 
wounded.  If  the  noble  Lord  would  do 
that  he  would  relieve  himself  of  a  great 
responsibility.  The  noble  Lord  was  not 
responsible  for  the  design,  but  he  was 
responsible  if  he  did  not  give  the  House 
full  information.  He  (Sir  Edward  Eeed) 
did  not  speak  without  some  reason.  He 
was  told  that  if  this  country  became  en- 
gaged in  a  war  and  the  Admiralty  in- 
tended to  send  tho  Admiral  class  of  ship 
into  action  technical  objection  would 
bo  taken,  and  the  First  Lord  would  be 
prevented  sending  any  of  them  into 
battle  by  the  objections  of  technical  men 
in  his  own  employment.  What  were 
the  figures  about  these  vessels  ?  There 
were  live  ships  of  this  class  which  cost 
the  country  £3,750,000 ;  there  were 
seven  ships  of  the  belted  cruisor  class, 
which  had  no  armour  at  all  above  the 
water  lino,  which  cost  £2,000,000  ;  then 
there  were  the  Impdrieuse  and  the  War- 
spitSf  which  wore  in  pretty  much  the 
same  predicament,  which  cost  another 
£1,000,000  sterling;  and  there  were 
four  other  vessels  which  were  as  danger- 
ous— he  referred  to  the  Ajaz  class. 
When  the  Inflexible  controversy  was 
raging  he  received  letters  from  men  in- 
side the  Admiralty,  from  draftsmen 
employed  on  the  vessel,  asking  him  to 
get  an  inquiry,  because  there  were  de- 
lects in  the  vessels  making  them  danger- 
ous. They  had  spent  £9,000,000  ster- 
ling on  a  series  of  ships  which  if  they 
went  into  battle  would  be  lost  almost  as 
readily  as  if  they  had  no  armour,  and 
would  bo  only  saved  by  their  engines 
and  boilers.  So  far  as  their  stability 
and  power  to  keep  afloat  when  injured 
was  concerned  they  were  just  as  if  they 
had  no  armour  at  all,  and  he  objected,  as 
an  Englishman  and  a  Member  of  that 
House,  to  the  First  Lord  getting  up  and 
jeopardizing  tho  interests  of  this  country 
by  counting  these  among  the  armoured 
ships  of  the  Navy.  The  Navy  did  not 
believe  in  these  ships,  and  he  heard  a 
former  Naval  Member  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  say  publicly — 

Sir  Mdward  Reed 


**  I  quite  agree  with  the  objections  that  have 
been  brought  against  these  ships  ;  and  I  am  con- 
fident— I  was  a  Member  of  the  Board  which 
ordered  these  ships — that  no  such  ships  would 
have  been  allowed  if  the  Board  had  known  of 
the  coming  in  of  the  small  quick-firing  guns." 

Mr.  White  had  been  quoted  as  saying 
that  there  was  no  disposition  on  the  part 
of  foreign  Governments  to  use  heavy 
guns.  They  did  not  need  heavy  guns  to 
destroy  vessels  of  the  Admiral  class; 
any  gun  was  good  enough  to  destroy 
them.  He  would  like  the  House  to  con- 
sider that  statement — with  any  limita- 
tions it  pleased — and  ask  itself  whether, 
under  such  circumstances,  this  country 
was  safe  ?  His  right  hon.  Friend  near 
him  said  the  other  evening  that  in  France 
the  Navy  was  as  much  complained  about 
as  was  our  own  Navy.  That  was  very 
true,  and  he  must  say  that  the  position 
of  this  country  would  be  very  critical  if 
it  were  not  so.  But  the  objections  to  the 
French  Navy  were  not  of  that  kind  ;  they 
were  founded  on  the  slow  progress  of  the 
ships,  and  that  was  the  reason  why  they 
considered  themselves  weak.  Those  facts 
showed  that  some  change  in  the  alloca- 
tion of  the  public  duties — of  some  altera- 
tion in  the  performance  of  them — was 
very  much  needed.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Forwood)  had  shown  considerable  in- 
terest in  these  and  other  technical 
matters,  but  the  position  of  the  House 
was  this — that  it  had  nothing  but  what 
the  First  Lord  gave  it  about  those 
matters.  There  was  nothing  in  the 
Minutes  of  this  year  about  the  vessels  of 
the  Admiral  class,  and  if  he  asked  the 
proper  persons  about  them  he  supposed 
the  reply  would  be  that  it  was  ancient 
history.  He  felt  unequal  to  discussing 
in  any  degree  the  Estimates  for  the  year. 
Ho  did  not  like  to  say  anything  in  favour 
of  their  arrangement  imtil  he  had  studied 
it.  But  he  did  think  it  was  rather  a 
strong  thing  for  a  Government — even 
such  a  one  as  this,  strong  in  strength  not 
its  own— to  give  the  House  Estimates 
on  Thursday  night  with  the  view  of  dis- 
cussing them  on  Monday  night.  Why 
should  not  the  noble  Lord  give  them 
some  knowledge  about  those  ships  ? 
Why  were  they  to  be  kept  in  ignorance  ? 
Ho  was  told  that  on  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty tho  anxiety  about  those  ships  was 
even  greater  than  that  he  had  expressed. 
The  apprehension  of  the  water  getting 
into  the  unarmoured  parts  of  the  yeBsel 
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and  dashing  about  was  very  great  in- 
deed. Whatever  were  the  defects  of  these 
vessels  they  were  absolutely  unnecessary, 
and  might  easily  have  been  obviated. 
There  had  always  been  a  wanton  dis- 
position to  put  the  armour  in  the  interior 
instead  of  outside.  England  was  so  safe 
with  many  of  her  principal  ships  with 
their  armour  under  water,  and  with  every 
facility  for  going  to  the  bottom  so  soon 
as  the  enemy's  light  guns  touched  them, 
that  the  present  Admiralty  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  put  down  any  more  iron- 
clads. But  they  were  going  to  put  down 
two  belted  cruisers,  laid  down  for  no 
better  reason  than  that  they  were  part 
of  the  programme  put  before  the  United 
Service  Institution  by  himself.  He  pro- 
posed, however,  that  these  vessels  should 
be  of  7,000  tons,  and  steam  20  knots 
with  a  belt  of  armour.  Instead  of  that 
the  Admiralty  made  them  of  5,000  tons, 
and  of  less  speed,  and  so  they  had  these 
ineffective  and  dangerous  vessels.  Now 
the  Admiralty  were  going  to  lay  down 
two  cruisers  of  9,000  tons,  and  to  steam 
20  knots ;  they  were,  however,  refusing 
to  make  them  belted  cruisers ;  the  armour 
was  to  be  put  inside.  The  system  of 
putting  armour  inside  was  very  dan- 
gerous in  the  sense  that  the  vessels  did 
not  require  to  be  much  injured  to  be 
certain  of  capsizing.  He  desired  to  give 
the  present  Board  all  the  support  he 
could  because  it  had  done,  and  was 
doing,  thoroughly  good  service.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  say  that  if  he  were 
right  in  his  views,  and  if  hundreds— 
he  was  going  to  say  thousands  —  of 
naval  officers  who  agreed  with  him  were 
right,  this  country  was  in  great  danger 
in  the  event  of  a  naval  war;  if  they 
wore  wrong  it  ought  to  be  in  the  power 
of  somebody  to  show  that  they  were 
wrong. 

The  8E0EETAKY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  Forwood)  (Lancashire, 
Ormskirk)  said,  he  thought  the  present 
Board  of  Ad  miral  ty  had  not  a  word  to  raise 
of  objection  to  the  tone  that  this  debate 
had  assumed.  Ho  thought  the  general 
character  of  the  speeches  made  in  refer- 
ence to  the  propositions  of  the  Board 
had  been  of  a  most  friendly  tone,  and 
had  left  little  for  him  to  answer.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward 
Reed)  had  devoted  the  principal  part  of 
his  speech  to  animadverting  on  a  class 
of  ships  known  as  the  Admiral  class. 
'  He  (Mr.  Forwood)  bad  very  little  to  say 


in  reply  to  that,  except  that  it  was  an- 
other evidence  of  the  maxim  that  the 
doctors  did  often  differ.  These  vessels 
of  the  Admiral  class  were  laid  down  and 
constructed  by  the  predecessors  of  the 
present  Board,  and  he  presumed  that  be- 
fore the  First  Lord  of  that  day  accepted 
the  design  he  had  the  Report  of  his  Naval 
Colleagues  and  the  naval  designers  at 
the  Admiralty.  He  could  not  imagine 
that  any  person,  be  he  layman  or  First 
Lord,  would  have  laid  down  five  or  six 
cruisers  of  the  belted  class,  unless  he 
had  been  fully  convinced  by  his  Naval 
Colleagues  and  the  designers  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  ships  beforehand.  There 
were  competent  naval  officers  who  did 
maintain  that  those  ships  were  power- 
ful ships  and  useful  ships.  There  were 
elements  in  their  design  intended  to 
counteract  the  difficulties  that  might  be 
encountered  in  the  case  of  quick-firing 
guns  above  the  water  line.  Those 
vessels  had  been  built  on  the  cellular 
principle,  but  no  one  could  foretell  the 
effect  of  the  explosion  of  a  shell  in- 
side. Again,  he  would  say  that  those 
vessels  were  pronounced  by  com- 
petent naval  authorities — he  did  not 
express  an  opinion  himself  —  to  be 
good,  powerful  ships,  and  at  the  re- 
cent naval  manoouvres  there  were  no 
ships  which  naval  officers  more  preferred. 
This  brought  him  to  a  point  which  was 
a  little  personal  to  this  discussion.  He 
had  been  twitted  by  several  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friends  with  regard  to  some 
remarks  he  had  made  as  to  experts. 
There  was  no  one  who  had  an  higher 
opinion  than  himself  of  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice and  of  naval  officers,  but  he  had 
made  some  remarks  in  reference  to  tho 
value  to  bo  set  upon  the  opinion  of 
exports,  and  ho  did  so  with  tho  know- 
ledge that  men  who  were  experts  in  any 
special  department  constantly  differed 
largely  from  one  another,  and  he  could 
not  better  illustrate  this  than  by  refer- 
ring to  what  they  had  heard  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose-Fitzgerald) 
had  asked  tho  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  whether  he  would  state  that 
our  Navy  was  sufficient  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  coasts,  our  food  supply,  and 
our  supply  of  raw  material  in  time  of 
war.  He  (Mr.  Forwood)  ventured  to 
think  it  would  be  a  bold  thing  for  a 
naval  man  or  a  civilian  to  say  what  ex- 
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tent  of  naval  force  was    necessary    to 
guard  against  all  these  contingencies; 
but  this  he  would  say — that  the  state- 
ments they  had  made  were  rather  with 
regard  to  our  position  in  relation  to 
the  force  or  combination  of  other  na- 
tions.    The  information  laid  before  the 
House  by  his  noble  Chief  was  informa- 
tion which  he  believed  the  House  could 
thoroughly  rely    upon.     It    had    been 
given  on  a  careful  analysis  of  the  com- 
parative strength  of  each  vessel.     From 
another  Eeport  which  he  himself  had 
from  Naval  Authorities,  he  felt  sure  that 
the  estimate  of  the  relative  proportion 
of  the  marine  strength  of  England,  as 
compared  with  other  nations,  fully  con- 
firmed the  statement  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.     The    hon.  Member  for    Cam- 
bridge had  further  confirmed  the  theory 
generally  held   as  to  the  difficulty  of 
getting   experts  to   agree.      The  hon. 
Member  said  it  was  veiy  difficult  to  get 
naval  men  to  agree  as  to  the  relative 
values  of  armour,  coaling,  and  manoeu- 
vring powers  in  the  case  of  ships,  and 
ho  (Mr.  Forwood)  felt  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  bring  experts  to  hold  any 
one  opinion  on  those  matters.  They  had 
to  hear  all  sides  of  the  case,  and  to  de- 
termine on  the  course  which  thoy  con- 
sidered best  for   the    country,   to   put 
it  in  a  position  to  defend  our  ports  and 
coasts.     The  hon.   Member  for   Banff- 
shire (Mr.  Duff)  had  made  some  com- 
ments in  reference  to  the  coaling  arrange- 
ments, particularly  on  the  recommenda- 
tion  of  the   Coaling    Committee    with 
regard  to  Portland.     He  was  not  sorry 
to  think  that  so  little  had   been  done 
with  regard  to  Portland,  for  the  money 
that  had    been   spent    had    not    been 
wisely  expended.      The  coal  shipping 
arrangements   had    been    placed    in   a 
position  at  which  vessels  a  great  part 
of  the  year  could   not  lie.     The  new 
hydraulic  arrangements  put  up  by  Sir 
William    Armstrong    on     the    recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee   were   at 
such  a  part  of  the  harbour  as  to   be 
useless   a  great  portion    of    the  year. 
If     that    was    a     criterion     of     the 
value  of  the  whole  Report,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  House  would  be  glad 
to   hear   that   the    Admiralty   did   not 
intend  to  spend  much  more  money  in 
this  matter  without  a  farther  inquiry. 
Some  inquiries  were  being  made  into 
the  subject,  and  they  hoped  to  prepare 

Mr.  Fortcood 


such  plans  this  year  for  the  coaling  of 
vessels  at  Portland,  and  the  other  home 
stations,  as  would  give  satisfaction,  and 
insure  a  proper  supply  of  coal  in  times 
of  emergency;  but  he  could  say  that 
a  large  amount  of  money  had    been 
provided  for  barges,  which  were  one  of 
the  best  means  for  coaling  vessels,  as 
was  shown  by  experience  in  the  case 
of  merchant  vessels.      Some  20  large 
barges    and    two   steam   barges    were 
being  built,  capable  each  of  carrying 
150  tons  of  coal  for  home  service,  besides 
others  in  course  of  construction  for  our 
foreign  stations.     This,  he  thought,  was 
an  earnest  of  the  desire  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  improve  the  coal- 
ing arrangements  for  the  Fleet.     Then 
the  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire  alluded 
to  the  question  of  the  Board  taking  over 
the    Armament    Vote    from    the   War 
Office,  and  he  spoke  of  the  divided  re- 
sponsibility.    He  (Mr.  Forwood)  would 
point  out  to  the  House  what  was  the 
exact  position  of  the  Admiralty  in  regard 
to  that  Vote.      They  had  not  differed 
in  the  way  which  had  been  suggested 
with  the  War  Office,  as  to  the  amount 
the    Admiralty  were   to    obtain    from 
them  on  the  transfer.    They  had  simply 
asked   the   War   Office  to  furnish  the 
particulars  of  the  stock  and  materials 
they  had  in  hand — on  shipboard  and 
in  reserve — so  that  they  might  form  an 
opinion  as  to  what  it  would  be  necessary 
to  provide  in  future.     The  War  Office 
were  preparing  a  list  of  these  things, 
and  when  the  next  Estimates  were  be- 
fore the  House  the  Admiraltv  would   be 
better  able  to  state  to  the  House  what 
it  would  be  necessary  to   be  done   to 
place  the  reserves  of  ammunition  in  the 
position  in   which  they  ought   to    be. 
But  he  wished  to  say,  with  reference  to 
the  further  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, in  which  he  suggested  that  they 
ought  to  take  more  money  for  guns  and 
less  for  ships,  that  they  had  taken  as 
mucl)  for  guns  ns  the  manufactories  of 
the  country  could  turn  out,  and  in  proof 
of  that  he  might  say  that  the  War  Office 
would  have  to  return  to  the  Treasury  a 
very  large  amount  of  the  money  which 
they  had  taken  for  naval  armaments  this 
year,  and  which  they  had  been  unable 
to  spend.  It  would  be,  therefore,  idle  on 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to  take   an 
oxcessivo  amount,  knowing  the  difficulty 
there  had  been  in  expending  the  money 
asked  for  last  year.    Then,  with  regard 
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to  the  1  ]  0-ton  gun  whicli  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  referred  to,  he  (Mr.  For  wood) 
believed  the  feeling  at  the  Admiralty 
was  against  building  any  more  of  that 
class  of  gun.  But  in  the  ships  laid 
down  for  the  guns,  all  the  import- 
ant mechanical  and  hydraulic  gear 
was  provided ;  the  mountings  were 
ready,  and  the  guns  were  being  con- 
structed, and  to  pull  the  ships  to  pieces 
and  to  undo  all  the  work  that  had  been 
accomplished  would,  in  his  opinion,  and 
also,  he  thought,  in  that  of  the  House, 
would  be  to  go  back  to  the  system  of  waste 
which  had  been  going  on  for  bo  long  at 
the  Admiralty.  As  to  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  aa  to  not 
building  more  iron-clads,  the  First  Lord 
promised  the  House  last  year  that  no 
more  iron-clads  should  be  laid  down 
until  he  had  laid  the  particulars  before 
the  House.  He  would  have  the  House 
bear  in  mind  that  they  had  still  in  hand 
a  considerable  amount  of  iron- clad 
vessels  to  finish,  and  he  would  find  in 
the  Estimates  this  year  that  they  were 
practically  going  to  renew  the  Thunderer 
and  the  Superh  The  vessels  were  to 
have  new  engines,  and  wore  being  re- 
armed, the  effect  of  which  would  be 
practically  to  make  them  almost  as  good 
as  two  additional  iron-clads  to  the  Fleet. 
The  First  Lord  never  stated  that  the 
Board  were  going  to  cease  building  iron- 
clads, but  said  that  they  would  not  lay 
down  any  more  until  the  House  was 
taken  into  their  confidence.  It  was 
impossible  for  the  Admiralty  to  meet  all 
the  demands  made  every  year.  Their 
programme  this  year  provided  for  a 
large  amount  of  fast  cruisers  to  protect 
the  commerce  and  the  food  supplies  of 
the  people,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  had  alluded.  Having, 
as  he  believed,  dealt  with  aU  the  points 
raised  by  hon.  Members,  he  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  House  would  consent  to 
the  Motion  now  before  it,  seeing  that 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  for  general 
discussion  of  details  when  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Estimates  was  reached. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
said,  he  hoped  he  should  not  put  the 
responsible  Ministers  to  any  incon- 
venience by  intruding  upon  the  kind 
attention  of  the  House  for  a  short  period. 
If  it  were  the  wish  of  the  Minister  in 
charge  of  the  Estimates  that  the  debate 
should  be  now  adjourned,  he  (Admiral 
Field)  would  be  only  too  delighted.    If 


not,  he  would  beg  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  a  few  remarks  in  the 
able  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill),  when  ho  pointed  out 
that  there  were  178  officers  in  the 
House  connected  with  the  Services. 
That  remark  had  been  received  by 
derisive  cheers  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  and  he  (Admiral  Field)  knew 
what  those  derisive  cheers  meant.  He 
wished  to  point  out  to  those  who  had 
raised  the  derisive  cheers  that  out  of 
these  178  officers  only  seven  were 
connected  with  the  Navy.  He  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  and  its 
forbearance,  reminding  it  that  he  had 
not  spoken  once  this  Session,  though 
they  had  had  a  military  debate  for  two 
nights,  and  that  only  one  naval  officer 
had  taken  part  in  it.  Judging  from  the 
debate  which  took  place  the  other  night, 
the  impression  amongst  military  men 
seemed  to  be  that  the  Army  was  the 
first  defence  of  the  country.  He  had 
always  been  of  opinion,  and  was  still, 
and  would  continue  to  be  until  he  be- 
came fit  for  a  lunatic  asylum,  that  the 
Navy  was  the  first  line  of  defence  of  our 
Empire.  The  safety  of  the  country 
depended  upon  the  Navy,  and  not  upon 
the  Army,  for,  with  all  its  merits,  the 
Army  could  not  go  and  fight  a  battle  for 
the  country  unless  it  was  carried  to  the 
scene  of  action  by  the  Navy.  Now, 
they  had  the  Navy  Estimates,  or  rather 
the  Memorandum  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton),  laid  before  them, 
and  they  had  had  interesting  speeches 
from  both  sides  of  the  House,  some  of 
which  he  agieed  with,  and  others  with 
which  he  disagreed.  He  assumed  that 
the  Naval  Lords  approved  of  all  that  was 
in  the  Memorandum,  though  he  should 
have  liked  to  have  been  assured  of  this 
by  seeing  their  names  at  the  bottom  of 
that  Memorandum.  He  thought  that  the 
names  of  the  Naval  Lords  should  appear 
on  these  documents,  although  it  seemed 
that  the  First  Lord  entertained  a  contrary 
view.  He  would  discuss  that  matter 
with  the  noble  Lord  later  on.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  his  Memorandum,  had  at  last 
done  tardy  justice  to  a  most  admirable 
class  of  men — namely,  the  lieutenants  of 
the  Boyal  Navy.  He  had  done  what  most 
of  them  thought  ought  to  have  been  done 
years  ago — that  was  to  say,  he  had  raised 
the  scale  of  pay  of  lieutenants  of  eight 
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yoars'  fitanding  2s,  a  •  day,  and  the 
same  amounts  to  lieutenants  of  12  . 
years*  standing.  But  the  Admiralty 
had  given  with  cue  hand  and 
taken  away  with  the  other ;  and  in 
making  these  remarks  it  must  be 
remembered  that  he  was  not  only  speak- 
ing his  own  sentiments,  but  those  of  the 
branch  of  tho  Service  interested,  as  a 
deputation  of  very  old  lieutenants  had 
done  him  the  honour  to  wait  upon  him 
on  this  question.  The  lieutenants  were 
grateful  for  the  concession  which  had 
been  made ;  but,  as  he  pointed  out,  the 
Admiralty  had  given  with  one  hand 
and  taken  away  with  the  other.  They 
had  given  this  2s.  a-day  to  men  of  12 
years'  standing,  but  had  coupled  with 
it  a  condition  which  it  was  almost  im- 
possible to  fulfil — namely,  six  years' 
service  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea.  If  tho 
noble  Lord  would  remember  that  for- 
merly, when  the  2s.  for  lieutenants  of  10 
years'  service  required  only  throe  years 
in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  he  would  find  that 
that  would  work  out  about  one  year's 
service  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea  for  each 
three  years'  standing.  It  was  now  three 
years  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea  for  lieuten- 
ants of  eight  years'  standing.  It  should 
be  four  years  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea  for 
lieutenants  of  1 2  years'  standing  to  work 
out  a  fair  proportion.  He  was  told  that 
there  were  no  less  than  30  lieutenants 
on  the  list  who  would  be  excluded  from 
the  benefits  of  tho  scheme  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
It  was  not  the  fault  of  these  lieutenants 
that  they  had  not  been  six  years  in  a  ship 
of  war  at  sea ;  many  had  been  kept  on 
half-pay  when  promoted,  or  appointed 
to  Coastguard  ships  against  their  will, 
which  did  not  count  as  sea  time.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  noble  Lord 
to  give  careful  attention  to  this  matter. 
It  was  only  a  small  matter;  but  it 
seemed  only  fair  that  the  order  should 
not  be  made  retrospective.  One  word  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Banffshire 
(Mr.  Duff).  He  (Admiral  Field)  had  great 
regard  for  tho  hon.  Member's  criticism, 
and  liked  to  see  Estimates  criticized  from 
the  Opposition  as  well  as  from  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House.  The  question 
of  these  Estimates  was  not  a  Party  ques- 
tion ;  and  he  was,  therefore,  glad  to  see 
the  Estimates  discussed  from  a  non- 
party point  of  view.  Well,  the  hon. 
Member  had  criticized  the  transfer  of 
the  Ordnance  Vote  from  the  Army  to 
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tho  Navy  Estimates,  It  would  be  re- 
membered that  he  (Admiral  Field)  had 
associated  with  others  in  order  to  force 
this  policy  on  the  Government  in  the 
Session  of  1886.  Fortunately,  they  had 
found  the  Government  willing  to  be 
forced,  and  the  transfer  was  carried 
out.  It  was  rather  hard  for  the  hon. 
Member  for  Banffshire  to  criticize  the 
change,  for  when  he  was  in  power  with 
his  Board  of  Admiralty,  and  with  his  own 
intense  interest  in  the  question,  he  did 
absolutely  nothing. 

Mr.  E.  W.  duff  said,  he  begged  to 
acquaint  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man with  the  fact  that  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty,  which  was  presided  over  by 
Lord  Eipon,  before  it  left  OiEce  pre- 
pared a  Minute  to  the  effect  that  the 
Admiralty  ought  in  future  to  order  their 
own  guns,  and  ought  to  take  over  the 
whole  responsibility .  of  procuring  the 
naval  ordnance. 

Admiral  FIELD  said,  he  did  not  care 
twopence  about  Minutes.  He  preferred 
action  to  Minutes.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that  he  (Admiral  Field)  had  spoken 
to  him  upon  this  question,  and  had  got 
him  to  assist  hon.  Members  in  this 
matter.  Ho  would  know  that  in  1885 
he  (Admiral  Field)  spoke  as  a  young 
Member  on  this  question,  but  received 
no  response ;  and  it  was  all  very  well  to 
talk  about  Minutes,  but  what  was  wanted 
was  to  see  the  Admiralty  do  the  work. 
And  now  a  word  as  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  (Sir 
Edward  Reed).  The  hon.  Member  ad- 
vocated inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
Navy.  He  (Admiral  Field)  would  deal 
with  that  later  on.  The  hon.  Member 
wanted  further  information,  as  did  the 
House,  and  as  they  all  did.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  ships  which  were 
dangerous  for  battle,  and  which  cost 
£9,000,0(0  sterling.  When  a  man  of 
the  reputation  of  tho  hon.  Member  spoke 
in  that  way — a  man  who  had  been  Con- 
structor of  tho  Navy — his  words  required 
very  serious  attention,  and  those  words 
might  be  used  as  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  proposed  inquiry.  He  would  now 
deal  with  the  policy  laid  down  in  the 
noble  Lord's  Memorandum.  As  to  the 
noble  Lord's  observations  in  that  docu- 
ment, he  said — 

"  That  owing  to  the  exceptionally  large  out- 
lay in  the  past  three  yeara  it  was  possible  to 
associate  a  reduction  of  expenditure  with  an 
increase  of  naval  efficiency  and  strength." 
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It  was  a  very  funny  thing  to  say  that  by 
a  decrease  of  expenditure  thoy  could  in- 
crease efficiency  and  strength,   and  he, 
therefore,  wanted  to  know  what  the  noble 
Lord's  words  meant?    Did  the   noble 
Lord  mean  to  tell  them  that  he  ignored 
the    Vote     of     December,     1884,     of 
£5,500,000  to  be  spent  in  five  years,  in 
addition    to  the   ordinary  Estimates — 
of   which    £3,100,000    were    for    new 
ships?     He    (Admiral    Field)    begged 
to  tell  the  noble  Lord,  with  all  respect, 
that  that  Yoto  was  not  given  to  enable 
First  Lords  to  reduce  future  Estimates. 
It  was  demanded  by  the  country,  and 
it  was  voted  unanimously  by  the  House, 
because  past  Administrations  had  not 
had  the  courage  of  their  convictions. 
They  knew  what  the  Service  required, 
but   when  they  came   to   that  House 
they  did  not  ask  for  that  amount  which 
they  knew   was  necessary  to  put  the 
nation  in  a  proper  state  of  defence.    It 
was  only  when  the  defences  were  re- 
duced to  a   state   of   danger   that  this 
money  was  asked  for  and  voted  during 
the  Hussian  scare  ;  and  now  the  noble 
Lord  came  down  and   told   them  that 
he    was    able   to   show   a   balance    of 
£905,000,  which,  presumably,  was  to  be 
handed  over  to  the  Treasury.     He  (Ad- 
miral Field)  declared  that  he  was  not 
satisfied,  and  that  no  other  naval  man 
would   be  satisfied,  to  see  this   money 
handed  over  to  the  Treasury  in  reduction 
of  ezpenditlire.     If  the  noble  Lord  had 
that  balance  it  ought  not  to  be  paid  back, 
but  should  be  expended   on  more  ar- 
moured cruisers — such  as  the  noble  Lord 
the    Member    for    Marylebone    (Lord 
Charles    Beresford)    had  declared    the 
Service  required.      All  naval  authorities 
agreed  in  the  declaration  that  we  wanted 
a  large  increase  to  our  naval  force  in 
order  to  make  the  country  safe.  He  knew 
it  was  always  difficult  in  that  House  to 
advocate  an  increase  in  the  expenditure ; 
but  naval  men  knew  what  they  were 
talking  about  in   these  matters.      He 
would  quote  some    authorities  on  the 
subject.     Admiral  Sir  Cooper  Key,  who 
had  lately  passed  away,  in  a  letter  written 
by  him  to  The  Times  on  3rd  February  last, 
said  he  was  far  from  being  satisfied  with 
the  condition  of  the  Navy,  either  as  re- 

fards  materiel,  personnel^  or  organization, 
ut  he  believed  it  to  be  superior  in  all 
respects  to  any  other  Navy,  and  that  it 
was  improving  year  by  year.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  a  high  authority ;  but  he 


(Admiral  Field)  did  not  believe  that  the 
measure   of  our  requirements  was  the 
requirements  of  any  other  country.  The 
measure  of  our  requirements  were  our 
necessities — the  enormous  commerce  we 
had  to  protect,  our  food   supply,  our 
Colonies,  and  so  on.     Sir  Cooper  Key 
went  on  to  say  that  disaster  might  result 
if  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Naval 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  was 
overruled.      On  this  subject  of  the  re- 
duction of  expenditure  by  £905,000,  he 
(Admiral  Field)  maintained    that  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  prove  his  case,  and 
the  highest   naval   authorities   in  the 
country  would  have  the  House  to  pause 
before  they  accepted  such  a  policy.  Naval 
men  ought  to   have  their    arguments 
heard  in  that  House,  although  they  might 
not  be  so  powerful  in  it  as  out  of  it. 
Well,      Admiral      Hornby,      Admiral 
Symonds,  and  Sir  George  Elliott,  as  well 
as  other  able  men,  were  all  of  his  view 
in  this  matter  ;  and  he  only  mentioned 
that  in  order  to  back  up  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  and 
others,  who  had  pointed  out  that  the 
Navy  was  not  up  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Empire.     If  the  noble  Lord  argued 
that  we  did  not  want  any  more  belted 
cruisers  or  other  ships  built,  how,   in 
the  name  of  common  sense,  could  he 
justify  his  action  in  taking  up  merchant 
vessels  and  arming  them  ?    These  ships 
might  be  valuable  as  auxiliaries  in  time 
of  war,  but  they  were  not  war  vessels. 
They    were    simply   egg-shells.     Their 
engines  were  above  the  water-line,  and 
a  single  shot  from  the  enemy's  cruisers 
would  render  them  hore  de  combat  if  it 
struck  them  above  the  water-line.     In 
one  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty's 
(Mr.  Forwood's)  able  speeches — and  the 
hon.    Member    made    a    good     many 
speeches,  some  of  them  good  and  some 
of  them  bad,  like  that  at  Liverpool — he 
said  we  required  £2,070,000  per  annum 
to  keep  up  the  war  strength  of  the  Navy. 
If  that  were  so,  how  was  it  possible  that 
the  sum  of  £905,000  could  properly  be 
paid  back  into  the  Treasury  ?    The  fact 
was  an  inquiry  was  required  into  all  these 
matters.     The  Government  had  granted 
a  kind  of  inquiry  as  to  the  system  of 
organization,  but  he  did  not  know  what 
it  meant.     All  that  naval  men  wanted — 
and  he  believed  soldiers  wanted  the  same 
thing — was  an  inquiry  as  to  whether  or 
not  our  forces  were  sufficient  for  the 
country.    If  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Cardiff  were  true,  that  ships 
which  had  cost  £9,000,000  sterling  were 
unfit  to  go  into  battle,  a  case  was 
at  once  made  out  for  inquiry  as  to 
the  state  of  the  Nayy.  He  (Admiral 
Field)  was  going  to  call  some  powerful 
witnesses  in  support  of  that  view,  and 
the  first  witness  he  would  take  would 
be  the  Colonial  Conference.  If  hon. 
Members  would  study  the  Report  of  that 
Conference,  they  would  find  a  remark- 
able statement  in  the  second  Eeport  of 
the  Commission  on  Coaling  Stations. 
They  would  find  it  laid  down  in  the 
Appendix  that  the  question  as  to  how 
far  the  Navy  was  able  to  discharge  the 
duties  alluded  to  in  the  Eeport  was  one 
which  could  only  be  answered  by  com- 
paring the  strength  of  our  Navy  with 
that  of  foreign  Navies,  and  with  the 
estimate  of  the  relative  fighting  power 
of  each  ship.  That  was  a  vital  point.  Our 
insular  position  had  freed  us  from  the 
necessity  of  competing  in  large  standing 
armies  with  other  nations ;  but  the  efforts 
other  nations  were  making  to  increase 
their  strength  at  sea,  in  the  opinion  of 
this  authority,  called  for  a  corresponding 
effort  on  our  part  to  increase  the  fighting 
power  of  our  Navy.  The  Commission 
on  Coaling  Stations  was  deeply  impressed 
with  the  evidence  which  had  been  pro- 
duced, and  expressed  the  opinion  that, 
looking  at  the  action  of  other  countries, 
the  fighting  strength  of  our  Navy  should 
be  increased  with  as  little  delay  as 
possible.  That  was  a  very  strong 
opinion  to  come  from  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Qoschen),  when  speaking  on  the  subject 
of  expenditure,  said  that  some  people 
might  think  that  we  were  spending  too 
much  money  on  the  Navy  and  the  Army. 
He  (Admiral  Field)  would  say  nothing 
about  the  Army.  Some  people  thought 
that  we  could  do  without  one,  but  he 
was  not  one  of  those  people.  If  we  had 
a  land  frontier,  we  should  require  a 
much  larger  standing  Army  than  we 
had,  and  might  have  a  Conscription ; 
but  as  we  had  only  the  water  around  us, 
what  we  wanted  was  a  powerful  Navy  to 
protect  our  commerce  and  our  food 
supplies.  What  he  wanted  to  point  out 
was  that  in  the  case  of  a  war  now-a-days, 
the  Commander  of  a  Fleet  would  have 
ten  times  greater  anxiety  than  Com- 
manders had  had  in  the  days  of  Nelson. 
In  the  days  of  Nelson  an  Admiral  in 
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command  of  a  Squadron  might  be  led 
away  from  the  Channel  in  chase  of  an 
enemy  for  a  long  distance,  and  would 
have  been  able  to  do  it  without  feeling 
that  the  supplies  of  the  country  might 
be  cut  off  at  a  moment's  notice,  and 
the  people  left  to  starve.  Naval  men 
had  to  face  that  danger  nowadays.  Well, 
what  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  say  last 
year  in  the  speech  to  which  he  (Admiral 
Field)  aUuded  ?    He  said— 

^^He  wished  the  House  would  make  up  its 
mind  once  for  all  how  much  it  would  spend  on 
the  Services ;  if  expenditure  was  excessive,  lot 
it  be  reduced  to  what  was  absolutely  indispen- 
sable for  the  defence  of  the  country." 

But  how  could  they  make  up  their  minds 
on  these  questions  unless  they  knew  the 
facts  ?  A  powerful  statement  in  support 
of  a  searching  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
the  Navy  was  made  in  a  letter  written  by 
a  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  1884,  and  he 
(Admiral  Field)  did  not  know  that  the 
condition  of  things  had  very  mate- 
rially changed  since  that  letter  was 
written.  The  letter  was  dated  the  23rd 
of  September,  1884,  and  was  written 
to  The  TimgSj  and  it  referred  to  a  Motion 
which  had  been  made  in  the  House  by 
Admiral  Sir  John  Hay,  praying  for  an 
inquiry  into  the  state  of  the  Navy — and 
he  (Admiral  Field)  might  follow  this  up 
with  the  remark  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  had,  from  their  own  side  of 
the  House,  pressed  the  Government  to 
grant  an  inquiry  into  the  state  of  the 
Navy.  He  (Admiral  Field)  had  always 
blamed    the    hon.    Gentleman  for  not 

grossing  the  matter  home  by  a  distinct 
[otion.     In  the  letter  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

*'  Early  last  Session  Sir  John  Hay  asked  the 
Government  to  grant  a  Committee  of  the  House 
to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Navy  and 
its  inadequacy  to  protect  the  interests  of  this 
country  in  the  ovont  of  sudden  war  with  a 
Maritime  Power.  Although  I  insisted  on  tho 
complete  and  sole  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  for  the  defensive  forces  of  the 
Empire,  I  strongly  urged  upon  them  the  ex- 
pediency of  granting  the  inquiry,  as,  notwith- 
standing the  repeated  assurances  of  tho  Admi- 
ralty, there  was  a  sense  of  insecurity  in  tho 
public  mind  which  could  only  bo  allayed  by  a 
full  and  impartial — not  necessarily  a  prolonged — 
examination  of  the  facts  by  a  body  independent 
of  present  and  of  past  Governments,  but  whose 
verdict  would  carry  with  it  the  confidenco  and 
the  respect  of  tho  nation.  The  controversy  has 
continued  and  has  increased,  and  the  feeling  of 
alarm  and  insecurity  has  widened  and  deepened, 
but  the  Representatives  of  the  Goyemment  evade 
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inquiry  which  they  had   consented  to 
grant  ? 

'*  It  might  be  condacted  by  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  or  a  Joint  Committee 
of  both  Houses ;  but  means  must  be  found  to 
satisfy  the  country  that  in  these  days  of  rest- 
less ambition  our  Navy  is  strong  enough,  or 
will  forthwith  be  made  strong  enough,  to  pro- 
tect  it  from  aggression  and  to  secure  to  the 
Empire  of  Groat  Britain  peace  and  tran- 
quillity.** 

Who  was  the  writer  of  the  letter  ?    The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  the   Leader    of 
the  House — the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury.    He    (Admiral    Field)     did    not 
think  he  could    bring    forward    more 
powerful  argument  in  support  of  nayal 
opinion  in  favour  of  a  searching  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  our  Navy.    The  letter 
he    had    quoted    was   written    in    the 
Autumn  of    1884.     The   Conservative 
Government  came  into  power  in  June, 
1885.       They    were    turned     out     in 
January,     1886.      Naturally     enough 
nothing  was  done  in  that  short  interval 
of  time — between  June  and  January,  six 
months — and  one  could  not  judge  them 
harshly  for  that.      Another    Ministry 
assumed  Office  in  January,    1886,  but 
Parties  again  changed  places    in   the 
following  August,  so  that  nothing  could 
be  done  in  1886.    But  the  Government 
which  took  Office  in  August,  1886,  had 
been  in  power  through  1887  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  now,  when  an  appli- 
cation was  made  for  a  searehing  inquiry 
into  the  condition  of  the  defences  of  the 
country — military  and  naval — the  ap- 
plicants were  met  from  the  Front  Bench, 
not  with  approval,  not  with  assent  to  a 
searching  inquiry  or  an  inquiry  wanted 
by  naval  and  military  men ;  but  with 
the  ofiPerof  an  inquiry  into  the  system,  or 
organization,  whatever  that  might  be. 
He  asserted  that  the  offer  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  satisfy  the  feeling  of 
the  country  as  expressed   to-night  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Penrose-Fitzgerald),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Eeed),  and  by 
many  others.    The  country  wanted  to 
know  that  it  was  safe  and  secure ;  it 
could  not  feel  safe  and  secure  unless  it 
knew  its  naval  power  was  so  great  and 
powerful  that  no  combination  of  other 
Naval    Powers — such   as    France    and 
Bussia  for  instance— could  possibly  over- 
power us,  or  interfere  with   our   food 
supply  or  hamper  our  commerce.     The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  said  to- 
I  night  be  found  a  diversity  of  opinion 


the  real  issue,  and  satisfy  themselves  by  piling 
figures  upon  figures  in  order  to  prove  that  they 
have  at  least  done  as  well  as  those  who  preceded 
them  in  Office.  This  is  not,  I  venture  to  think,  a 
question  aboutwhich  the  public  at  large  care  any- 
thing at  all.  They  want  to  know  whether  our 
own  shores  and  our  Colonial  Possessions  are 
safe ;  whether  we  have  a  fighting  Fleet  which 
can  dispose  of  any  probable  combination  of 
forces  which  could  be  brought  against  it  in 
battle;  whether  our  food  supplies,  our  trade, 
and  our  commerce  are  reasonably  secure  from 
interception  by  an  enemy  ;  whether,  in  point  of 
fact,  we  are  strong  enough  to  make  it  in  the 
highest  degree  improbable  that  an  attack  shall 
be  made  anywhere,  and  impossible  that  such  an 
attack  can  be  successful.'' 

The  writer  was  an  ex-Cabinet  Minister 
then,  and  he  was  a  Cabinet  Minister 
now. 

''  These  are  questions  which  are  being  asked 
on  all  sides,  and  with  increasing  frequency. 
They  are  not  Party  questions,  for  they  are  being 
urg^  with  the  greatest  vehemence  by  warm 
supporters  of  the  Government,  as  well  as  by 
liberal  organs — notably  by  The  Fall  Mall 
OaztUe.'* 

It  was  now  as  then — 

'  **  And  unless  they  are  dealt  with  exhaustively 
and  immediately  by  such  a  Committee  as  I  have 
indicated,  disquiet  and  anxiety  will  increase 
and  swell  until  some  little  incident  will  turn  it 
into  a  panic.*' 

It  was  only  in  1884. 

'*  There  is  an  impression  gaining  ground  that 
our  system  of  Government  by  Party  is  not  con- 
ducive to  good  administration,  and  the  thoughts 
and  energies  of  our  statesmen  are  devoted 
rather  to  the  game  of  checkmating  their  oppo- 
nents than  to  the  less  sensational  but  more 
anxious  and  laborious  duties  of  administration  ; 
but  if  it  comes  to  pass  that  the  vital  interests 
of  the  country  are  sacrificed  to  the  paltry  exi- 
gencies of  Part^  warfare  the  demand  for  a 
radical  change  in  our  system  will  become 
irresistible.  It  will,  perhaps,  be  said  that  this 
alarm  is  most  mischievous,  and  may  tend  to 
bring  about  the  very  evil  against  which  wo 
wish  to  guard ;  but  it  is  imbecility  to  suggest 
that  Foreign  Powers  do  not  know  the  condition 
of  our  forces  of  every  kind  at  least  as  well  as 
every  Minister  of  our  own  Government,  with 
the  exception,  perhaps,  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
If  these  Powers  are  our  allies  or  our  friends 
they  will  rejoics  to  see  England  awake  to  the 
duty  of  self-preservation,  and  if  they  are 
secretly  hostile  thsy  will  not  be  more  disposed 
to  attack  us  because  we  are  placing  ourselves 
in  a  condition  of  comparative  security.  Our 
neighbours  take  pains  to  acquaint  themselves 
with  the  facts  ;  our  Ministers  do  not  care  to 
know  more  than  is  conrenient  on  such  a  dis- 
agreeable subject."  Will  the  Government  give 
the  inquiry  when  Parliament  meets  in  October  ?  " 

He  (Admiral  Field)  and  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friends  now  asked  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  extend  the  scape  of   the 
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amongst  naval  men — that  be  had  never 

{et  been  able  te  aaoertain  that  anyone 
ad  proposed  an  effective  method  of 
dealing  with  the  great  question  of  hov 
protection  was  to  be  given.  That  only 
went  to  show  the  great  need  for  a 
searchiag  inquiry.  If  the  soblo  Lord 
could  not  find  men  to  agree  as  to  what 
the  nature  of  the  defence  or  protection 
of  OUT  commerce  or  food  supply  should 
be— bow  many  squadrons  we  required, 
and  what  cruisers  we  should  have— he 
had  made  out  a  case  for  a  searching  in- 
quiry. The  measure  of  our  require- 
ments was  our  own  necessity.  Now  he 
came  to  allude  to  the  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Bercsford).  He  desired 
to  express  most  sincerely  his  regret  at 
tbo  noble  and  gallant  Lord's  retirement. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  was  a  most 
valuable  man  at  the  Admiralty,  because 
he  was  a  Member  of  the  House.  Speak- 
ing for  himself,  he  regretted  they  had 
no  longer  the  oonneoting  link  between 
the  House  and  the  Admiralty  which  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  formed.  He 
knew  some  persons  argued  that  Naval 
Lords  had  no  right  to  be  Kfembers  of 
the  House  of  Oommons.  He  believed 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  shared  that  view.  A  very 
strong  opinion  against  such  a  view  was 
expressed  by  Sir  James  Graham  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Duke  of  Somer- 
set's Committee.  As  he  (Admiral  Field) 
had  before  said,  owing  to  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord's  resignation  they  had  lost 
a  valuable  connecting  link  between 
Parliament  and  the  Admiralty,  and  for 
that  reason  he  regretted  the  resignation. 
He  had  no  right  to  criticize  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord's  action  ;  but  he  could 
not  help  saying  be  thought  that  in  the 
interest  of  the  Service  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  made  a  great  mistake  in 
resigning,  though,  of  course,  he  resigned 
for  reasons  highly  honourable  to  himself. 
Now,  he  (Admiral  Field)  desired  to  allude 
to  a  remark  or  two  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty— 
in  a  speech  be  delivered  at  Ealing.  He 
would  not  like  to  critioiie  unfavourably 
anything  that  he  had  said,  because  he 
was  mindful  that  the  noble  Lord  was 
oompelled  to  speak  to  bis  constituents  in 
reply  to  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  the 
Member  for  East  Maiylebone,  and  that 
probably  he  was  led  into  saying  things 
he  n'ould  not  otbervise  have  said  about 
Admiral  Field 
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naval  officers.  He  regretted  that,  al- 
though in  some  parts  of  his  speech  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  spoke  ia 
complimentary  terms  of  his  Naval  Col- 
leagues, in  another  part  he  spoke  of 
them  in  a  threatening  tone.  The  noble 
Lord  might  not  have  meant  to  threaten; 
but  he  certainly  did,  for  he  indicated 
that  if  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion 
the  Naval  Lords  would  have  to  go. 
It  was  quite  unnecessary  to  make  that 
threat.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  tot 
one  in  sueh  a  high  position  as  the  noble 
Lord  to  offer  a  word  of  caution  on  a 
public  platform  upon  that  question,  and 
especially  at  the  Naval  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  could  not  possibly  reply  to  it. 
Disoiplino  alone  would  prevent  them 
criticizing  the  action  of  the  First  Lord. 
Certainly  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  First  Lord  bad  not  criticized  before- 
hand the  possible  action  of  his  Naval 
Colleagues.  At  the  same  time  be 
thanked  the  noble  Lord  for  the  compli- 
ments he  paid  his  Naval  Colleagues, 
and  he  would  set  off  those  compliments 
against  the  adverse  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood)  at  Liverpool. 
The  First  Lord,  speaking  of  the  Naval 
Lords,  said — 

"  The  three  great  maritg  of  the  ayatem  ua, 
flnt,  b;  placing  Qftval  officer*  in  pOBitioiu  of 
Executive  reiponnbility  m  hsadi  ol  depart- 
maati,  real  power  is  conferred  on  them,  uul 
their  habits  und  traiaing  »iaciaUy  and  admi- 
rably   qualify   them    for    EieeutiTe    admini- 

But  what  did  the  hon.  Qentleman  th* 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  say  upon  the 
point  ?    He  said — 

"  From  a  busicsu  point  of  view,  it  vould  be 
most  unwise  to  band  the  control  of  the  Services 
to  Admirals  or  Generals, who  were  called  experta. 
An  expert  was  usually  a  dangerous  man  :  ha 
was  generally  imbued  with  some  ipeeial  idea  of 
his  own,  which  cooscientiously  he  coQsidered  it 
his  duty  to  push." 

He  (Admiral  Field)  supposed  an  expert 
was  right  in  pushing  his  idea  if  his 
conscience  prompted  him  to  push  it. 

two  experts  ever  agreed  upon  a  oommon 
plan,  and  in  no  profession,  not  sven  in  the 
medical,  was  there  greater  divergence  than 
among  seamaa  and  naval  constructors  as  to  the 
best  type  of  war  vessel." 
So  there  was  difference  of  opinion 
amongst  architects.  There  was  great 
difference  of  opinion  in  the  House 
amongst  politicians,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
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Chambers  were  wron^  to  the  extent  of  over  40 
per  cent  —  that  ihips  represented  to  cost 
£2,800,000  had  their  estimated  cost  increased 
after  investigation  to  £4,100«000." 

The  lion.  Gentleman  argued  that  a 
oivilian  liad  been  appointed  because  the 
estimates  were  exceeded,  as  if  under  our 
system  Estimates  had  never  been  ex- 
ceeded. In  his  speech  last  year  upon 
naval  matters,  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  pointed  out  that  the 
Estimates  for  four  ships  had  been  ex- 
ceeded, in  one  case  by  £100,000,  in  an- 
other case  by  £200,000,  in  another  case 
by  £150,000,  and  in  another  case  by 
£60,000 ;  and  yet  this  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  spoke 
about  the  Estimates  for  the  French 
building  programme  being  exceeded 
because  an  Admiral,  and  not  a  civilian, 
was  at  the  head  of  affairs.  He  (Admiral 
Field)  drew  a  different  conclusion.  He 
believed  the  reason  was  that  France  was 
afflicted  with  extreme  Radicals  as  we 
were  in  this  country,  and  that  Radicals 
in  France  squeezed  the  Government  and 
endeavoured  to  displace  naval  men  who 
knew  their  business  and  put  in  their 
place  scheming  politicians  who  knew 
nothing  about  the  business.  That  was 
the  explanation  of  a  civilian  having  dis- 
placed an  Admiral  as  Minister  of  Marino. 
To  show  he  was  right  in  his  contention, 
and  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  was  wrong,  that  there  was  not  an 
atom  of  foundation  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument,  he  might  say  that 
within  three  days  of  the  delivery  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  the  Minister  of 
Marine — a  clever  civilian — was  turned 
out  of  Office  and  an  Admiral  put  in 
his  place.  Yes ;  and  he  was  a  retired 
Admiral  if  they  pleased.  [^Latight^r.] 
He  thought  that  would  create  a  laugh. 
He  (Admiral  Field)  was  a  retired  Ad- 
miral too.  The  French  Government 
thought  more  of  retired  Admirals  than 
the  Government  of  this  country  did.  He 
hoped  he  had  answered  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty; 
but  he  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  utter  one  word  of  caution  to 
his  subordinate.  It  was  as  well  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Forwood),  when 
he  made  a  speech  in  the  country  upon 
naval  questions,  should  abstain  from 
criticizing  Admirals  of  whom  his  own 
Ohief  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
spoke  in  terms  of  praise.     It  was  not 


need  be  much  surprised  that  naval  men 
did  not  always  agree  upon  nautical 
questions.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Forwood)  went  on  to  say — 

'*The  Service  regarded  the  Admiral  as  the 
expert,  and  no  doubt  he  was  in  regard  to  navi- 
gation, drill,  naval  tactics,  and  gunnery  ;  but 
he  had  no  opportunity  of  studying  the  techni- 
calities of  shipbuildingt  nor  could  he  on  a 
quarter-deck  become  an  adept  in  the  control  of 
huge  manufacturing  establishments  employing 
25,000  workmen  or  more." 

Of  course,  he  could  not  when  he  was 
kept  afloat ;  but  he  would  when  he  was 
put  ashore.  The  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on — 

**  The  suggestion  to  hand  over  the  Army  and 
Navy  to  professional  officers  because  they  were 
supposed  to  be  experts  '* — 

no  one  even  proposed  it — it  was  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  heated  imagination  which 
led  him  to  think  so — 

'*  would  fail  to  secure  an  effective  Service  or 
effective  Parliamentary  control." 

No  one  even  proposed  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  raising  up  a  phantom  of 
his  own  creation  to  knock  it  down. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

*<  The  present  system  worked  well." 

What  a  lot  the  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
about  it — 

**  Both  State  and  Service  had  their  due  weight 
in  administration." 

That  was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion ; 
it  was  not  his  (Admiral  Field's)  and  his 
hon.  Friends.  Now  he  came  to  a  de- 
licious part  of  the  hon:  Gentleman's 
speech ;  it  was  really  lovely.  This  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Ormskirk, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  who 
certainly  knew  something  about  Steam- 
ship Companies  and  Steam  Navigation 
Companies,  expressed  an  opinion  upon 
the  French  naval  administration.  He 
said — 

"  France  had  tried  an  Admiral  at  the  head  of 
her  Marine,  and  had  just  replaced  him  by  a 
civilian.*' 

Then  he  went  on  to  give  what  he  thought 
was  the  reason — 

*'  A  reference  to  the  Report  of  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry  on  the  French  Navy  Estimates  of 
1887  did  not  show  that  an  Admiral  or  expert 
was  so  very  successful  as  an  administrator  that 
we  ought  to  follow  suit." 

Well,  that  was  complimentary  to  his 
(Admiral  Field's)  profession.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

**In  the  one  year's  work  it  was  found  that 
the  estimates  for  vessels  laid  before  (he  French 
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seemlj ;  it  was  not  oonduoiTe  to  nayal 
discipline  that  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, who  was  the  servant  of  the 
Board,  should  get  up  on  a  public  plat- 
form, and  before  a  popular  audience 
lampoon  naval  officers  who  were  his 
superiors  and  his  masters.  Now,  he 
had  put  upon  the  Notice  Paper  an 
Amendment,  and  he  regretted  that  by 
the  Rules  of  the  House  he  was  precluded 
from  moving  it.  He  had  desired  to  call 
attention  to  the  executive  administration 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  to  show  that  the 
root  of  the  evil  of  the  present  system 
was  that  the  Orders  in  Council  that 
were  passed  in  1869,  again  passed  and 
issued  in  1872,  and  again  issued  in  1882, 
were  Orders  which  undermined  the  autho- 
rity and  impaired  the  responsibility  of 
the  Naval  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  and 
thatHhose  Orders  in  Council  were  in 
themselves  mischievous,  and  should  be 
cancelled. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Tub  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  assist  the  Government  in 
taking  the  Vote  early  on  Thursday.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  Yote 
should  then  be  taken. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thurs^ 
day. 

MOTIONS. 


PRIVATE  BILL  LEQISLATION. 
MOTION    FOR  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 

''  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  of  this 
House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  to  examine  into  the 
present  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation,  and 
to  report  how  far,  and  in  what  manner,  without 
prejudice  to  public  interests,  that  system  may 
be  modified,  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
suitors,  the  economy  of  the  time  of  Parliament, 
and  the  reduction  of  costs  and  charges.** — {Mr, 
William  Henry  Smith.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  submit  the  names  of  Mem- 
bers to  compose  this  Committee?  Would 

Admiral  Field 


an  Irish  Member  be  included?  He 
would  suggest  that  the  Motion  should 
be  postponed  for  a  week,  in  order  that 
the  nomination  might  be  proposed  at 
the  same  time. 

The  first  LORD  of  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smitu)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  was  following  the 
usual  course  to  agree  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  Committee  first,  follow- 
ing it  up  with  the  nomination  after 
an  interval,  to  allow  of  the  arrangements 
being  made.  It  would  probably  be 
found  expedient  to  include  the  name  of 
an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick)  asked,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  undertake  that  at  least  one 
Scotch  Member  should  be  nominated  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was 
every  intention  of  nominating  a  fairly 
representative  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords, 
to  acquaint  th  eir  Lordships,  That  this  House  hath 
appointed  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  to  join 
with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to  examine  into 
the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation, 
and  to  report  how  far,  and  in  what  manner, 
without  prejudice  to  public  interests,  that  system 
may  be  moaified ;  with  a  view  to  the  interests 
of  suitors,  the  economy  of  the  time  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  reduction  of  costs  and  charges. 
— (ifr.    William  Hmty  Smith.) 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL. 
MOTION  FOE  LEAVE.      FIRST  EEADINO. 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  if  the  House  would 
allow  tlie  introduction  of  this  Bill, 
having  for  its  object  the  repair  of  West- 
minster Abbey,  he  proposed  to  defer  a 
statement  until  the  second  reading  stage. 
He  would,  however,  just  state  for  the  in- 
formation of  hon.  Members  that  the  Bill 
would  involve  no  charge  upon  the  tax- 
payers. 

Motion  made,  and  Question, 

"  That  leare  be  givon  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  further  provision  for  the  restoration  and 
repair  of  Westminster  Abbey,"— (if r.  William 
Henry  Smithy) 

— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time, 
[Bill  165.] 
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EDUCATIONAL  ENDOWMENTS   (SCOT-   jection,  perhaps,  was  that  made  to  the 
LAND)  ACT  1882  (MADRAS  COLLEGE). 
MOTIOir  FOB  AN  ADDBBSS. 

Mb.  S.  WILLIAMSON  (Kilmarnock) 


financial  position  of  the  scheme.  Madras 
College  had  swallowed  up  the  parish 
^  ^  school  and  the  burgh  school ;  and  the 

saiTJimij^ht  seem  ungrateful  to  cViU^^^^^ ;  ratepayers  not  unnaturally  claimed  that 
any  scheme  in  regard  to  the  Educational :  they  should  be  reheved,  to  a  certain 
Eudowments  of  Scotland  under  this  Act, !  extent,  by  the  College  endowments  from 


seeing  what  good  work  the  Commis- 
sioners had  done.  This  acknowledg- 
ment would  be  endorsed  by  every 
Scotchman ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  there 
were  circumstances  in  regard  to   this 


the  oxpenso  of  building  and  of  pur- 
chasing a  site  to  meet  the  require- 
ments of  Scotch  Educational  Law.  A 
very  considerable  sum  of  money  was 
to  be  handed  over   to  the  Governors 


particular  case  that  seemed  to  call  for  Jrom  the  Bell  residue  fund.  It  might 
protest.  He  had  to  point  out  several  b® ,  said  that  the  scheme  would  not 
objectional  features  in  the  scheme,  and !  ^^ke  any  enormous  demand  upon  the 
first  he  had  to  refer  to  the  objection  rat«s;  but  St.  Andrew's  was  a  small 
urged  by  the  School  Board  of  St.  An- 1  and  not  a  noh  town,  with  only  6,000  m- 
drews,  a  popularly  elected  body.  The  i  »»abitant8,  who  had  been  put  to  great  ex- 
Bcheme  was  divided  into  two  parts^the  '  P^nse  recently  by  bringing  water  into 
governing  part,  and  the  financial  part.  1 1^®  ^'%  ^^"^  were,  m  fact,  heavily 
The  objection  of  tho  School  Board  was  taxed.  It  was,  he  thought,  only  reason- 
that  the  proposed  Governing  Body  1  able  that,  out  of  the  large  educational 
would  not  be  sufficiently  popular.  It  I  endowments,  they  should  receive  some 
would  be  remembered  that  the  founder   consideration  ;     and     he    thought    the 

of  the  school  (Dr.  Bell)  left  a  large  sum   ^^^%^  ^^u»d   see   the  justice  of  this, 
of  money  to  carry  out  certain  views  he   ^e  also  objected  to  Clause  39,  in  regard 


held  in  regard  to  education,  and  the 
school  or  college  thereby  established 
absorbed  the    parish    school  and    the 


to  scholarships.  It  was  proposed  to 
apply  £90  a-year  in  bursaries,  and  this 
was  to    be    distributed  by  the  School 


burgh  or  grammar  school,  taking  over  j  ?oa^  ^^  conjunction  with  the  Govern- 
the  buildings  and  other  educational  I  i°g  ^9^7-  ^^t  the  School  Board  came 
arrangements.  In  doing  this  Dr.  Bell,  more  in  contact  with  the  people,  and  it 
who  was  not  a  Presbyterian,  but  Pre-  |  ^^^^\  ^e  far  better  to  hand  this  over 
bendary  of  St.  Peter's,  Westminster,  entirely  to  the  School  Board,  instead  of 
naturaUy  had  to  submit  to  the  use  and   t^  a  joint  committee  of  the  School  Board 


wont  of  Scotland  in  regard  to  educa- 
tion at  that  time,  which  placed  the 
control  of  it  in  the  hands  of  the 
Established  Church.  But  times  had 
changed,  and  such  control  had  been 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.  One  of  the  objections 
of  the  people  of  St.  Andrew's  was  that 
the  scheme  did,  in  some  measure,  per- 
petuate the  power  of  the  Established 
Church  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Governors.  Section  3  provided  that  a 
Governor  should  be  elected  by  the  Pres- 
bytery of  St.  Andrew's  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  Free  Church  and  the  United  Pres- 
byterian; and  the  contention  of  the  people 
was  that  it  would  be  far  more  reason- 
able to  allow  a  life  Governor  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  ministers  of  religion  in 

Ihix  nifif     nrif   ey'ttrlnn^  «1ia  T>/xn,A»  f^v  />««    ^©^  conseiii  irom  IDB  iSCDeme  lOF  iDO  Manage- 
the   city,   not   giving;  tho  power  to  one    ^^^^  „f  ^^  Endowment  in  the  Bargh  of  St. 


and  the  Madras  College.  He  also  had 
to  object  to  Clause  42,  which  gave  tho 
option  of  giving  the  bursaries  to  scholars 
either  for  the  University  or  Madras 
College ;  but  the  desire  of  the  Founder, 
Dr.  Bell,  was  that  it  should  be  given 
to  those  going  to  tho  University 
only,  and  not  to  those  going  to 
Madras  College.  He  thought  these 
were  valid  grounds  for  criticizing  the 
scheme;  and,  while  he  considered  the 
Education  Commissioners  had  deserved 
well  of  the  country,  he  urged  these  con- 
siderations in  the  interest  of  primary 
education  in  St.  Andrew's,  and  hoped 
the  House  would  view  them  with  favour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  an  humble  Address  bo  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold 
Her  consent  from  the  Scheme  for  the  Manage- 


denomination  merely.  They  also  ob- 
jected to  the  appointment  of  a  Governor 
by  the  Sheriff  of  Fife.  They  not  un- 
reasonably wished  that  the  Governing 
Body  should  be  established  on  a  wider 
and  more  popular  basis.    A  gravor  ob- 

VOL.  OOOXXUI.    [thibd  seeies.] 


Andrew's  and  Coanty  of  Fife,  known  as  the 
Madras  College,  now  lying  upon  tho  Table  of 
the  House." — {Mr,  Stephen  Williamson.) 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  (Glasgow  and 
Aberdeen  Universities)  said,  lie  waa 
sorry  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  S.  William- 
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son)  had  thought  it  necessary  to  trouble 
the  House  \vith  any  opposition  to  this 
scheme.  The  Endowment  Commis- 
sioners found  that  this  Madras  Col- 
lodge  was,  to  a  considerable  extent, 
doing  the  work  that  ought  to  have  been 
done  by  the  board  schools  of  tho  town, 
and  they,  after  full  consideration,  and 
hearing  all  that  could  be  said,  both  by 
those  who  were  interested  and  those  who 
understood  the  circumstances,  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  thoir  duty  to 
constitute  Madras  College  a  higher  class 
school  for  more  advanced  tuition ;  and 
they  had  done  so,  availing  themselves 
of  the  endowments  of  the  College,  and 
adding  thereto  a  further  contribution 
from  another  fund,  left  by  the  same 
founder — the  Bell  Besidue  Fund.  He 
might  mention  that  the  endowment,  al- 
though at  one  time  of  a  good  amount, 
was  now  considerably  diminished  owing 
to  the  circumstance  that  the  invest- 
ments were  chiefly  in  landed  property. 
The  income  of  the  College,  at  present, 
was  £560  a-year,  and  by  the  contribu- 
tion from  the  Bell  Residue  Fund  the 
amount  would  be  raised  to  £700,  for 
the  endowment  of  this  higher  class 
school.  His  hon.  Friend  objected  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Governing  Body; 
but  he  (Mr.  Campbell)  thought  it 
could  not  be  considered  as  not  suffi- 
ciently popular.  The  Governors  were  to 
be  10  in  number,  and  of  these  two  would 
be  elected  by  the  Town  Council  of  St. 
Andrew's,  two  by  the  School  Board, 
two  by  the  Senate  of  the  University  of 
St.  Andrew's,  one  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  the  County,  one  by  the  Sheriff 
of  Fife,  and  two  by  the  existing  Bell 
Trustees.  When  vacancies  occurred  by 
the  death  of  these  life  Governors,  one 
would  be  elected  by  the  Presbytery  of 
St.  Andrew's,  and  one  by  the  rural 
School  Board.  He  thought  the  House 
would  consider  that,  after  all,  that  was  a 
rather  popular  body  of  trustees.  His  hon. 
Friend  complained  of  power  being  con- 
ferred on  the  Established  Church.  Well, 
the  Commissioners  required  to  have  re- 
gard to  the  constitution  of  existing  trusts 
when  forming  new  Governing  Bodies, 
and  it  was  because  of  the  interest  the 
Established  Church  had  in  Madras  Col- 
lege as  it  was,  they  had  introduced  this 
very  small  element  of  one  member  out 
of  10  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presbytery 
of  St.  Andrew's.  His  hon.  Friend  com- 
plained of  the  scheme  of  the  Commis- 
sioners imposing  a  fresh  burden  on  the 

Mr,  </".  A,  Cam^hell 


school  board  of  the  town  ;  but  that  was 
because  the  Commissioners  found  that 
the  Bell  Trustees  had  been  relieving  the 
school  board  of  part  of  its  duty.  But  in 
instituting  the  new  scheme  they  had 
set  apart  £90,  to  be  paid  for  the  fees 
of  children  attending  public  schools  in 
St.  Andrew's.  Twenty  poor  children 
would  receive  free  scholarships  in  Ma- 
dras College;  and  £100  a-year  would 
be  given  in  bursaries  and  scholarships, 
varying  from  £10  to  £20,  to  children 
whose  parents  required  assistance  to- 
wards giving  then  a  higher  education. 
Altogether,  he  believed  the  scheme  was 
by  no  means  unwelcome  to  the  people 
of  St.  Andrew's  generally.  The  Commis- 
sioners were  not  aware  that  there  were 
any  objections  to  be  brought  against  the 
scheme,  and  he  believed  that  suoh  were 
not  brought  forward  during  the  time 
allowed  for  receipt  of  objections.  On  the 
whole,  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
think  of  disturbing  a  scheme  to  which 
there  had  been  no  objection  until  his  hon. 
Friend  placed  his  Notice  on  the  Paper. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities)  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  House  the  extreme  inconve- 
nience of  tho  way  in  which  this  scheme 
had  been  dealt  with.  The  scheme  was 
passed  by  the  Commissioners  so  far 
back  as  December,  1886,  and  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  waited  a  con- 
siderable time  to  see  if  any  objection 
was  made  to  it.  A  small  objection  was 
urged  on  behalf  of  the  University  of 
St.  Andrew's,  which  was  stated  in  such 
a  form  as  to  indicate  that  they  did  not 
wish  to  press  it,  but  only  to  have  it  con- 
sidered. He  presumed  that  that  was 
what  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Williamson) 
had  alluded  to — the  question  of  the 
bursaries  being  given  partly  to  the  Uni- 
versity and  partly  to  the  College.  But 
the  objection  was  ultimately  withdrawn. 
The  Education  Department  waited  an 
entire  year,  and  only  in  December  last 
approved  of  the  scheme.  Up  to  that 
time  no  such  objeetions  as  those  made 
that  night  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
suggested ;  they  had  been  made  now 
for  the  first  time,  and  without  notice 
given  to  the  Education  Department, 
that  they  might  have  the  opportunity 
of  considering  whether  the  scheme 
should  be  referred  back  to  the  Commis- 
sioners for  reconsideration.  The  House 
was  now  asked  to  deal  with  a  matter 
in  reference  to  which  the  proper  course 
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of  representation  for  getting  revision 
had  not  been  taken.  This  fact  bore 
very  strongly  on  the  question  whether 
it  was  right  and  just  that  the  House 
should  be  asked  to  review  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Commissioners,  when  the 
ordinary  and  proper  course  of  proceed- 
ing, by  getting  the  scheme  reviewed  by 
the  Education  Department,  had  never 
been  put  into  operation  at  all.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Campbell)  had  fully 
explained  the  ground  upon  which  the 
Commissioners  proceeded  in  dealing 
with  this  endowment ;  and  in  disposing 
of  this  or  any  other  educational  scheme, 
it  could  not  be  expected  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  please  everybody  by 
their  decision.  It  appeared  to  him  that, 
in  this  instance,  the  Commissioners  had 
acted  with  a  very  wise  discretion,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  their  decision 
had  excited  muoh  public  feeling,  when 
during  a  whole  year  not  the  slightest 
objection  was  taken. 

Mb.  8.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  that  there  were  three  schemes 
connected  with  Madras  College,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  to  take  action 
against  one  until  the  bearing  of  the 
whole  of  the  schemes  was  ascertained. 
He  would  appeal  to  him  to  postpone  the 
matter  for  another  year. 

Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  No,  no ! 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

COBCMITTEE   OF  PUBLIC   ACCOUNTS. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committeo  of  Public  Ac- 
counts do  consiBt  of  Twelve  Members. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. — {Mr. 
Jaekaon. ) 

COUNTY   COURTS   (iRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,Bill  to  amend 
the  County  Courts  (Ireland)  Acts,  and  to  im- 
prove the  administration  of  tho  Law  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  ^Ir.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Chance,  and  Mr.  3[aurico 
Ilealy. 
QiWpreieytiedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  166.] 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES    ACT    (1875)   AMEND- 
MENT  (no.  2)   BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  upon  Wednesday 
18th  April  read,  and  dischmrged  .•—BUI  %9ith' 
drawn. 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill,  instead  thereof,  to  amend  '*  The  Friendly 
Societies  Act.  1875,"  and  that  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Pioton,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr  Caldwell,  and  Mr.  Mason,  do  prepare 
and  bring  it  in. 

House  adjoimed  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock.  | 


HOUSE    OF     LOEDS, 
Tuesday,  ISth  March^  1888. 


laNUTES.]  —  Public  Bills  —  Committee  — 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  (12-41). 

Third  Reading  —  Mortmain  and  Charitable 
Uses*^  (33);  Pluralities  Acts  Amendment 
Act,  1885,  Ajnendment*  (26),  andpMM(/. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Fretton.) 

(no.  12.)     OOMMITTBE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

Clauses  1  to  5  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Appointment  of  Additional 
Judge). 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Stanley 
of  Preston,  Amendment  made. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  7  to  9,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Power  to  award  damages). 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY  said,  that  as 
the  noble  Lord  had  given  the  Commis- 
sioners power  to  award  damages  which 
could  not  now  be  claimed,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  to  leave  out  one  year 
and  to  insert  three  years,  so  that  the 
Commissioners  might  have  power  to  go 
back  three  years  before  the  complaint 
was  made.  He  was  willing,  however, 
to  agree  to  a  compromise  of  two  years, 
and  he  begged  to  move  an  Amendment 
to  that  effect. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  5,  lino  25, 
leave  out  (**  one  year,")  and  insert  (*'two 
years. ' ' ) — ( The  Sari  of  Jersey. ) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PEESTON  said, 
that  at  present  the  Commissioners  might 
declare  practices  illegal,  but  they  had 
no  power  to  award  damages  which  might 
have  accrued  under  such  illegal  prac- 
tices in  past  years.  Damages  could 
only  be  recovered  as  the  result  of  a 
separate  action.  It  was  thought  ex- 
pedient to  consolidate  these  two  opera- 
tions in  one  clause,  but  it  was  only  fair 
that  certain  limitations  should  be  fixed 
to  prevent  actions  after  a  lapse  of  time, 
and  it  was  thought  that  two  years  would 
meet  all  legitimate  complaints. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  if  by 
this  clause  it  was  intended  to  transfer 
to  the  Commissioners  after  hearing 
complaints  the  power  to  give  damages 
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for  a  wrong  which  had  been  done  or  a 
breach  of  contract,  it  seemed  to  him  in 
all  fairness  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
limitation  other  than  that  which  existed 
in  a  Court  of  Law.  But  if  Clause  12 
was  to  confer  some  right  of  giving 
damages  where  there  was  no  cause  of 
action,  he  was  opposed  to  such  a  pro- 
posal, whether  limited  to  one  year  or 
two  years. 

Lord  nERSOHELL  said,  he  believed 
the  clause  was  intended  to  give  damages 
where  there  was  no  right  of  action  at 
present.  Where  a  man  made  a  charge 
of  undue  preference,  as  the  law  at 
present  stood,  he  could  go  to  the  Com- 
missioners and  say  that  the  Railway 
Company  was  treating  him  differently 
from  his  neighbour,  and  ask  them  to  stop 
the  Company  from  doing  so.  But  it  was 
quite  clear  that  the  law  gave  him  no 
right  of  damages  for  what  had  been 
done.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  clause 
would  lead  to  a  large  crop  of  litigation, 
and  that  some  Amendment  was  desir- 
able to  make  clear  what  was  intended. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  said,  that  it  was  right  that 
the  matter  should  bo  made  clear,  and  no 
doubt  his  noble  Friend  would  explain 
what  was  intended.  But  he  thought 
that  the  compromise  which  the  noble 
Earl  was  willing  to  accept  was  desirable. 
The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  ob- 
served that  what  they  wanted  to  know 
was  whether  this  clause  did  or  did  not 
give  any  new  right  of  action. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  ex- 
plained that  it  was  only  a  better  and 
simpler  form  of  procedure.  It  merely 
endeavoured  to  settle  by  one  action  be- 
fore the  Commissioners  what  must  now 
be  matter  for  two  aotions. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  that  he 
understood  it  was  meant  by  the  clause 
to  give  the  Commissioners  power  to 
award  damages  where  there  was  no 
cause  of  action.  If  it  meant  to  give  a 
right  to  damages,  which  did  not  now 
exist,  in  all  fairness  let  the  clause  specify 
that,  so  that  their  lordships  might  know 
with  what  they  were  dealing. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  clause  to  give 
any  right  of  action  that  did  not  now 
exist. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  13  to  24,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Lord  Bramuell 


Clause  24   (Revised  classification   of 
traffic  and  schedule  of  rates). 

Lord  HENNIKER,  in   moving   the 
following  Amendment,  to  insert : — 

**And  in  every  case  those  maximum  rates 
and  charges  shall  be  deemed  to  include  all  torm- 
ina! charges  of  every  description  other  than 
charges  for  loading,  unloading,  collection,  and 
delivery  of  traffic  where  such  services  are 
performed  by  the  Company,  and  every  Company 
shall  state  in  such  classification  and  schedule 
the  nature  and  amount  of  the  charges  proposed 
to  be  authorized  for  loading,  unloading,  collec- 
tion, and  delivery  of  each  class  of  traffic  when 
such^sorvices  are  performed  by  the  Company,** 

said,  that  in  bringing  this  matter  for- 
ward he  was  in  no  way  acting  for  him- 
self.   He  had  been  engaged  with  various 
bodies  of  traders  in  the  country  for  some 
time  in  dealing  with  this  question,  and 
his  Amendment  was  supported  by  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traders'  Association, 
by  a  Committee  of  Members  of  both 
Houses  over  which  he  presided,  by  the 
Lancashire  and  Cheshire  Corporation, 
by  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture, 
and,    in    fact,    by   traders     generally 
throughout  the    country.      What    the 
traders  wanted  was  that  terminals  should 
be  included  in  the  maximum  rates.  They 
wanted  a  clause  in  the  Bill  not  based  on 
a  technical  decision,  such  as  the  decision 
of  the  Divisional  Court  on  the  subject, 
but  a  clause  framed  upon  a  decision  on 
the  merits.     The  traders  claimed  that 
since  the  decision  of  1885,  on  which  the 
clause  was  founded,  they  had  had  two 
other  decisions  in  their  favour.  It  might 
be  said  that  those  two  cases  were  very 
small  cases  in  the  County  Court,  but  the 
Railway  Companies  very  well  knew  that 
they  were  brought  forward  as  test  cases, 
and  the  principle  involved  in  them  was 
exactly  similar  to  that  involved  in  the 
case  decided  in  1885.    The  smallness  of 
the  issue  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  matter.     The  trader  who  repre- 
sented the  body  of  traders  in  these  two 
County  Court  cases  had  two  statements 
of  rates  given  to  him.     The   first  was 
that,  for  a  distance  of  nine  miles,  he  was 
to  send  at  least  a  ton  weight  of  iron,  and 
for  every  5001b.  he  was  to  be  charged 
%8,  Ad.     After  the  decision  in  the  County 
Court  the  rate  quoted  to  him  was  the 
minimum  weight  sent  should  be  5001b. 
at  2«.  Ad,    It  could  not  be  denied  that 
such  figures  made  a  great  difference  in 
the  profits  of  a  trader.     He  did  not  wish 
to  press  his  Amendment  unduly  in  the 
House,  but  he  appealed  to  the  noble 
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Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  and  to  the 
House  to  take  this  point  into  their  most 
serious  consideration.  It  was  one  of  the 
most  important  points  in  the  Bill,  and  he 
was  certain  that  the  traders  of  the  country 
would  never  be  satisfied  unless  some- 
thing of  the  kind  were  inserted. 

Amendment  movedy 

In  page  9,  line  6,  leave  out  from  (^'com- 
pany '*}  to  the  end  of  subsection  (1.)  and  insert 
("  and  in  every  case  those  maximum  rates  and 
charges  shall  be  deemed  to  include  all  terminal 
charges  of  every  description  other  than  charges 
for  loading,  unloading,  collection,  and  delivery 
of  traffic,  where  such  services  are  performed  by 
the  company,  and  every  company  shall  state  in 
such  classification  and  schedule  the  nature  and 
amount  of  the  charges  proposed  to  bo  autho- 
rized for  loading,  unloading,  collection,  and 
delivery  of  each  class  of  traffic  when  such 
services  are  performed  by  the  company.**) — 
{The  Lord  Henniker.) 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  believed 
that  what  the  noble  Lord  proposed  was 
the  law  at  present.  He  did  not  think 
the  Hailway  Companies  had  any  right 
to  make  a  great  many  of  these  terminal 
charges.  The  Companies  were  in  the 
position  of  insurers.  When  an  article  was 
given  to  them  to  carry  they  must  insure 
its  safe  delivery  uninjured,  and  they  had 
no  right  to  charge  any  sum  of  money  for 
doing  that  which  merely  protected  them 
from  the  consequences  of  injury  to  the 
chattel  in  the  course  of  its  journey.  That 
was  his  opinion  of  the  general  law  re- 
lating to  railways.  He  would  not,  how- 
ever, say  that  no  terminal  charges 
whatever  were  right,  and  he  would  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  there  was  one 
case  in  which  it  was  decided  on  the  terms 
of  the  Act  of  a  particular  Cmpany — the 
London  and  Brighton — that  the  Com- 
pany had  a  right  to  make  some  of  these 
charges.  He  thought  that  this  clause 
would,  in  effect,  only  declare  the  present 
state  of  the  general  law,  though  possibly 
that  view  would  not  be  assented  to  by  all 
lawyers.  He  spoke  from  his  recollection 
of  a  case  decided  some  years  ago.  There 
was,  however,  this  difficulty,  that  if 
their  Lordships  accepted  this  Amend- 
ment, it  would  take  away  from  the 
London  and  Brighton  Company  a  right 
they  at  present  possessed  by  statute.  Li 
the  circumstances  he  hesitated  to  recom- 
mend the  House  to  accept  or  reject  this 
Amendment. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  should 
have  the  utmost  respect  for  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  authority  if  judicially 
quoted ;  but  he  understood  that  thenoble 


and  learned  Lord  was  merely  mentioning 
his  recollection  of  the  case.  What  was 
the  name  of  the  case  ? 

Lord  BRAMWELL;  It  was  a  case 
that  came  before  me  at  Assizes. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE :  Where  ? 

Lord  BRAMWELL  :  In  Glamorgan- 
shire. 

Lord  GRIMTHORPE  said,  he  de- 
clined to  accept  the  authority  of  that 
Glamorganshire  case  as  ruling  the  gene- 
rality of  English  railways.  He  knew 
from  experience  that  some  of  the  older, 
and  perhaps  the  newer,  Welsh  railways 
had  clauses  not  in  the  common  form. 
That  of  "  Hall  v.  the  Brighton  Railway," 
andof  **Kempson  v,  the  Great  Western," 
which  was  taken  to  bo  governed  by 
Hall's  case,  was  certainly  in  the  com- 
mon form.  At  least  he  had  that  morn- 
ing asked  that  question  of  the  solicitors 
of  several  Companies  who  came  to  him, 
and  they  told  him  it  was  so.  The 
assertion  that  the  Brighton  decision 
turned  upon  a  technicality  was  alto- 
gether unfounded.  So  far  from  that, 
the  Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Divi- 
sion said  that  the  contention  of  the 
claimant  Hall  was  utterly  unrea- 
sonable ;  and  they  carefully  explained 
the  three  successive  stages  of  legislation 
about  terminals ;  first,  where  the  Com- 
panies were  supposed  or  expected  only 
to  provide  the  road,  like  canals;  se- 
condly, where  they  were  to  haul  for 
carriers  like  Pickford,  who  for  a  long 
time  did  all  the  terminal  work,  and 
charged  very  much  higher  terminals 
than  the  Companies  had  ever  done ; 
and,  thirdly,  the  present  state  of  things, 
whore  the  Companies  do  everything  and 
were  allowed  by  their  Acts  to  charge  a 
reasonable  sum  for  it,  which  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  judged  of  in  each 
case  according  to  tho  accommodation 
provided.  Tho  Amendment  would  be  a 
retrograde  step,  and  would  iufiict  the 
greatest  injustice  on  Railway  Companies, 
who  had  expended  many  millions  in 
erecting  sidings,  wharfs,  and  warehouses 
on  the  assurance  of  being  repaid  for 
their  outlay  by  terminal  charges.  He 
remembered  it  being  proved  in  a  Com- 
mittee that  there  were  three  miles  of 
sidings  at  Hull  occupied  by  coal  wag- 
gons, because  there  ware  no  ships  ready 
to  carry  them  off.  He  thought  that  the 
Amendment  was  monstrously  unreason- 
able, as  the  Judges  had  pronounced 
Hall's  claim  to  be, 
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Lord  HENNIKER  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  took 
a  too  exclusively  railway  view  of  this 
question.  No  doubt,  Railway  Compa- 
nies would  like  to  charge  rates  in  respect 
to  their  outlay  upon  stations ;  but  when 
that  outlay  had  not  been  reasonably  in- 
curred, surely  no  charge  ought  to  be 
allowed  in  respect  of  it.  Nothing  un- 
reasonable, so  far  as  he  could  see,  was 
asked  on  behalf  of  the  trader.  All  that 
was  asked  was  that  he  should  not  be 
compelled  to  pay  for  the  mistakes  of 
Railway  Companies.  Maximum  charges 
should  include  everything  necessary  for 
carrying  on  the  business  of  a  railway. 
For  extra  service  the  trader  was  willing 
to  pay. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  it  would 
be  perfectly  competent  for  the  railways, 
if  the  Amendment  passed,  to  re-adjust 
their  maximum  rates  so  as  to  include 
terminal  charges.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  provisions  of  different 
Railway  Acts  with  reference  to  terminal 
charges  were  by  no  means  identical.  In 
some  cases  Companies  had  fixed  low 
rates  for  short  distances  in  consideration 
of  the  right  to  make  terminal  charges. 
It  would  be  unreasonable  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  sweep  away  all  terminal  charges 
without  paying  regard  to  the  different 
circumstances  sanctioned  by  different 
Acts  of  Parliament.  It  would  hardly 
be  wise  or  just  to  lay  down  the  hard 
and  fast  rule  that  in  this  matter  of  ter- 
minal charges  all  Railway  Companies 
must  be  dealt  with  alike. 

Lord  MONK-BRETTON  said,  that 
in  1873  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Joint 
Committee  of  the  two  Houses  out  of 
which  the  Railway  Commission  sprang. 
That  Committee  went  fully  into  all  these 
questions,  and  reported  that  the  law  as 
to  terminals  was  confused,  and  it  re- 
commended that  Parliament  should  dis- 
tinctly recognize  not  only  service  ter- 
minals, but  *'  Station  ''  terminals.  It 
further  reported  that  it  was  not  ad* 
visable  to  fix  a  maximum,  because  it 
must  necessarily  be  fixed  at  a  higher 
rate  than  the  actual  charge.  There  was 
an  expression  of  opinion,  particularly 
on  the  part  of  the  coal  merchants,  that 
it  was  not  desirable,  although  termi- 
nals should  be  recognized,  that  a  maxi- 
mum should  be  fixed  for  them.  This 
opinion  of  the  Joint  Committee  was  en- 
dorsed by  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  presided  over  by 


Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley,  out  of  which  the 
present  Bill  arose.  No  doubt,  in  some 
cases  of  short  traffic,  terminals  added  to 
the  charges  for  conveyance  would  exceed 
the  allowed  maximum  rates  for  convey- 
ance ;  but  it  was  obvious  that  if  you 
prohibited  terminals  a  Railway  Company 
losing  in  that  direction  would  be  obliged 
to  raise  its  charges  in  other  directions. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  adhere  to 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  and  recognize  ter- 
minals, subject  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Railway  Commission  to  ascertain  in  each 
case  whether  they  wore  reasonable  or 
not;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  nut  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Lord  STALBRIDQE  thought  the 
accusations  which  had  been  made  against 
the  Railway  Companies  in  respectof  their 
conduct  in  the  case  of  Kempson  and 
Hall  were  answered  by  the  statement  of 
the  transactions  between  the  litigants 
and  the  Companies,  and  the  readiness  of 
the  Companies  to  correct  the  mistakes  in 
the  charges  they  had  made.  In  short 
distances — say  one  of  six  miles  from 
London — it  would  be  impossible  to  make 
a  rate  that  would  cover  terminal  charges, 
inasmuch  as  those  charges  necessarily 
decreased  with  long  distances;  and, 
therefore,  ho  hoped  the  Amendment 
would  not  be  adopted. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
had  stated  so  clearly  what  was  the  effect 
of  the  Amendment  that  he  did  not  feel 
called  upon  to  follow  him.  He  entirely 
sympathized  with  the  object  of  the 
mover  of  the  Amendment,  and  recog- 
nized that  he  was  acting  for  a  powerful 
body ;  and  it  was  in  no  spirit  of  an- 
tagonism that  he  was  compelled  to  resist 
the  Amendment.*  The  question  of  ter- 
minals-had given  much  trouble  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Bill ;  he  had  received 
deputations  on  both  sides ;  he  had  had 
personal  conferences  with  the  represen- 
tatives of  traders  and  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  to  see  whether  the  existing 
difficulties  could  be  removed  ;  and  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  best  course  was  to  take  the 
decision  of  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Hall's 
case,  as  laying  down  in  general  terms 
the  principles  by  which  they  were  to  be 
guided.  An  essential  Amendment  was 
made  in  the  Bill  before  it  was  intro- 
duced, with  regard  to  undue  charges 
for  terminals,  which  were  supposed  to 
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bo  placed  on  goods  for  tho  sake  of  re- 
couping undue  expenditure  on  stations. 
In  the  determination  of  terminal  charges 
regard  was  to  be  had  only  to  expendi- 
ture that  was  reasonable  and  necessary 
to  provide  proper  accommodation  for  the 
goods  in  respect  of  which  the  charge  was 
made.  Therefore  goods  were  not  to  be 
made  to  pay  for  expensive  passenger 
stations.  This  matter  of  terminals  would 
have  to  be  left  to  be  fought  between  the 
parties  concerned  and  the  Board  of 
Trade,  with  an  ultimate  reference  to 
Parliament.  In  the  majority  of  cases 
the  rates  the  Companies  would  charge, 
even  if  considerable  terminals  were 
added,  would  be  well  within  their  statu- 
tory limits ;  and  it  was  only  in  respect 
of  short  distances  that  the  question  of 
terminals  would  arise.  The  Amend- 
ment went  further  than  was  intended ; 
it  would  have  the  effect,  he  would  not 
say  of  confiscation,  but  of  injuring  many 
Companies;  and  he  therefore  recom- 
mended their  Lordships  to  adhere  to  the 
clause  as  it  stood,  coupled  with  the  defi- 
nition of  terminals  in  the  definition 
clause  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Undue  preference  in  case 
of  unequal  rates  and  charges,  and  un- 
equal services  performed). 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY,  in  moving  to 
leave  out  words  which  provided  that 
whenever  it  was  shown  that — 

*'  In  tho  adjustment  of  the  rates  and  charges 
of  a  railway  company  thero  is  a  difference 
in  the  treatment  of  British  merchandize  and 
foreign  merchandize," 

said,  the  burden  of  proving  that  such 
difference  in  treatment  did  not  amount 
to  an  undue  preference  should  lie  on  the 
Bailway  Companies.  He  had  taken  the 
advico  given  by  tho  noble  Marquess  on 
tho  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  had 
again  brought  this  subject  forward. 
This  question  of  preferential  charges 
and  foreign  bounties  interested  very 
deeply  the  traders  and  agriculturists  of 
the  country.  It  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  on  the  present  occasion  to  quote 
again  the  numerous  instances  in  which 
advantages  were  given  by  Bailway  Com- 
panies to  foreign  producers,  to  the  enor- 
mous disadvantage  of  the  home  pro- 
ducer. Their  Lordships  would  recollect 
that  in  some  cases  it  was  shown  that 


British  goods  were  carried  at  double  the 
rates  at  which  the  Railway  Companies 
carried  foreign  goods.  Neither  was  it 
necessary  that  he  should  point  out  how 
very  hurtful  to  the  industries  of  the 
country  the  system  of  preferential 
bounties  must  be.  The  British  trader 
who  paid  double  the  rate  of  the  foreign 
trader  was  placed  in  a  position  of  con- 
siderable difficulty  when  he  got  into  the 
market ;  and  the  agriculturists  of  the 
country  could  not  bo  satisfied  with  a 
system  which  carried  English  produce 
at  22«.  4f/.  while  foreign  produce  was 
charged  for  the  same  distance  8«.  Ad. 
It  was  against  such  a  state  of  things 
that  he  moved  the  Amendment.  The 
traders  and  agriculturists  wished  to  have 
a  fair  field  and  no  favour.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bram- 
well)  had  stated,  though  not  in  so 
many  words,  that  if  Parliament  at- 
tempted to  regulate  the  interpretation 
which  Railway'  Companies  should  put 
upon  their  Acts  of  Parliament,  it  was 
con6scation;  that  if  equal  terms  were 
given  to  English  and  foreign  goods 
it  was  Protection;  that  if  the  Rail- 
ways did  not  offer  these  bounties 
the  goods  would  go  by  sea;  and  that 
as  the  home  producer  must  have  the 
goods  carried  to  his  own  district, 
it  was  only  right  that  the  Companies 
should  charge  him  20  times  more  than 
they  did  the  foreigner.  No  ono  wished  to 
confiscate  the  property  of  the  Railway 
Companies,  and  they  all  acknowledged 
the  groat  benoBts  bestowed  upon  the 
country  by  railways  and  the  groat 
ability  which  the  directors  had  shown  in 
their  management ;  but  he  contended 
that  Parliament  had  a  right  to  inquire 
into  the  manner  in  which  Acts  were 
carried  out.  He  denied  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  bring  about  anything  in  the 
nature  of  confiscation.  Then  with  re- 
gard to  Protection  ;  if  bounties  were 
offered  they  were  in  the  nature  of  Pro- 
tection, and  it  was  against  this  system 
that  ho  protested.  On  another  point  of 
tho  noble  and  learned  Lord  foreign 
goods  could  not  be  carried  to  very  many 
places  by  sea,  and  they  had,  therefore, 
to  be  carried  by  railway,  yet  these  goods 
were  charged  a  very  much  lower  rate 
than  English  goods,  so  that  the  sea 
competitions  argument  fell  to  tho  ground. 
It  was  not  right  that  the  Railway  Com- 
panies should  be  ablo  to  say  that  they 
would   charge  the   trader    what    they 
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liked  because  they  had  got  him  in  their 
hands.  He  maintained  that  any  pre- 
ference granted  upon  the  ground  that 
the  goods  were  foreign  and  not  British 
was  an  undue  preference,  and  that  the 
injustice  under  which  the  traders  now 
suffered  would  be  increased  by  the 
Bill.  At  the  present  time  undue  pre- 
ference was  contrary  to  the  law,  but  the 
clause  now  under  discussion  would 
legalize  it.  If  they  passed  this  clause 
as  it  now  stood  they  would  have  declared 
that,  in  certain  circumstances,  foreign 
preferential  rates  might  become  legal. 
The  greatest  indignation  was  felt  with 
regard  to  this  matter  all  over  the  coun- 
try. Agriculturists  were  not  afraid  of 
competition  carried  on  upon  fair  terms, 
but  they  did  object  to  having  to  pay 
extra  charges  on  the  carriage  of  their 
goods.  They  did  not  advocate  Protec- 
tion or  confiscation,  but  that  the  same 
treatment  should  be  dealt  to  them  as  to 
the  foreigner.  It  was  perfectly  fair  and 
reasonable  that  it  should  be  so,  and  it 
would  be  to  the  permanent  interest  of 
the  British  public,  whether  consumers 
or  producers. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  11,  line  5,  to  loavo  out  from  **  dis- 
trict" to  '•  burden  "in  lino  ^.-{The  Earl  of 
Jersey.) 

Lord  WALSINGHAM  said,  he  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Earl,  not  only  on  account  of  the  urgent 
necessity  of  such  relief  as  it  promised  to 
afford  to  the  agricultural  industry,  but 
on  the  ground  that  tho  clause,  as  it 
stood,  would  practically  afford  no  such 
relief  at  all.  lie  was  quite  willing  to 
give  the  Government  credit  for  the 
true  and  conscientious  belief  they  had 
avowed  that  this  clause,  as  drawn, 
would  have  tho  effect  of  putting  a  stop 
to  undue  preferences.  lie  felt  sure  that 
that  had  been  their  honest  intention  in 
framing  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  equally 
convinced  that  the  wording  of  the  clause 
must  effectually  defeat  that  object. 
This  clause  put  upon  tho  Eailway  Com- 
panies the  burden  of  proving  that  a 
lower  charge  or  difference  of  treatment 
in  the  adjustment  of  traffic  rates,  as  be- 
tween British  and  foreign  merchandize, 
did  not  amount  to  any  undue  preference; 
and  it  proceeded  to  direct  the  Court 
having  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  or  the 
Commissioners,  as  tho  case  might  be, 
how  they  should   interpret  the    word 

The  Earl  of  Jersey 


'*  undue."     This  Interpretation   Clause 
distinctly    sanctioned     any    degree    of 
preference  that  could  be  shown  to  be 
necessary  to   secure  the  traffic  in  the 
interests  of  the  public.     Although  the 
burden  of  proof  justifying  the  prefer- 
ence on  these  grounds  was  nominally 
thrown  upon  the  Eailway  Companies,  he 
maintained  that  practically  the  burden 
of  this  proof  would  invariably  be  thrown 
upon  those  who  suffered  by  its  opera- 
tion.    He  asked  their  Lordships  what 
chance  there  was  that  any  body  of  Eng- 
lish agriculturists,  scattered  widely  over 
the  face  of  the  country  by  reason  of  the 
very    nature    of   their    business,    and, 
therefore,   seldom  able  to  combine  suc- 
cessfully    for     any    common    purpose, 
would  be  able  to  refute  the  assertions 
of  a  powerful  combination  of  Eailway 
Directors  armed  with  the  usual  kaleido- 
scopic phalanx  of  statistics,  and   con- 
tending that  if  an  extra  shilling  per  ton 
were  charged  on  the  conveyance  of  im- 
ported produce,  new  markets  would  at 
once  be  opened  in  other  countries  to 
divert  our  supplies?    It  was,  unfortu- 
nately, too  true  that  the  agricultural 
interest  was    weak  in  Parliament    as 
compared    with    other    interests;    and 
simply  because  a  personal  attention  to 
the  anxious  business  of  the  cultivation 
and  management   of  land  was  incom- 
patible with  the  urgent  and  tedious  re- 
quirements    of    Parliamentary    study* 
They  had  a  right  to  ask  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the   country    should    not 
allow  unfair  advantage  to  be  taken  over 
our  struggling  industries  by  the  more 
powerful  factions  whose  pecuniary  in- 
terests might  on   this  point  be  at  vari- 
ance with  their  own.     When  they  con- 
sidered what  proportion  of  the  burden 
of  taxation  fell  upon  land,   who  would 
deny  that  the   fees  they  paid  were  a 
heavy  drain  upon  their  resources,  and 
were  of  no  small  importance  to  the  Na- 
tional   Exchequer?      Arable    farming, 
under  the  average  conditions  which  sub- 
sisted at  present  in  this  country,  was  a 
slowly  perishing  industry,  and  it  would 
not  long  continue  to  contribute  heavily 
to  the    national    taxation.     Probably, 
next  to  tenant  farmers  themselves,   no 
body  of  men  in  England  were  better 
acquainted  with  the  extent  and  spread 
of    agricultural    depression     than    the 
Members    of  their  Lordships'    House. 
Several  of  their  Lordships  had  told  him 
in  private  conversation  that  they  could 
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not  support  the  AmendmeDt  because 
they  were  Bailwaj  Directors.  He  would 
ask  those  who  were  interested  in  rail- 
way management  where  was  the  logic 
of  reducing  their  rents  as  landlords  by 
5«.  and  10«.  per  acre,  and  then,  as  Bail- 
way  Directors,  inflicting  at  the  same  time 
a  tax  which  had  been  computed  in  the 
Eastern  Counties  at  14«.  per  acre  for 
wheat  and  £4  1 8«.  per  acre  for  potatoes 
upon  the  process  of  sending  their  ten- 
ants' crops  to  the  g^eat  central  markets  ? 
He  would  quote  a  few  words  from  a 
leaflet  issued  by  Messrs.  Watson,  Todd, 
and  Co.,  of  the  Midland  Flour  Mills,  at 
Birmingham— 

*'  Ab  an  acre  of  well-farmed  land  will  pro- 
duce four  and  a-half  quarters  or  a  ton  of  wheat, 
and  as  the  farmer  on  the  East  Coast  has  to  pay 
22«.  \d,  freight  for  his  ton  of  wheat  against 
%s.  \d,  for  a  ton  of  foreign  from  Cardiff,  an 
equal  distance  to  Birmingham,  the  farmer  is 
Boycotted  by  the  Railway  Company,  and  com- 
pelled to  pay  a  bounty  of  14«.  per  acre,  or  a 
sum  equal  to  a  second  rental,  to  get  his  acre  of 
wheat  to  the  consuming  market.  Also,  as  an 
acre  of  land  planted  with  potatoes  will  produce 
seven  tons,  and  as  the  difference  between  the 
English  and  foreign  rates  to  the  consuming 
market  is  14«.  per  ton  against  the  English  pro- 
ducer, th'e  East  Coast  farmer  has  to  pay  a 
bounty  to  the  railway  of  £1  18«.  per  acre,  in 
addition  to  what  is  paid  by  tho  foreigner,  to 
send  his  acre  of  potatoes  to  the  Birmmgham 
market.  Hence,  if  a  farmer  in  the  East  of 
England  gprows  100  acres  of  potatoes  and  sends 
them  to  Birmingham,  ho  pays  the  modest  sum 
of  £490  more  freight  than  is  paid  by  the 
foreigner  on  a  like  quantity,  for  an  equal  dis- 
tance." 

He  would  further  ask  those  of  their 
Lordships  who  afiPected  to  snort  at  the 
faintest  odour  of  Protection,  as  a  horse 
shied  at  a  fresh  bear's  skia,  how  it 
could  be,  in  any  sense,  good  policy  to 
give  an  actual  bounty  to  the  foreign 
producer  rather  than  to  place  the  home 
producer  upon  fair  and  equal  terms? 
In  the  one  way  they  injured  the  con- 
sumer by  diverting  capital  from  home 
investments  to  a  far  greater  extent 
than  they  benefited  him  by  cheapening 
his  necessaries.  In  the  other,  they 
strengthened,  if  ever  so  little,  the  totter- 
ing mainstay  of  the  home  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  our  rural  population. 
The  time  might  come—  he  did  not  say 
that  it  would — when  the  cry  for  some 
far  more  actual  protection  than  this 
would  arise  from  the  great  mass  of  the 
working  men  of  this  country ;  and  when 
it  came,  how  should  they  who  employ 
them  resist  it  ?     The  men    had   the 


voting  power  which  would  enable  them 
to  insist  upon  it,  and  not  only  to  carry 
it,  but,  contrary  to  former  precedents, 
to  secure  their  full  and  fair  share  of  its 
advantages.  Of  course,  the  essence  of 
the  opposition  to  this  equitable  and 
harmless  adjustment  consisted  in  the 
plea  that  they  must  do  nothing  con- 
trary to  the  interests  of  the  consumer ; 
and,  therefore,  they  must  not  raise  the 
rate  of  freight  on  foreign  produce. 
They  did  not  ask  that  it  should  be 
raised — they  would  be  quite  satisfied 
that  the  rate  upon  EDglish  produce 
should  be  lowered  to  the  same  figure ; 
but  if  they  declined  to  do  this,  the  agri- 
culturists asked  that  they  would  at 
least  split  *  the  difiPerence.  Thus,  by 
taking  ofiP  from  the  home  producer  the 
same  proportion  by  which  they  in- 
creased their  charges  to  the  foreigner, 
they  would  secure  the  whole  amount  for 
their  shareholders  as  before.  If  it  was 
answered  that  in  this  case  the  coasting 
steamers  would  secure  a  part  of  the 
present  railway  traffic,  that  exposed  the 
shallowness  of  the  plea  for  the  interests 
of  the  consumer  ;  the  produce  would 
reach  him  all  the  same,  and  probably  at 
an  unappreciably  increased  cost,  which 
would  be  more  than  repaid  by  the  in- 
creased purchasing  and  trading  power 
which  he  would  then  share  with  the 
home  producer.  On  these  grounds  he 
supported  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PRE8T0N  said, 
he  confessed  to  having  a  great  deal 
of  sympathy  with  the  reasons  that 
actuated  the  noble  Earl  in  moving  his 
Amendment ;  but  he  could  not  say  that 
the  conclusions  arrived  at  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  last  year  were  in  the  slightest 
degree  shaken  by  the  arguments  that 
had  been  advanced.  His  noble  Friend 
had  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  agricultural 
interest,  an  interest  with  which  their 
Lordships  were  closely  connected,  and 
with  which  they  at  present  deeply  sym- 
pathized. But  it  had  been  his  duty 
more  than  once  to  point  out  that  the 
Government  had  not  to  consider  the 
agricultural,  commercial,  or  railway  in- 
terests alone.  The  noble  Lord  left  out 
some  other  considerations,  which  ought 
to  be  taken  into  account  in  dealing  with 
so  large  a  question  as  this.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl  divided  itself 
into  two  parts,  and  supposed  a  pre- 
ference given  to  foreign  over  British 
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producers,  or  to  traders  living  at  a 
distance  over  other  traders.  But  he 
must  ask  their  Lordships  to  consider 
this  matter  rather  with  reference  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  than  to  any  in- 
equality of  rates  which  might  exist  at 
present.  The  Bill  said  distinctly  that 
whenever  it  was  shown  that  any  Hall- 
way Company  charged  one  trader  or 
class  of  traders  in  any  district  lower 
rates  for  the  same  or  similar  merchan- 
dize, or  for  the  same  or  similar  services 
than  they  charged  other  traders,  the 
burden  of  proving  that  such  lower 
charges  or  difference  of  treatment  did 
not  amount  to  an  undue  preference 
should  lie  on  the  Eailway  Company.  It 
was  admitted  that  such  inequalities 
should  not  for  a  moment  bo  allowed  to 
exist  unless  there  were  strong  reasons 
which,  in  the  interest  of  the  general 
public,  rendered  such  inequality  ad« 
▼isable  as  in  other  cases  would  be  inad- 
visable. It  was  at  the  instance  of  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  the  Amendment 
that  the  Government  accepted  one  of 
the  largest  changes  made  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  with  a  view  to  strengthen  the 
Court  of  the  Eailway  Commissioners  in 
a  manner  which  would  inspire  the 
public  with  greater  confidence.  Were 
their  Lordships  now  to  withdraw  from 
the  Court,  strengthened  at  the  instance 
of  his  noble  Friend,  the  right  of  say- 
ing whether  different  rates  should  be 
charged  ;  and  were  they  to  lay  down  a 
hard  and  fast  line  which  should  leave 
no  power  to  the  Commissioners  to  take 
into  consideration  the  subject  of  the 
clause  ?  He  was  quite  alive  to  the  fact 
that  foreign  produce  was  carried  past 
the  door  of  the  native  producer  on 
terms  which  made  it  impossible  for  him 
to  compete  with  the  foreigner.  But  the 
origin  of  the  produce  was  not  the  only 
point  which  should  be  considered.  As 
the  whole  clause  had  reference  to  pre- 
ferential rates  on  whatever  trafEo  could 
be  carried,  they  must  take  into  account 
other  considerations  that  might  hai  e  a 
great  influence  on  the  matter.  He 
thought  it  was  now  tacitly  admitted  by 
all  bodies  of  traders  that  persons  deal- 
ing in  large  quantities  and  at  regular 
intervals  with  tho  Eailway  Companies 
ought  to  be  allowed  certain  advantages 
over  those  who  did  not  deal  in  such 
largo  quantities  and  so  regularly.  A 
point  which  could  not  be  put  out  of 
sight  was  this,  that  where  a  Eailway 
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Company  had  traffic  to  carry  in  large 
quantities,  and  at  regular  periods  and 
under  convenient  conditions  for  its  re- 
ception and  carriage,  that  was  an  element 
which  ought  fairly  to  be  brought  before 
the  Commissioners,  and  which  in  the  ma- 
jority of  oases  might  form  good  ground 
why  a  preferential  rate  should  be  allowed. 
Another  point  was  that  the  words  '*in 
the  interest  of  the  public'*  were  inserted 
last  year  in  order  to  show  that  where  a 
Eailway  Company  carried  at  different 
rates  it  must  be  not  so  much  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Eailway  Company  itself  as 
of  the  general  public.  Where  there 
were  two  Companies  running  lines  to 
any  place,  one  of  them  might  find  that 
it  could  afford  to  carry  traffic  at  a  lower 
rate,  although  the  actual  distance  might 
bo  longer.  What  conceivable  advantage 
was  given  to  the  consumer  if  you  laid 
down  a  hard  and  fast  line  to  prevent  the 
Commissioners  from  allowing  that  to  be 
done  ?  The  tendency  of  such  a  course 
would  be  to  throw  the  traffic  into  the 
shorter  line,  and  it  required  no  gift  of 
prophecy  to  foretell  that  when  the  com- 
peting line  was  prevented  from  carrying 
the  traffic,  the  Company  which  had  got 
the  sole  command  might  not  choose  any 
longer  to  carry  at  as  low  a  rate  as  before. 
Then  there  was  another  point.  Although 
there  was  undoubtedly  a  very  general 
opinion  that  this  was  a  matter  in  which 
the  agricultural  interest  was  hardly 
dealt  with,  he  must  point  out  that  tho 
agricultural  interest  would  be  one  of  the 
very  first  to  suffer  if  these  preferential 
rates  were  absolutely  prohibited.  To 
do  away  with  such  rates  would  be  to 
place  the  large  towns  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  they  woidd  be  if  there  were  no 
competition  between  railways.  It  would 
prevent  many  of  the  great  agricultural 
counties  from  sending  their  produce  at 
anything  like  a  paying  rate  to  London 
and  many  of  the  large  towns.  If  they 
laid  down  a  hard  and  fast  rule,  and  said 
that  no  preferential  rates  were  to  bo 
allowed 

The  Earl  of  JEESEY  :  I  am  sorry 
to  interrupt  the  noble  Lord,  but  I  re- 
ferred to  foreign  preferential  rates. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PEESTON  said, 
he  understood  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Earl  to  apply  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  preferential  rates,  and  he  might 
be  allowed  to  point  out  that  if  preferen- 
tial rates  were  to  be  prohibited  there 
would  probably  be  loss,  not  gain,  to  tho 


1645      jRailway  and  Candt         {Mahoh  18,  1888) 


Traffic  Bill 


lb46 


agricultural  world.  He  always  found 
that  complaint  was  mado  only  of  tho 
import  rate.  They  all  knew  that  in 
certain  parts  of  the  country  it  was 
cheaper  for  farmers  to  feed  their  stock 
upon  grain  imported  from  ahroad  than 
upon  grain  grown  by  themselves.  But 
if  the  Amendment  passed  in  its  present 
form,  it  must  be  remembered  that  they 
did  away  not  only  with  the  import  rates, 
but  with  all  the  preferential  rates  affect- 
ing the  export  traffic,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  interfering  with  the  trade 
of  many  large  centres  of  industry, 
which,  owing  to  the  large  quantity  of 
goods  they  could  place  upon  the  rail< 
ways  at  preferential  rates,  enabled  them 
to  compete  with  foreign  producers.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that,  having  con- 
sidered all  these  questions,  and  having 
weighed  yery  carefully  the  words  of  the 
noble  Earl,  the  Government  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that,  at  the  present 
time,  it  was  not  their  duty  to  consent  to 
any  essential  change  in  this  matter.  He 
had  never  disguised  from  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  thought  this  was  a  ques- 
tion that  would  be  very  considerably 
ventilated  **  elsewhere,"  and  upon  which 
it  was  very  desirable  that  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  great  ports  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  their  opinion. 
He  much  regretted  that  he  was  obliged 
to  give  such  an  unqualified  negative  to 
his  noble  Friend ;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  the  considerations  he  had  advanced 
in  favour  of  his  proposal,  great  though 
they  were,  were  sufficient  to  outweigh 
tho  difficulties  of  the  case.  He  must, 
therefore,  ask  their  Lordships  to  adopt 
the  clause  as  it  stood. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  said,  that  his 
belief  was  that  the  words  the  noble  Earl 
wished  to  introduce  into  the  clause 
would  either  have  no  effect  at  all,  or  else 
would  do  a  great  deal  more  than  he  in- 
tended them  to  do.  If  they  meant  that 
in  the  adjustment  of  rates  and  charges 
the  Companies  were  to  charge,  under 
the  same  circumstances,  the  same  rate 
for  British  as  for  foreign  merchandize, 
then  nothing  was  effected,  for  that  was 
unquestionably  the  law  at  present.  The 
noble  Earl  could  surely  not  mean  that 
if  the  oircumstances  differed  the  Com- 
panies should  charge  the  same  rates; 
yet  he  (Lord  Herschell)  could  see  no 
construction  possible  other  than  one  of 
those  two. 


The  Earl  of  JERSEY  said,  he  quoted 
cases  fram  a  Return  laid  on  the  Table  1 0 
days  ago,  in  which  50«.  had  been  charged 
for  English  goods  and  25«.  for  foreign 
goods  carried  under  the  same  condi- 
tions. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  did  not 
know  why  that  had  not  been  stopped 
long  ago.  All  he  could  say  was  that  it 
could  have  been  stopped  any  time  since 
1854,  for  tho  law  said  that,  in  the  same 
circumstances,  no  higher  charge  should 
be  made  for  British  goods.  If  the  law 
was  clear  enough  already,  he  thought  it 
was  very  unadvisable  to  add  to  it  words 
which  nobody  understood,  with  a  view 
to  making  it  more  definite.  He  certainly 
understood  the  noble  Earl  to  contend 
that  the  Companies  ought  not  to  charge 
a  person  whose  goods  they  were  carrying 
a  shorter  distance  a  higher  mileage  rate 
than  they  charged  a  man  whose  goods 
they  were  carrying  a  longer  distance. 
He  thought  the  House  had  a  right  to 
know  exactly  what  the  noble  Earl  meant 
by  the  Amendment,  for  as  the  words 
stood  they  might  mean  that  British 
goods  were  to  be  carried  100  miles  at 
the  same  rate  that  foreign  goods  were 
carried  50  miles. 

The  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
it  stood  clearly  to  reason  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  one  of  a  very  important 
character,  and  helped  considerably  to 
define  the  clause,  which,  he  contended, 
was  at  present  somewhat  vague  and 
unreliable.  He  had  always  looked  to 
every  utterance  of  the  noble  Marquess 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  in  the 
country  with  regard  to  agriculture  with 
yery  great  anxiety  and  interest.  The 
country  had  always  believed  that  with 
the  advent  of  a  Conservative  Ministry 
came  the  time  when  agriculture  would 
receive  due  and  proper  attention.  In 
the  speeches  of  the  noble  Marquess  agri- 
culturists had  had  many  great  and  com- 
forting assurances  given  them  that  if  the 
Government  were  able  in  any  way  to 
afford  assistance  to  their  languishing 
industry,  they  would  give  them  every 
possible  support.  This  was  a  question 
in  point,  a  question  of  vital  importance 
to  the  agricultural  community.  They 
were  placed  in  a  position  of  rivalry  of  a 
fierce  character  with  the  foreign  pro- 
ducers. They  asked  for  no  favour  or 
protection,  they  only  asked  for  con- 
sideration.   The  noble  Marquess  might 
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scarcely  be  aware  of  the  enormous  in- 
terests concerned  in  this  question. 
English  ap^ioulturists  believed  that 
they  were  handicapped  and  hampered 
in  their  industry  by  the  powers  the 
Bail  way  Companies  possessed  of  charg- 
ing preferential  rates.  In  this  country 
higher  rates  were  charged,  both  for 
passengers  and  goods,  than  in  any  other 
country  in  the  civilized  world.  While 
the  people  were  prepared  to  pay  those 
rates  they  asked  for  fair  and  equal 
treatment.  If  this  Amendment  were 
carried  it  would  carry  joy  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  and 
agriculturists  would  feel  they  were  saved 
from  one  of  the  greatest  drawbacks  under 
which  they  lay  at  present. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
he  wished  to  recall  their  Lordships  to 
the  point  raised  by  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor (Lord  Herschell).  He  asked  what 
was  the  distinct  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment put  forward.  He  apprehended  it 
was  perfectly  clear.  It  was  that,  in  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  preference  be- 
tween traders  at  home,  the  Government 
would  leave  it  to  be  decided  by  the 
Eailway  Companies ;  but  as  regarded 
competition  between  foreign  and  home 
produce,  the  noble  Earl  proposed  to  de- 
clare by  his  Amendment  that  no  prefer- 
ence should  bo  given  to  the  foreigner 
over  a  British  trader.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  the  ex-Lord  Chancellor 
now  stated  that  under  the  existing  law  no 

S reference  could  be  given  to  foreign  pro- 
uce.  If  that  was  so,  what  objection 
could  there  be  to  inserting  this  Amend- 
ment. If  there  had  been  no  doubt  in 
law  on  the  point,  there  had,  in  fact,  been 
much  doubt,  and  this  Amendment  would 
remove  it.  The  noble  Lord  in  charge  of  this 
Bill  had  made  a  speech  nominally  directed 
against  this  Amendment,  but  nine-tenths 
of  his  arguments  were  beside  the  mark. 
He  urged  that  Eailway  Companies  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  have  a  difference  of 
rates  where  the  quantities  carried 
differed  materially.  Nobody  disputed 
this  point,  but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
this  Amendment,  which  was  aimed  at 
securing  that  in  future  no  preference 
should  be  given  to  foreign  over  British 
goods. 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  that  the  speech 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor  which  had  jubt  been 
made,  seemed  to  him  to  entirely  upset 
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their  previous  notions,  as  practically 
what  he  had  stated  came  to  this,  that, 
in  his  opinion,  what  was  now  being  done 
by  the  Railway  Companies  in  giving 
preference  to  foreign  goods,  was  abso- 
lutely illegal,  if  the  goods  were  carried 
under  the  same  circumstances,  between 
the  same  towns.  Unfortunately,  another 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell) 
said  that,  in  his  opinion,  this  was  not  the 
correct  state  of  the  law.  The  difference 
between  these  great  legal  authorities 
showed  how  impossible  it  was  for  the 
small  fruit  growers  and  traders  to  know 
what  to  do,  and  how  uncertain  the  state 
of  the  law  really  was.  There  could  not 
be  a  more  convincing  proof  of  how 
necessary  it  was  to  support  Lord  Jersey's 
Amendment,  and  to  make  the  clause  as 
strong  as  possible.  In  regard  to  the  ar- 
gument of  Wholesale  p.  Retail — namely, 
that  the  Railway  Companies  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  send  large  quantities,  such  as 
a  train  full  or  many  trucks  full,  at  a  far 
cheaper  rate  than  they  could  send  small 
quantities.  Lord  Sudeley  said  that  this 
was  no  doubt  right  if  universal ;  but  he 
maintained  that  it  was  carried  out  in 
respect  to  the  foreigner,  but  was  fre- 
quently not  so  in  the  case  of  the  home 
producer.  He  would  take  the  case  of 
the  Evesham  district,  with  which  ho  was 
specially  well  acquainted.  There,  during 
the  season,  whole  trains  full  were  made 
up  daily  for  the  Manchester  and  other 
markets,  and  yet  (would  tho  House  be- 
lieve it  ?)  no  concession  whatever  was 
made  for  large  quantities  over  12cwts. 
The  market  gardeners  might  send 
several  trucks  or  a  train  full,  but  would 
have  no  special  reduction.  If  the  argu- 
ment of  large  quantities  were  advanced 
in  regard  to  foreign  produce  being 
carried  (as  it  often  was),  especially  from 
Liverpool  to  London,  he  maintained  that 
the  same  principle  ought  to  be  carried 
out  in  its  entirety  in  our  home  districts. 
In  regard  to  the  sea  competition,  ho  said 
there  was  a  point  which  he  thought  was 
often  lost  sight  of,  and  that  was  the  fact 
that  speed  and  time  enters  most  mate- 
rially into  the  question.  There  was,  for 
instance  an  enormous  quantity  of  flowers 
and  fruit  which  came  to  London  by  train 
from  France,  and  for  which  a  consider- 
ably higher  price  was  obtained,  provided 
they  arrived  in  time  for  certain  markets. 
Being  sent  by  sea,  they  would  arrive 
several  hours  later,  and  being  no  longer 
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as  fresh  as  those  which  arrived  by  train, 
lower  prices  were  obtained.  This  was 
a  case  in  which  the  sea  traffic  argument 
was  entirely  fallacious,  and  yet  ho  un- 
derstood that,  notwithstanding  this, 
flowers  and  fruit  were  carried  from 
Folkestone  and  Dorer  to  Jjondon  at 
lower  rates  than  those  at  which  the 
home  producer  could  send  them.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  distinctly 
wrong,  and  showed  how  necessary  it 
was  to  strengthen  the  clause,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  pass  the  noble 
Earl's  Amendment. 

Lord  BRAMWELL  said,  he  could  not 
think  that  the  effect  of  the  Amendment 
was  seen.  If  the  words  of  the  clause 
proposed  to  be  left  out  were  omitted. 
Kail  way  Oompanies  would  be  relieved  of 
the  burden  of  proof  that  they  gave  no 
preferential  rates. 

Lord  STALBEIDQE  said,  in  some 
cases  the  Hallway  Oompanies  were  the 
means  of  benefiting  agriculturists.  Thus, 
last  year,  complaints  were  made  that 
foreign  hops  were  by  means  of  prefer- 
entiid  rates  brought  to  the  London 
market  from  Boulogne  at  a  lower  rate 
than  the  Kent  farmers  could  send  their 
hops  to  London.  The  South-Eastern 
Railway  Company  decided  to  cease 
giving  these  foreign  hops  preferential 
rates,  and  the  consequence  was  that  they 
were  sent  by  sea  and  were  able  to  be 
sold  at  7«.  6(f.  less  than  when  they  were 
sent  by  the  South-Eastern  Railway,  so 
that  the  Kent  hop  growers  were  in  a 
worse  position  than  before. 

Earl  FOETESCUE  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment.  These  pre- 
ferential rates  were  also  most  unjust  to 
British  shipowners,  and  the  shipping 
interest  was  at  least  as  important  to  the 
national  wealth  and  streng^th  as  the 
railway  interest.  The  Railway  Com- 
panies, under  the  authority  of  their 
Acts  of  Parliament,  exacted  high  rates 
from  British  producers  and  manufac- 
faoturers,  which  enabled  them  to  offer 
preferential  low  rates  to  the  foreigners 
fh)m  the  port  nearest  to  them,  and  thus 
to  underbid  the  shipowners  in  the  con- 
veyance of  foreign  merchandize  to  the 
more  distant  port  of  its  ultimate  desti- 
nation. They  thus  gave  bounties  to 
the  foreigner  not  only  against  the 
British  producer  and  manufacturer, 
but  also  against  the  British  ship- 
owner. As  an  old  Free  Trader  he  pro- 
tested against  this. 


Lord  DE  MAULEY,  who  spoke  amid 
repeated  cries  of  **  Divide,"  said  the 
Bill  with  such  a  clause  as  this  would  be 
nothing  but  a  Bill  for  the  preservation 
of  high  rates.  Rates  ought  to  be  dis- 
tributed equally  on  the  principle  of  the 
Post  Offioe.  At  present  charges  were 
so  different  on  different  railways  that 
the  trader  was  bewildered  by  their 
variety.  The  agricultural  interest  only 
asked  to  be  placed  upon  an  equality 
with  foreigners.  The  present  system 
was  neither  fair  trade  nor  free  trade. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) :  The  House  I  know  is  anxious 
to  divide,  and  therefore  I  shall  say  very 
few  words.  But  what  I  wish  to  impress 
upon  the  House  is  that,  as  far  as  I  can 
judge  from  the  debate,  we  appear  to 
have  been  discussing  that  which  is  not 
really  submitted  to  our  consideration. 
I  have  heard  speech  after  speech  from 
my  noble  Friends  behind  me,  dwelling 
upon  the  wrongs  of  agriculture,  upon 
the  abominable  character  of  all  undue 
preferences,  upon  the  necessity  of 
remedying  the  evil,  and  upon  the  hard- 
ships that  will  result  if  the  evil  is  not 
remedied.  I  have  heard  all  those  topics 
dwelt  on  in  eloquent  and  convincing 
language,  and  I  have  agreed  with  every 
word  that  I  have  heard.  But  I  am  my- 
self convinced  that  the  language  which 
we  have  put  into  the  Bill  is  precisely 
the  language  by  which  to  deal  with  the 
evil  and  by  which  the  remedy  ought  to 
be  applied.  My  noble  Friends  deny 
this ;  they  say  that  by  this  language  the 
remedy  will  not  be  applied,  and  they 
offer  us  words  by  which  they  affirm  the 
remedy  will  be  applied  better.  I  have 
the  deepest  respect  for  my  noble  Friends 
behind  me;  I  know  how  fully  they 
represent  the  country  on  a  great  number 
of  subjects,  and  I  know  how  earnest 
they  are  in  defence  of  the  interests  com- 
mitted to  their  charge.  But  I  do  not 
think  that  I  should  go  to  them  for  the 
drafting  of  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  it 
is  upon  the  drafting  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment that  we  are  reallv  going  to  vote  in 
this  Division.  The  clause  in  the  Bill 
was  considered  very  anxiously  again  and 
again  by  the  Qovernment  last  year,  and 
what  did  we  hear  to-night  ?  We  heard 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the  late  Lord 
Chancellor  (Lord  Herschell)  stating 
that  in  the  first  place  he  was  unable 


1051  Railway  and  Canal 


{LOBDSJ 


Traffic  Bin. 


1052 


to  understand  the  Amendment,  and  that 
in  the  second  the  only  conclosion  to 
which  he  could  come  was  that  it  was 
either  absolutely  useless  or  that  it  would 
make  the  law  work  in  a  precisely  oppo- 
site direction  from  that  in  which  the 
desires  of  noble  Lords  were  set.  Then 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
said  that  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Amendment  must  have  been  suggested 
by  persons  opposed  in  interests  to  those 
behind  me ;  and,  lastly,  I  may  say  that 
these  clauses  were  drafted  in  this  House 
last  Session  under  the  light  of  the  legal 
knowledge  which  this  House  possesses, 
and  that  a  most  important  portion  of  them 
was  carried  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Selbome),  who  took  part  in 
the  debates.  It  is  surely  not  unreason- 
able for  the  Government  to  think  that 
this  being  the  balance  of  legal  opinion, 
however  earnest  we  may  be  in  desiring 
to  carry  out  the  objects  of  my  noble 
Friends,  and  however  keenly  we  may 
sympathize  with  all  their  indignant 
language — it  is  surely  not  unreasonable 
to  think  that  we  shall  do  better  to  trust 
to  the  language  of  the  Bill  than  to  the 
language  proposed  by  my  noble  Friends 
behind  me.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  case,  because  I  so  en- 
tirely agree  with  my  noble  Friends  as 
to  its  main  principles  that  I  should  have 
nothing  to  add  to  what  they  have  said. 
We  all  desire  to  prevent  undue  prefer- 
ences, while  we  know  that  some  pre- 
ferences must  exist.  A  noble  Lord 
opposite  was  indignant  with  us  for  dis- 
cussing these  preferences — preferences 
depending  upon  frequency  and  size  and 
custom.  But  you  cannot  separate  them ; 
the  Commissioners  will  have  to  deal  with 
these  preferences,  and  your  clause  is  so 
drafted  that  it  would  exclude  the  con- 
sideration of  them  if  it  were  passed  as 
it  stands.  The  matter  comes  to  this, 
that  if  you  wish  no  difference  to  be  made 
between  the  treatment  of  British  mer- 
chandize and  the  treatment  of  foreign 
merchandize  because  the  one  is  British 
and  the  other  is  foreign,  your  wish  is 
embodied  in  the  law  now,  and  will  be 
still  more  strongly  enforced  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  and  the  words  which  you 
propose  will  not  add  in  the  least  to  the 
stringency  of  the  law.  But  if  you  wish 
to  say  that  under  no  circumstances  shall 
there  be  preference  given  to  one  side  as 
against  the  other,  if  the  one  side  is 
British  and  the  other  is  foreign,  that  is 
a  provision  which  would  create  an  abun- 
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dance  of  injustice,  and  which  you  would 
never  be  able  to  pass  into  law.  I  do  not 
pledge  myself  to  every  word  of  this 
clause,  but  I  hope  that  you  will  allow  it, 
drafted  as  it  has  been,  to  go  down  now 
to  the  other  House,  where  the  traders 
and  railway  managers  can  meet  one 
another  face  to  face  and  discuss  the 
subject.  If  other  words  can  be  added 
in  the  House  of  Commons  which  will 
accomplish  the  object  which  we  have  in 
view  in  a  better  way,  I  shall  raise  no  op- 
position, not  being  bound  to  any  par- 
ticular phraseology.  But  with  the 
knowledge  which  we  have  at  present, 
the  Government  have  no  other  course  to 
pursue  than  to  resist  the  Amendment 
and  to  support  the  clause  as  it  stands. 

Lord  NOETHBOURNE  asked  whe- 
ther the  noble  Marquess  would  pledge 
himself  that  in  future  there  would  be 
no  difference  of  treatment  between 
British  and  foreign  merchandize  ? 

Thb  Makquess  of  SALISBURY :  As 
I  have  tried  to  explain,  it  is  now  the 
law,  and  the  law  will  be  still  more 
stroDgly  enforced  under  the  present  Bill, 
that  no  difference  ought  to  be  made  be- 
tween English  merchandize  and  foreign 
merchandize  because  the  one  is  English 
and  the  other  is  foreign.  But  it  is 
quite  another  thing  to  say  that  under 
no  circumstances  shall  one  set  of  mer- 
chandize have  preferential  treatment 
over  another  because  one  set  is  foreign 
merchandize  and  the  other  British. 

The  Earl  of  JERSEY  said,  a  sub- 
sequent part  of  the  Bill  did  provide  that 
preference  should  be  shown. 

On  Question,  whether  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause  ? 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents 
63 ;  Not-Contents  69  :  Majority  6. 

CONTENTS. 
Halsbury,  L.     (L.  Sponcor,  E. 

Chancellor,)  Waldegrave,  E. 

Cadogan,  E.  (Z.  Privy    Wharncliffe,  E. 

Seal.) 

Cross,  V. 
Portland,  D.  Gordon,  V.  (E,  Aber- 

Richmond,  D.  deen,) 

Oxenbridge,  V. 
Ripon,  M.  Sidmouth,  V. 

Salisbury,  M. 

St.  Asaph,  L.  Bp. 
Lathom,  E.  (X.  Cham' 

berlain.)  Aberdare,  L. 

Kilmorey,  E.  Ashbourne,  L. 

Kimberley,  E.  Balfour  of  Burley,  L. 

Minto,  E.  BramweU,  L. 

Onslow,  E.  Gastlemaine,  L. 

Powis,  E.  Cheylesmore,  L. 

Romney,  E,  Colchester,  L, 
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Colville  of  Culross,  L. 
Elgin,  L.       (B,  Elgin 

and  Kincardine.) 
Ellenborough,  L. 
Elphinstone,  L. 
Esher,  L. 
FitzGerald,  L. 
Foxford,  L.  (E.  Lime' 

riek,)  ITeller.] 
Grimthorpo,  L. 
Harris,  L. 
IIoTBchell,  L. 
HilliugdoQ,  L. 
Ilobhouse,  L. 
Hopotoun,  L.     {E, 

Hopetoun,) 
Ilotbfiold,  L. 
Kcr,  L.    (if.  Lothian,) 
Kintoro,  L.     (E,  Kin- 

tore.)      [Teller.] 
Kniitsford,  L. 
Lingen,  L. 
Lyttdton,  L. 


Lyyeden,  L. 
Magheramome,  L. 
Monk-Bretton,  L. 
Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

li. 
Poltimore,  L. 
Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  BesS' 

borough.) 
Rosobcry,  Li.  {E.  Rose' 

berg.) 
Saltorsford,  L.     (E. 

Couriown.) 
Sandhurst,  L 
Stalbridge,  L. 
Stanley  of  Preston,  L. 
Stowart  of  Garlies,  L. 

{E.  Oallowag.) 
Toynbam,  L. 
ThriDg,  L. 
Twoeddalc,  L.    {M. 

Tweeddale.) 
Wemyss,  L.     (E, 

iretngss.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Grafton,  D. 
Marlborough,  D. 
St.  Albans,  D. 

Bristol,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 

Abingdon,  E. 
Aylesford,  E. 
Bathurst,  E. 
Beauchamp,  E. 


Chelmsford,  L. 
Chesham,  L. 
Clanbrassill,    L.     {E. 

Jioden.) 
Clements,  L.     {E. 

LeitrifA. ) 
Cliflford  of  Chudleigh, 

li. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Do  L'Islo  and  Dudley, 

L. 


Brooke  and  Warwick,  Do  Mauley,  L. 

E.  Denman,  L. 

Camperdown,  E.  Dormer,  L. 

Dartrey,  E.  Douglas, L.  (E.  Home.) 

de  Montalt,  E.  Harlech,  L. 

Doncaster,  E.  {D.  Buc  Howth,  L.  {E.  Howth.) 

eleneh    and    Queetw  Hylton,  L. 


berrg.) 
Ferrers,  E.' 
Fitzwilliam,  E. 
Fortescue,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Innos,    E.      {D.   Box- 

burghe.) 
Jersey,  E.    [Teller.'] 
Lucan,  E. 
Milltown,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strafford,  E. 


Inchiquin,  L. 
Kenry,  L.      {E.  Lun^ 

raven     and    Mount' 

Earl.)      [Teller.] 
Kinnaird,  L. 
Tjamington,  L. 
Lovaine,  L.     (E. 

Fercg.) 
Montagu  of  Beaulieu, 

L. 
Northboume,  L. 
Norton,  L. 
Ormonde,  L.    (if.  Ot' 

monde.) 
Sherborne,  L. 


Winchilsea  and  Not-     Shute,  L.  ( V.  Barring' 


tingham,  E. 

Halifax,  V. 
Hutchinson,  V. 
Donoughmore.) 
Torrington,  V. 

Abing^r,  L. 
Alington,^L. 


ton.) 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Sudeley,  L. 
{E,      Suffield,  L. 
Tredegar,  L. 
Vernon,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
Wig^n,  L.    {E.  Craw' 

ford  and  Balearret.) 


Anmdell  of  Wardoor,     Wimbome,  L.t 

L.  Zouche    of    Haryng- 

Basingy  L.  worth,  L. 


Clauses  26  to  46,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 
Clause  47  (Definitions). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  20,  after  line  30  insert  C*  the  term 
merchandize  in  this  Act  includes  cattle,  livo 
stock,  and  animals  of  all  doscriptioos,  also 
every  article  whatever  be  its  nature  which  is 
carried  by  railway  or  canal  boat.")— (2'Atf  Earl 
of  Jersfg.) 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
he  was  advised  that  all  these  were  in- 
cluded by  statute  already;  and  if  the 
matter  were  postponed  until  the  report, 
he  would  give  a  reference  to  the  sec- 
tion. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  mthdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  Eeport  of  the  Amendments  to  bo 
received  on  TKureday  next ;  and  Bill  to 
be  printed  as  amended.     (No.  41.) 


DEBATES  AND  PB00EBDD7GS  IN  PABLIA- 

MENT. 

Joint  Committee  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  appointed  to  inquire  and 
report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the  publi- 
cation of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Par- 
liament :  The  Lords  following  were  named  of 
the  Committee : 


The  Lord  Privy  Seal, 

(£.  Cadogan). 
E.  Spencer. 
V.  Oxenbridge. 


L.  Kintore, 

{E.Kintore). 
L.  Sudeley. 
L.  Colville  of  Col. 


rose. 


Ordered  that  such  Committee  have  power  to 
agree  with  the  Committee  of  the  Commons  in 
the  appointment  of  a  Chairman. 

PBIYATE    BILL  LEGISLATION. 

Message  from  the  House  of  Commons  that 
they  have  appointed  a  Committee  to  ooDsist  of 
six  members  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships  to  examine  into  the  present  system 
of  Private  Bill  legislation,  and  to  report  how 
far  and  in  what  manner,  without  prejudice 
to  public  interests,  that  system  may  be  modi- 
fied with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  suitors,  the 
economy  of  the  time  of  Parliament,  and  the 
reduction  of  costs  and  charges  ;  and  to  request 
their  Lordships  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of 
Lords  to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  that 
House  :  Ordered,  that  the  said  message  be  taken 
into  consideration  on  Thursdag  next. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


1055 


Brixton 


Pari  Bill 


1056 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  Uih  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committees  —  Army 
Estimates,  appointed ;  Navy  Estimates,  ap- 
pointed;  Revenue  Departments  Estimates, 
appointed. 

Pbivate  Bills  (by  Order)—Seeond  Reading— 
Brixton  Park ;  Tottenham  Local  Board 
(Division  of  District).* 

Public  Hillr— Ordered-^ First  Seading-^Wm- 


First  Beading— FnendXy  Societies  'Act  (1876) 
Amendment  (No.  3)  •  [167]. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


BRIXTON  PARK  BILL  (by  Order). 
SECOND  EEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Dodds.) 

Mr.   BEOADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.),  who  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
of   his  intention    to   move    the    rejec- 
tion of   the  Bill,  said  :    Sir,   since  this 
Bill  was  first  presented  to  the  House,  I 
am  pleased  to  say  that,   between    its 
promoters   and  myself,   it  has  under- 
gone considerable    modification.      The 
Bill,  as  originally  drawn,  proposed  to 
empower  the  Lambeth  Yestry,  in  con- 
nection with  and  in  conjunction  with 
the    Metropolitan    Board    of    Works, 
to  obtain  this  site  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  a  public  Park  or  Gardens.    It 
then  went  on  to  give  power  to  the  same 
authorities  to  re-sell  or  re-let,  on  build- 
ing lease,    any  portion   of  the  ground 
which  they  thought  proper  to  soli  or  let. 
Now,  I  considered  such  a  provision  to  be 
altogether  unreasonable,  seeing  that  it 
amounted  to  a  proposal  to  deprive  the 
people  of  this  locality  of  one  of  the  open 
spaces  in  the  district.     This  is  the  chief 
proposal  in  the  Bill  which  I  object  to. 
There  are  some  other  clauses  in  the 
Bill    which  have    been  very  consider- 
ably altered,  and  others  have  been  re- 
moved altogether,  so  that  in   a   great 
measure  the  details  of  the  Bill,  and  the 


I  COMMONS} 

modified.    I  should  like  to  point  out  to 
the  House,  in  order  that  the  Committee 
before  whom  the  Bill  will  probably  go, 
may  know  that  even  as  the  Bill  now 
stands  it  is  proposed  to  allow  the  con- 
tinuance on  the  property  of  four  sub- 
stantial dwelling-houses.     Tlie  Bill  pro- 
poses  that  12  acres  of  land  should  be 
purchased  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a 
Park  or  Public  Gardens.     But,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  proposed  to  retain  two 
acres  out  of  the  12  for  residential  pur- 
poses,  and  those  two  acres  are  to  bo 
so  occupied  for  an  unexpired  term  of  2 1 
years.     Now,  I  consider  this  to  bo  an 
outrageous  feature  in  the  Bill,  and  I 
strongly  deprecate  its  inclusion.     But 
the  Committee  who  are  promoting  tho 
measure,   and  among  whom  are  some 
hon.  Friends  of  mine,  have  contributed 
largely  towards  the  expense,  and  there- 
fore I  am  bound  to  say  that,  as  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  they  have  only  one 
object  in  view,  and  that  is  to  secure  the 
health  and  pleasure  of  the  people  of 
the    immediate    neighbourhood.      But 
I  never  heard   before  of  power  being 
asked  to  purchase  a  piece  of  land  for  a 
Publi.>  Park,   and,  at  the  same  time, 
to  seek  powers  to  allow  four  houses, 
occupying  a  space  of  two  acres  of  the 
land,  to  remain  in  occupation  for  the 
long  term  of  21  years.    These  are  the 
features  of  the  Bill  itself,  as  drawn  up, 
to  which  I  take  exception, Jbut  which  have 
been  to  a  very  considerable  extent  met 
by  the  promoters  and  partially  erased 
from  the  measure.    And  now.  Sir,  with 
regard  to  the  object  of  the  proposal  as 
a  whole.     We  are  asked  to  believe  that 
this  Public    Park    is    a  necessity  for 
the    poor    of    tho    neighbourhood.     I 
have     always     been     in     favour    of 
the    protection    of    commons    and    of 
open  spaces,   and  of    increasing  them 
wherever  it  is  necessary  and  wnerever 
it  is  possible.     But  wo  can  scarely  look 
upon  this  as  a  necessity  at  all.     In  the 
neighbourhood  where  this  site  is  selected 
we    find,    from    the    Medical    Officer's 
Betum,   that    the    population    is   only 
47  to   the  acre  —  that  is  to  say,   that 
there  are  only  47  persons  to  the  aero 
in  the   neighbourhood    to   which    this 
Bill    is    to    apply.     In    the    Vauxhall 
district,   I   understand,    there  are  loss 
than   100  persons  per   acre,  although, 
down  in  the  lower  parts  of  the  parish — 
that  is  to  say,   in  those  parts  nearer 


power  originally  proposed  to  be  given 
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persons  to  the  acre.  Nevertheless,  the 
JLambeth  Yestrj  have  never  made  any 
attempt,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  to  preserve 
or  acquire  any  open  space  for  that  part 
of  the  Parish  of  Lambeth  which  most 
stands  in  need  of  it. .  Within  20  minutes' 
walk  of  this  site  which  the  Lambeth 
Vestry  propose,  with  the  assent  of  the 
House,  to  purchase,  there  are  two  of  the 
finest  commons  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London.  There  is  Tooting  Common,  a 
common  which  for  beauty  cannot  be 
excelled  in  the  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  a  resort  of  the  utmost 
value  for  the  purposes  of  health. 
There  is  also  Clapham  Common  within 

20  minutes'  walk.  Thus  there  are  two 
commons  within  an  easy  walk  of  20 
minutes  of  this  site.  The  parishioners 
are  asked  to  consent  to  this  scheme, 
which  proposes  to  give  upwards  of 
£40,000  for  12  acres  of  land,  three  of 
which  are  already  protected  by  an  old 
Act  of  G-eorge  III.,  and  cannot  possibly 
be  built  upon,  while  two  acres  are  to  re- 
main in  the  possession  of  the  present 
residents,  or  the  Lambeth  Yestry,  for 

21  years.  They  are  asked  to  give  more 
than  £40,000  for  this  patch  of  land, 
which,  after  all,  is  only  as  it  were  a  cover 
in  the  wall.  There  is  no  entrance  to  it 
at  the  back.  It  is  merely  an  oblong 
piece  of  land  running  straight  back  from 
the  road,  and  the  only  entrance  to  it  is 
from  the  road.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  I  am  justified  in  express- 
ing some  doubt  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
this  attempt  to  sell  the  land  .to  the  rate- 
payers has  been  brought  about.  [An 
hon.  Membbb:  Hear,  hear!]  I  am 
glad  to  find  my  hon.  Friend  present  to 
support  me.  This  piece  of  land  was 
purchased  by  a  member  of  the  Vestry 
for  about  one-half  of  the  price  at  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  sell  it  to  the 
Vestry.  A  more  beautiful  family  ar- 
rangement was  scarcely  over  heard  of. 
The  innocent  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  whose 
reputation  is  not  of  a  very  high  pitch  at 
this  moment,  are  made  parties  to  the 
transaction.  [Oi>«  of  "Question!"] 
This  is  the  Question,  because  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  has  been,  and 
must,  if  this  Bill  be  passed,  be  a  party 
to  this  transaction,  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  call  "  Question ! " 
in  this  instance.  We  are  asked  to  pur- 
chase this  land  at  nearly  double  the  price 
at  what  it  was  originally  sold.    If  the 

VOL.  OCOXXIII.    [thiud  sbeies.] 


Lambeth  Vestry  are  really  desirous  of 
promoting  the  health  of  the  people  by 
providing  open  spaces  for  them,  why  do 
they  not  do  so  in  the  neighbourhood 
whore  the  inhabitants  are  230  to  the 
acre,  instead  of  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Brixton  Hill,  which  is  an  entirely  open 
and  healthy  neighbourhood  with  two 
commons  quite  close,  and  a  new  park 
within  easy  reach  in  Camberwell  ?  Why 
do  not  the  Lambeth  Vestry  provide  open 
spaces  where  they  are  more  required,  and 
why  was  it  that  the  Lambeth  Vestry  did 
not  constitute  themselvos  the  original 
purchasers  of  this  plot  of  land,  instead 
of  allowing  one  of  its  members  to  pur- 
chase it,  and  then  to  re-sell  it  to  the 
Vestry  at  a  profit  of  £15,000  or  £20,000  ? 
I  do  not  propose  to  detain  the  House 
at  any  length  in  reference  to  the  mon- 
strous character  of  this  proceeding;  I 
will  only  remark  that  there  has  been  a 
perfect  mania  in  Lambeth  of  late  for 
purchasing  property.  We  have  heard 
of  another  instance  in  which  property 
has  been  also  purchased  by  a  member 
of  the  Vestry;  indeed,  the  members  of 
the  Vestry  appear  to  me  to  be  chiefly 
land-jobbers  who  live  in  the  neighbour- 
hood and  prowl  about  all  night  and 
all  day  gathering  up  every  vacant  spot 
of  land  they  can  set  their  eyes  upon. 
When  they  have  secured  a  piece, 
they  suddenly  find  that  the  particular 
piece  of  land  they  have  acquired  is  the 
exact  spot  where  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  provide  a  public  park  or  gardens 
for  the  residents  on  the  right  and  left. 
The  price  required  from  the  Vestry  is 
generally  about  double  that  which  has 
been  given  by  the  purchaser ;  but  the 
proceeding  is  one  which  only  requires  a 
little  management  and  arrangeme&t  be- 
tween the  mutual  friends  who  are  asso- 
ciated together  in  this  institution.  I  feel 
that  I  should  have  been  justified  in  using 
much  stronger  language  in  connection 
with  some  of  these  transactions  than  I 
care  to  do,  out  of  respect  and  regard  to 
the  feelings  of  some  of  the  gentlemen  in 
the  neighbourhood,  who,  I  am  sure,  have 
never  realized  what  they  were  com- 
mitting themselves  to  when  they  gave 
large  subscriptions  towards  the  promo- 
tion of  this  Bill.  Of  course,  I  have  been 
denounced  for  my  opposition  to  the  mea- 
sure when  it  was  first  made  known ;  but 
now  I  am  receiving  letters  from  Public 
Bodies  in  the  neighbourhood,  thanking 
me  for  what  I  have  done,  and  saying 

2  M 


1059 


Egypl^ 


{COMMONS} 


Red  Sea  tetters. 


1060 


that  through  my  action  a  great  injus- 
tice that  would  have  been  committed 
has  been  stopped,  and,  therefore,  they 
and  the  ratepayers  are  indebted  to 
me.  Having  made  this  statement, 
and  relieved  my  conscience  of  the  guilt 
which  would  have  rested  upon  it  if 
I  had  permitted  this  gross  transaction 
to  have  passed  unnoticed,  I  do  not 
know  that  I  will  trouble  the  House  to 
go  to  a  Division  on  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  [**  Oh  !  "1  I  have  stated 
the  reason  why  I  shall  not  do  so,  and 
I  think  it  is  a  very  good  reason. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  when  the  Bill 
reaches  a  Select  Committee  upstairs  it 
will  undergo  a  strict  investigation  ;  and 
it  will  be  a  question  whether  the  mea- 
sure, even  as  it  now  stands,  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  without  postponing  it 
for  another  year  in  order  to  give  the 
neighbourhood  time  to  consider  whether 
it  is  necessary  or  not  to  secure  this  site. 
I  have  no  personal  interest  to  serve  in 
the  matter.  Indeed,  my  personal  in- 
terest would  rather  be  in  favour  of  a 
public  park  and  gardens,  because  I  live 
close  to  this  site.  I  may,  however,  say 
that  although  I  am  a  ratepayer  living 
within  1 00  yards  of  this  property,  I  only 
ascertained  by  accident  that  this  Bill 
was  being  promoted.  If  hon.  Members 
will  look  at  the  Bill  as  it  was  originally 
introduced,  and  then  at  the  mangled 
remains  to  which  conscience  and  reason 
combined  together  have  reduced  the 
original  draft,  I  think  they  will  say 
there  is  some  excuse  for  me  in  not 
troubling  the  House  with  a  Division. 
If,  however,  any  other  hon.  Member 
thinks  proper  to  divide  the  House,  I 
shall  certainly  go  into  the  Lobby  with 
him.  I  thank  the  House  for  having 
allowed  me  to  make  this  statement  in 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers,  and  in 
denunciation  of  what  I  consider  to  be  a 
most  questionable  transaction  between 
some  of  the  leading  members  of  the 
Vestry  and  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
"Works.  I  trust  some  explanation  will 
be  given  of  the  action  which  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  have  taken  in 
regard  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Ohedhiro, 
Knutsford) :  Equally  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  shall 
not  propose  to  divide  the  House ;  but  I 
hope  the  House  will  allow  me  to  give 
one  or  two  words  of  explanation  in 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Metropolitan 

Mr.  Broadhunt 


Board  of  Works  on  this  question.  I 
think  that  any  hon.  Member  who  took 
up  this  Bill  and  looked  at  it  with  care 
would  gather  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  a  party  to  the 
transaction.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is 
nothing  of  the  sort.  The  Metropolitan 
Board,  according  to  the  wording  of  the 
Bill,  are  the  promoters  of  the  under- 
taking. The  Bill  specifies  the  Metro- 
politan Board  or  the  Lambeth  Vestry, 
or  either  of  them.  Now,  the  Metro- 
politan Board  has  never  been  consulted 
in  any  manner  in  regard  to  this  Bill. 
Some  member  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
brought  an  application  before  the  Board, 
urging  the  importance  of  securing  this 
plot  of  ground,  and  was  successful  in 
getting  permission  from  the  Metropolitan 
Board  to  contribute  a  moiety  of  £1,000. 
per  acre  towards  the  formation  of  a 
public  park.  The  Metropolitan  Board, 
representing  the  Metropolis,  have  always 
done  their  best  to  secure  open  spaces  for 
the  public,  and  it  was  on  that  ground, 
and  that  ground  alone,  that  they  enter- 
tained the  proposal  made  to  them.  They 
were  pressed  on  every  side,  and  the 
greatest  pressure  was  brought  to  bear 
upon  them  to  contribute  a  much 
larger  sum;  but  they  put  their  foot 
down,  and  said  there  was  no  pre- 
cedent whatever  for  contributing  more 
than  £1,000  per  acre.  That  is  the 
sole  position  which  the  Metropolitan 
Board  have  taken  in  relation  to  the 
Bill,  and  they  have,  to  their  astonish- 
ment, found  themselves  posted  as  being 
the  promoters  of  it.  They  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  it,  and,  on  their  be- 
half, I  disclaim  every  connection  with 
it,  or  with  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed, 

QUESTIONS. 


EGYPT— RED  SEA  LETTERS. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  aware  that  all  letters 
going  to  and  from  Aghig  in  the  South 
and  Eoweyah  in  the  North  of  the  Eed 
Sea  are  opened  by  the  officials  at 
Suakin  before  being  forwarded  to  their 
destination  ]  and,  if  so,   whether   Her 
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Hajeaty'a  Government  approve  of  auck 
proceed!  Dg  7 

TnK  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Jauxs  FEBQuasoN]  (Uan- 
ohester,  N.E.):  We  have  uo  eucb  in- 
formation. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— 
LEASEHOLDERS. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Ruehdiffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  Qeneral 
for  Ireland,  What  was  the  number  of 
leaseholders  vho  had  entered  the  Land 
Courts  up  to  the  29th  of  February  last 
under  the  pioviBions  of  "The  Laud  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887?" 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
Terdty) :  The  number  of  leaseholders 
who  have  applied  to  have  fair  rents 
fixed  under  tlio  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,  up  to  the  29th  of  February  in 
the  present  year  ia  22,73B,  of  whom 
21,630  have  applied  to  the  Land  Gom- 
misaion  and  1,118  to  the  Civil  Bill 
Courts.  The  number  of  leaseholders 
who  have  applied  to  be  declared  tenants 
of  present  tonanciea  under  the  2nd 
section  of  the  Act  is,  for  the  same 
period,  207. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whe*her  the  number  of  those 
who  had  applied  to  be  present  tenants 
mentioned  in  the  latter  portion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  answer 
applied  to  those  who  had  not  applied  to 
have  their  rents  fixed  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain whether  they  also  applied  to  have 
their  rents  fixed  or  not. 

ADULTEEtATIOK  OF  FOOD— AMERICAN 
CHEESE. 

Mr.  M'LAREN  (Cheshire,  Crewe) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaeter,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  large  admixture  of 
animal  fat  in  the  manufacture  of  Ameri- 
can cheese,  which  enables  the  latter  to 
be  sold  in  this  country  as  pure  cheese  at 
such  prices  as  are  injurious  to  the 
manufacture  of  pure  cheese  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  instruct  our  American  Con- 
suls to  inquire  into,  and  report  upon, 
the  extent  of  this  admixture,  in  order  to 
^ive  some  reliable  facts  about  it  to  the 
British  public  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Loxo) 


(Wilts,  Devizes)  (who  replied)  said: 
The  attention  of  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment has  been  called  to  this  matter. 
The  Departmental  Statistical  Inquiry 
Committee,  which  met  in  1882,  made 
some  inquiry  into  the  use  of  oleomar- 
garine and  lard  in  the  manufacture  of 
cheese  in  the  United  States,  and  the 
evidence  of  Dr.  Voolcker  was  taken  on 
the  subject.  The  Foreign  Office  has 
been  asked  to  obtain  Reports  from  Con- 
sular officers  in  the  United  States  as  to 
the  prevalence  of  this  adulteration  in 
the  manufacture  of  cheese. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)— EDUCATION 
BATES  IN  THE  IltGHLANDS  AND 
ISLANDS. 

CoLOSEL  MALCOLM  (Argyllshiro) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
directed  to  the  excessive  pressure  of  the 
education  rates  in  the  Western  parishes 
of  the  Ilighlacds  and  Islands,  amount- 
ing in  eome  cases  to  Si.  41^.  in  the  £  ; 
whether  they  are  aware  that  the  pro- 
portion of  the  total  cost  of  education 
borne  by  these  parishes  ia  40  per  cent 
as  compared  with  22  per  cent  over  Scot- 
land aa  a  whole  ;  and,  whether  they  are 
now  prepared  by  legislation,  or  other- 
wise, to  give  such  substantial  relief  as 
was  reported  to  be  necessary  by  the 
Roval  Commissiou  in  1 883  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  arc  aware  that  the  educa- 
tion rate  presses  severely  in  some  High- 
land districts.  As  my  hon.  Friend  does 
not  specify  the  parishes,  I  am  unable  to 
say  whether  this  percentago  is  correct 
or  not ;  but  in  large  districts  it  is  be- 
lieved to  be  as  high  as  the  figure  he 
gives.  This  state  of  things  is  due,  it  is 
to  ho  fearod,  to  causes  which  might  have 
been  avoided.  It  must  also  bo  remem- 
bered that  in  these  districts  the  school 
fees  are,  on  an  average,  lOt.  below  that 
of  the  whole  of  Scotland.  As  regarda 
relief,  I  may  remind  my  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Administration  of  IBB4,  after 
considering  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion, by  a  Minute  of  the  Education  De- 
partment of  April,  1885,  conceded  auh- 
atantial  benefits  to  these  districts,  but 
did  not  give  effect  to  the  other  recom- 
mendations. Although  that  Minute  has 
been  most  leniently  administered,  tho 
defective  enforcomont  of  the  Compulsory 
?M  3 
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Clauses  has,  in  some  cases,  deprived 
School  Boards  of  the  full  benefit.  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  are  engaged  in 
considering  this  matter  most  carefully ; 
but  it  must  be  obvious  to  my  hon.  Friend 
that  there  are  great  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  extending  the  principle  of  ex- 
ceptional dealing  with  special  localities, 
both  as  regards  the  interests  of  the 
general  community  and  the  effects  upon 
the  localities  themselves. 

WAR  OFFICE— THE  ROYAL  ARSENAL, 
WOOLWICH— TEIOM AS    MAKEPEACE. 

Mb.  BEOADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  true  that  unskilled 
labourers  have  been  employed  in  work- 
ing the  rifling  machine  for  gun  boring 
at  the  Eoyal  Arsenal ;  and,  whether,  on 
Thomas  Makepeace,  a  skilled  workman, 
refusing  to  share  the  responsibility  of 
such  important  work  with  an  unskilled 
man,  he  was  discharged  from  his  em- 
ployment and  prevented  from  obtaining 
work  in  any  other  department  of  the 
Arsenal  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
Unskilled  labourers  are  not  employed 
on  the  machines  for  rifling  ordnance  in 
the  Eoyal  Gun  Factory.  The  man 
Makepeace  was  discharged  for  dis- 
obedience to  orders,  and  became  in- 
eligible for  a  time  for  employment  in 
the  Ordnance  Factories.  I  need  not 
point  out  how  important  it  is  that 
discipline  should  be  rigidly  enforced  in 
these  factories. 

BRITISH    GUIANA-REPRESENTATIVE 
GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
(for  Mr.  Watt)  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
have  received  a  Memorial  from  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Colony  of  British 
Guiana,  praying  that  a  Eepresontative 
Government  may  be  given  to  them  — 

**  similar  to  that  recently  grunted  by  Her  Gra- 
cious Majesty  to  the  inhabitants  of  other  West 
Indian  (Jolonies ;  '* 

and,  whether  the  Government  will 
favourably  consider  any  proposals 
generally  supported  by  the  Colony  in 
reference  thereto  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE    (Baron    Henky    De  Woums) 

Mr,  J,  H,  A,  Macdonald 


(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  A  Memorial 
has  been  received  from  certain  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Colony,  the  prayer  of  whicli 
is  in  the  terms  stated  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment consider  that  some  amendment  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  Colony  is  desir- 
able; and  when  deciding  as  to  the 
nature  of  such  amendment  they  will  tako 
into  consideration  the  representations  of 
the  Memorialists. 

INLAND  REVENUE- STAMP   DUTY  ON 
FOREIGN  INVESTMENTS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
(for  Mr.  Watt)  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  of  the  large  amount  of 
Foreign  investments  which  has  been, 
and  is,  taking  place  from  year  to  year, 
a  large  proportion  of  which  appears  to 
escape  its  fair  share  of  taxation;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  the  desirability 
of  placing  a  tax  upon  such  securities  in 
the  shape  of  a  Stamp  Duty  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Gosciien)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
refers,  I  presume,  to  the  Foreign  Secu- 
rities which  are  transferred  in  this 
country  without  any  Stamp  Duty  being 
charged  on  them.  My  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  subject ;  but,  as  I 
have  said  before  in  answer  to  similar 
Questions,  I  cannot  anticipate  my  Bud- 
get Statement  by  saying  what  action,  if 
any,  I  am  going  to  take  upon  it. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question  by  Mr. 

Howell, 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said.  Foreign  Secu- 
rities issued  in  London  did  pay  Stamp 
Duty ;  and  it  was  an  undoubted  anomaly 
that  Foreign  Securities  which  were  nego- 
tiable in  London  should  not  pay  a  Stamp 
Duty.  The  method  of  doing  so  was  an 
exceedingly  troublesome  one  to  devise, 
and  it  was  one  about  which  he  would 
not  make  any  further  statement  until 
his  Budget  Speech. 

POOR    LAW- AUDITORS    UNDER   THE 
LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD, 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  the  auditors 
under  the  Local  Government  Board  pos- 
sess powers,  and  under  wliut  authority 
and  Acts  of  Parliament,  to  issue  orders 
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to  the  officers  of  any  Poor  Law  Union ; 
if  he  will  state  the  amount  allowed  per 
day  to  Inspectors  and  auditors  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  in  addition  to 
their  travelling  expenses;  what  is  the 
amount  allowed  in  their  absence  for 
homo  or  official  duties ;  what  is  their 
scale  of  travelling  expenses ;  and,  whe- 
ther they  are,  in  the  matter  of  travelling 
expenses,  allowed  to  charge  cab  hire 
where  there  is  access  by  rail  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
district  auditors  have  power  under  7  & 
8  Fict,  c.  110  to  require  the  attendance 
of  persons  at  the  audit,  the  production 
of  accounts,  and  other  matters  connected 
with  his  audit.  I  infer  from  a  news- 
paper report  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Gateshead  Guardians  that  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  auditor  had  given  direc- 
tions to  one  of  their  relieving  officers  to 
attend  at  the  schools  to  pay  the  school 
fees  for  pauper  children.  The  auditor 
informs  me  that  what  he  has  done  is 
this — he  has  objected  to  the  production 
of  receipts  of  pupil  teachers  for  sums 
which  were  payable  by  the  relieving 
officer  to  the  head  teachers  for  school 
foes ;  and  he  has  stated  that  he  would 
not  be  prepared  in  future  to  accept  re- 
ceipts which  wore  not  signed  by  the 
head  teacher  or  by  some  one  distinctly 
authorized  by  him  to  receive  the  amount. 
It  devolves  on  the  auditor  to  satisfy 
himself,  for  the  purpose  of  his  audit,  as 
to  the  sufficiency  of  the  receipts  pro- 
duced to  him.  The  general  Inspectors 
of  the  Board  and  auditors  receive  no 
allowance  in  respect  of  personal  ex- 
penses except  when  absent  from  home 
at  night  on  official  business,  and  the 
ailowanco  is  then  in  the  case  of  an  In- 
spector 21«.,  and  of  an  auditor  20«. 
There  are  some  other  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  to  whom  a  day  allowance  when 
not  absent  at  night  is  made  for  personal 
expenses,  and  this  allowance  is  7«.  when 
absent  from  home  for  not  less  than  10 
hours.  As  regards  travelling  expenses, 
the  actual  expenses  of  locomotion  are 
repaid.  Charges  are  not  made  for  cab 
hire  when  there  is  access  by  rail  and 
the  train  service  admits  of  the  railway 
being  used  without  inconvenience. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)— SUB- POST 
OFFICE  AT  KNOCKATALLON. 

Mr.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 


he  has  received  a  Memorial  on  behalf  of 
the  inhabitants  of  Knockatallon,  County 
Monaghan,  praying  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  sub-post  office;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Knockatallon  is  the  centro 
of  a  thickly-populated  district,  and  that 
Scotstown,  which  is  the  nearest  post 
office,  is  four  miles  distant;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  provide  a  sub-post  office  in 
the  district  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENEEAL(Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
have  received  an  application  for  the 
establishment  of  a  post  office  in  Knocka- 
tallon ;  but  I  regret  to  say  that  the 
letters  are  too  few  in  number  to  cover  tho 
cost  of  a  post  office.  There  is  already  a 
post  to  Knockatallon,  and  all  available 
revenue  was  spent  in  increasing  its  fre- 
quency from  three  to  five  days  in  the 
week,  and  I  will  inquire  whether  this 
can  be  extended  to  six  days. 

AR^IY-FIUST    ARMY    CORPS— UORSE 
AND  FIELD  BATTERIES. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  is  the  present  strength,  as  regards 
men  and  horses,  of  the  Horse  and  Field 
Batteries  in  the  First  Army  Corps,  which 
he  has  stated  are  ready  for  mobilization ; 
and,  what  is  the  additional  number  of 
men  and  horses  necessary  to  raise  those 
batteries  to  a  war  establishment  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  strength  of  the  Horse  and  Field 
Batteries  in  tho  First  Army  Corps  will 
be  found  in  the  Army  Estimates, 
page  10.  To  bring  a  Horse  Battery  of 
the  First  Army  Corps  to  war  strength 
will  require  17  men  and  74  horses.  To 
bring  a  Field  Battery  to  war  strength 
will  require  nine  men  and  52  horses.  It 
may  be  interesting  to  the  House  to  com- 
pare this  with  the  French  and  German 
state  of  preparation.  In  Germany  it  re- 
quires 69  men  and  151  horses  to  bring  a 
Horse  Artillery  Battery  to  war  strength, 
and  G7  men  and  105  horses  for  a  Field 
Battery.  In  France  a  Horse  Artillery 
Battery  will  not  be  complete  without  the 
addition  of  74  men  and  129  horses,  nor 
a  Field  Battery  without  (56  men  and  95 
horses. 

POST  OFFICE,  DUBLIN-SECOKD-CLASS 

SORTERS. 

Mn.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  tho  Postmaster  General,  with  re- 
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gard  to  the  promotion  of  a  Bocond-claaa 
HOiter  over  2S  BOniors  ia  Dublin,  If  the 
particular  duty  to  bo  provided  for  wat 
that  of  "  time-keoper,"  officially  called 
"  liook  officer ;  "  were  any  of  the  28 
second-class  sorters  who  were  pa 
over  tested  as  to  their  qualifications  ;  if 
not,  how  was  it  ascertained  that  not  one 
of  the  Beoond-clasa  eorteTS  senior  to  the 
one  promoted  was  fully  qualiGed  ;  and, 
wilt  he  inreetigate  this  matter,  and  give 
an  order  to  hare  some  of  the  28  seniors 
tested,  and,  at  the  same  time,  see  that 
they  Buffer  no  annoyance  at  the  hands  of 
the  persons  who  recommended  the  pro- 
moted officer  ? 

Tub  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
ILviKKs)  {Cambridgo  University):  I 
have  inquired  into  tbe  matter  since  the 
hon.  Qentleman  put  his  Question,  and  I 
find  that  Le  is  quite  right  in  saying  that 
on  a  recent  date  28  second-olass  sorters 
have  been  passed  over.  The  particular 
duty  to  be  provided  for  was  that  of 
"  book  officer."  Of  these  28  sorters  not 
one  was  tested  ae  to  his  qualifi cations 
for  tho  post.  When  the  post  became 
vacant,  candidates  were  invited  to  offer 
themselves  ;  and  of  those  who  responded 
to  the  invitation  the  officer  who  was  pro- 
,  moted  was  the  senior.  The  others, 
though  urged  to  come  forward  and  try 
the  duty,  declined.  I  think  the  hon. 
Qentleman  will  see,  under  those  circum- 
stances, that  the  matter  scarcely  requires 
further  investigation. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  But  if  at  any 
time  there  is  any  suspicion  that  politics 
and  religion  eater  into  these  questions  of 
promotion,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  snch  cases  his  special  atten- 
tion? 

Mb.  EAIKKS:  Yes.  X  am  always 
anxious  to  give  special  attention  to  any 
case  to  which  my  attention  may  be 
oalled. 

CIVIL  SERVICE-COPYISTS. 
Mk.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battsrsoa) 
naked  tlie  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Petitions  have  been  received 
by  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  from  three  Civil  Service 
copyists,  whose  promotion  to  the  position 
of  Lower  Division  clerk  has  been  sus- 
pended ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  pending 
the  consideration  of  their  Petitions,  they 
may  be  allowed  to  attend  the  examina- 
tion shortly  to  be  held,  for  the  purpose 
of  qualifying  themselves,  with  the  other 
Mr.  T.  M.  mal^ 


copyists  selected,  for  the  position  of 
Lower  Division  clerk  ? 

Tub  SEOEETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  Petitions  have  been  re- 
ceived from  these  three  copyists,  whose 
ages  were  mis-stated.  The  suggestioa 
that  they  should  be  allowed  to  attend 
the  qualifying  examination  amounts  to 
a  request  that  the  mistake  or  mis- 
statement should  be  overlooked,  and  that 
they  should  be  given  the  benefit  of  it ; 
and  I  see  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
assenting  to  such  a  course. 

BULQAKIA  AND  TOK KEY— TREATY  OF 
BERLIN— RECIPllOCAL  ENGAGEMENTS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether, 
in  caso  any  of  the  Powers  parties  to  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  press  for  tho  literal 
fulfilment  of  that  Treaty  in  regard  to 
Bulgaria,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  press  for  tho  fulfilment  of  Article 
XXIII.  of  the  Treaty  in  regard  to  other 
parts  of  Turkey,  so  that,  so  far  as  the 
influence  of  this  country  avails,  the  part 
of  the  Treaty  limiting  the  freedom  of 
the  people  of  Bulgaria  may  not  be  en- 
forced while  those  parts  which  secure  a 
measure  of  freedom  to  other  parts  of  the 
country  aro  wholly  set  at  naught? 

The  under  SEOEEfAEY  of 
STATE  {Sir  James  FKitGcssoH)  (Man- 
cheater,  N.E.):  Tho  Question  is  hypo- 
thetical; and  it  would  be  contrary  to 
all  precedent  and  convenience  to  answer 


LOCAL  TAXATION -PATTPER  LUNATIC 
ASYLUMS-THE  GOVERN JIEKTGRANT. 
Mr,  ALLISON  [Cumberland,  Esk- 
dale)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  looking  to  the  fact 
that  large  numbers  of  aged  imbeciles, 
who  might  with  perfect  safety  and 
greater  comfort  to  themselves  be  retained 
in  union  workhouses,  are  now,  under 
the  Regulations  in  force  since  1874,  in 
respect  to  the  Grant  of  4j.  per  head  per 
week  contributed  by  tlio  Oovornmont, 
transferred  to  lunatic  asylums  at  great 
cost  to  the  ratepayers  in  the  necessary 
enlargement  of  those  asylums,  be  will 
ider  the  possibility  of  extending, 
under  proper  safeguards,  the  same 
grant  to  coses  retained  in  workhouses, 
la  the  same  way  as  is  now  the  practica 
in  Scotland  ? 
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The  CHANOELLOE  oftiieEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Qoscuen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  At  present  I  can  only 
say  that  the  whole  question  of  the 
Parliamentary  grants  in  aid  of  local 
taxation  is  receiving  the  consideration 
of  the  Government  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  Local  Government  Bill. 

IRELAND  —  KILLARNEY  —  BOARD  OF 
GUARDIANS-THE  LANCASTER  REGI- 
MENT. 

Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  a 
sum  of  £10  was  awarded  by  theKillarney 
Board  of  Guardians  to  a  number  of  men 
of  the  Lancaster  Regiment,  for  their 
exertions  in  extinguishing  a  fire  on  the 
workhouse  premises ;  and,  whether  this 
sum  has  been  yet  handed  over  to  any- 
one on  behalf  of  the  regiment ;  and,  if 
so,  what  steps,  if  any,  have  been  taken 
to  distribute  the  money? 

The  financial  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
The  gratuity  has  been  received  by  the 
officer  commanding  on  behalf  of  the  de- 
tachment employed  at  the  fire.  A  portion 
has  been  applied  to  making  good  the 
damage  to  the  men's  clothing,  and  the 
balance  is  in  course  of  distribution  among 
the  men  concerned. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  Might  I  ask  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  whether  this  expenditure  of 
£10  by  the  Killarney  Board  of  Guar- 
dians out  of  the  rates  is  not  an  illegal 
expenditure,  and  should  be  surcharged ; 
and,  whether  the  proper  parties  to  reward 
the  men  of  the  Lancaster  Regiment 
would  not  be  the  Insurance  Companies 
concerned  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  said,  he  could 
not  now  answer  that  Question. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PROSECUTION 
OF  MR.  J.  HOOPER,  M.P.  FOR  SOUTH. 
EAST  CORK— CAPTAIN  STOKES,  R.M. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South-East 
Cork  (Mr.  Hooper)  at  Cork,  1 3  charges 
of  pablishing   reports   of   suppressed 


branches  of  the  National  League  were 
preferred  against  him ;  whether  some 
of  these  publications  occurred  during 
the  period  that  Captain  Stokes  acted 
temporarily  as  Divisional  Resident  Ma- 
gistrate ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  was  his 
duty  to  report  to  the  Castle  with  refer- 
ence to  these  publications;  and,  whe- 
ther Captain  Stokes  subsequently  adju- 
dicated as  Resident  Magistrate  at  the 
trial  of  the  hon.  Member  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  is  a  fact  that  there  were  1 3 
charges  preferred  against  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  of  publishing  re- 
ports of  illegal  meetings,  on  two  of 
which  he  was  convicted,  the  remainder 
being  withdrawn  by  the  Crown.  Four 
of  the  publications  occurred  while  Cap- 
tain Stokes  was  acting  as  Divisional 
Magistrate.  No  Report  of  any  kind  was 
made  by  him  to  the  Castle  with  refer- 
ence to  those  publications ;  nor  had  he 
anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  papers 
C(mnected  with  the  trial,  or  with  the  in- 
stitution of  the  prosecution.  He  was  one 
of  the  magistrates  who  adjudicated  at 
the  trial. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Does  what  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  of  Cap- 
tain Stokes  apply  only  to  the  two  cases 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
East  Cork  was  convicted,  and  not  to  the 
remaining  charges,  which  were  with- 
drawn ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  I  do  not 
quite  understand  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  wish  to  ask,  whe- 
ther this  statement,  that  Captain  Stokes 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
evidence,  applies  to  all  the  1 3  charges, 
or  only  to  tlioso  two  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  convicted? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN ;  I  under- 
stand that  Captain  Stokes  was  not  aware 
that  any  charges  had  been  preferred 
against  the  hon.  Member  until  the  in- 
formations were  brought  to  him  to  be 
sworn. 

SCOTLAND  —  DESTITUTION  IN  TUE 
WESTERN  ISLANDS  —  SUPPLY  OF 
SEED. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether 
Government  will  supply  seed  when 
necessary  to  the  destitute  peasantry  in 
the  Western  Islands  of    Scotland    on 
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terms  similar  to  those  on  which  it  has 
heen  decided  to  provide  it  to  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Achill  Island  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  given  to 
the  condition  of  the  destitute  persons  in 
the  Western  Islands ;  and  the  Board  of 
Supervision  will  take  such  steps  as  may 
appear  to  them  to  be  necessary  under 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)  —  MR. 
JOHN    BYRNE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
Did  the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor  dismiss 
Mr.  John  Byrne,  of  Wallstown,  Castle 
Mallow,  from  the  Magistracy  for  sitting 
at  Petty  Sessions  in  Fermoy  in  his  own 
County  (Cork) ;  if  so,  can  he  explain 
the  practice  of  paid  Magistrates  sitting 
in  more  Petty  Sessions  districts  than 
one,  and  even  in  more  counties  than 
one ;  and,  why  are  unpaid  Justices  dis- 
missed for  doing  the  same  thing  which 
paid  Magistrates  constantly  practice  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): The  case  of  Mr.  Byrne  is  not 
at  all  analogous  to  that  of  a  Resident 
Magistrate,  who  is  paid  to  devote  his 
whole  time  to  the  Public  Service,  and 
who  is  not  appointed  with  reference  to 
a  single  Petty  Sessions  district ;  but  is 
bound  to  attend  all  Sessions  in  his 
jurisdiction,  so  far  as  time  permits.  As 
to  the  reasons  which  led  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  take  action  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Byrne,  they  fully  appear  in  the  corre- 
spondence which  was  published  in  the 
newspapers  by  Mr.  Byrne. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  on  the  Vote  on  Account  I 
will  draw  attention  to  the  dismissal  of 
unpaid  Magistrates  for  going  ten  miles 
outside  their  destination ;  while  paid 
Magistrates  who  received  large  sums 
from  the  country  for  travelling  expenses, 
do  the  same  thing,  and  are  promoted 
accordingly. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne  :  May  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  in  reference  to  an  answer 
that  he  has  already  given  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
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ford,  whether  he  sees  any  objection  to 
lay  on  the  Table  the  correspondence  to 
which  he  has  referred  between  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  Mr.  John  Byrne  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  The  correspondence 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  was,  as  I  stated,  published  in  the 
newspapers  by  Mr.  John  Byrne.  With 
reference  to  laying  it  on  the  Table  of 
the  House»  I  do  not  like,  on  my  own 
responsibility,  to  make  any  statement  as 
to  that.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  bo  good  enough  to  put  the  Question 
on  the  Paper  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
answer  it. 

LAW    AND  POLICE    (IRELAND)-BOY. 
COTTING  IN  GAL  WAY,  &o. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Has  police  atten- 
tion been  called  to  the  following  state- 
ment, which  appeared  last  month  in  TJie 
Lincolnshire  Chronicle ,  a  reportofameet« 
ing  of  the  Primrose  League  at  Lincoln, 
at  which  a  man,  describing  himself  as 
Robert  Martin,  of  Galway,  said — 

"Although  he  had  been  pursued  by  the 
National  League,  although  ho  had  been  followed 
by  their  assassins,  and  had  to  be  guarded  by 
the  police,  he  had  stood  on  every  Boycotted 
farm  in  Ireland,  and  had  taken  relief  to  the 
Boycotted  men.  Mentioning  one  case  at  New 
Ross,  in  Wexford,  where,  being  unable  to 
secure  a  vehicle  on  account  of  the  Boycotting, 
he  had  to  walk  11  miles  with  food  for  starving 
men,  and  when  he  got  there  he  found  them 
without  water,  as  the  National  League  had 
poisoned  the  wells ;  *' 

can  it  be  ascertained  what  wells  in  or 
near  New  Koss  were  poisoned,  and  did 
Mr.  Robert  Martin  report  the  poisoning 
to  the  local  police  at  the  time;  if  the 
outrage  reported,  as  follows,  in  the  Irish 
correspondence  of  2'h^  Titnes  of  the  20th 
of  February  took  place  : — 

"A  witness,  named  Mick  Sullivan,  after 
giving  evidence  at  the  Coolmartin  Assizes 
against  Moonlighters,  was  so  cruelly  Boycotted 
tluit  ho  was  uDablo  to  obtain  employment,  and 
he  has  died  for  want  of  the  necessaries  of  life  ;" 

and,  will  the  Government  consider  the 
feasibility  of  a  measure  to  amend  the 
Libel  Laws,  so  that  any  inhabitant  of  a 
slandered  community  may  have  a  cause 
of  action,  such  as  would  lie  if  the  same 
libel  were  published  of  a  specific  indi- 
vidual ? 

TuE  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)   (who    replied) 
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said  :  I  have  not  seen  the  reporl 
ineeting  referred  to.  The  local 
atabulary  hare  no  knowledge  of  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  second  para- 
graph. "With  regard  to  the  third  para- 
graph, I  beg  to  refer  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  the  reply  to  a  Quea- 
tion  on  this  subject  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Kerry  (Kir.  Sheehan}  on  the  28th 
of  February  last. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  Bay  that 
both  the  atatements  in  Tht  TSmei  and 
2%*  Zincoliuhirt  Cknnielt  are  lies  ? 

CoLOKzi.  KING-HAEMAN:    K 
have  not  seen  the  report,  and  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
enough  to  answer  the  last  portion  of  my 
QnestioD  ? 

CtoLOKEL  KING-HAEMAN:  I  do  not 
belleTO  the  QoTernmeat  have  any  inten- 
tion to  bring  in  a  measure  to  amend  the 
Law  of  Libel.  If  they  did  it  would,  per- 
haps, seriously  affect  some  newspapers 
-with  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man is  acquainted.- 

IRISU  LAND  COMMISSION  —  FAIR 
RENTS,  CO.  LIMERICK. 

Ms.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  E.)aBked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
teuant  of  Ireland,  When  will  tho  Land 
Commission  sit  in  Limerick  to  hear  the 
numerous  originating  notices  to  fix  fair 
rents  served  by  the  leaseholders  of 
limerick  ;  whether,  if  in  the  meantime 
the  landlords  insist  on  the  tenants  paying 
the  original  rents,  the  Government  will 
■id  the  former  in  any  evictions  whioh 
take  place ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  afford  adequate  means  to 
have  the  legislative  enactments  made  for 
protection  of  the  tenants  administered  in 
season  ah  lo  time  ? 

Tea  PAELIAMENTAET  UNDER 
8ECRETABY  (Colonel  Kiho-Harhan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  CommiBsionerB  inform 
ma  that  a  sitting  of  a  Sub -Commissi  on 
has  been  fixed  for  the  County  Limerick 
on  April  4.  The  Government  are  bound 
to  afford  the  aesistanca  of  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  to  enable  a  Sheriff  ti>  execute 
ivrits  and  decrees  of  a  Court  of  Law, 
whether  of  ejectment  or  otherwise.  As 
has  been  already  stated  in  the  House, 


through  the  operation  of  the  Land  Act 
of  last  Session,  and  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment are  at  present  in  oommunioation 
with  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

lEISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPEALS 
FROM    LANDLORDS. 

Mb.  p.  O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
LandOommiesioners  have  yet  arranged 
to  hear  tho  403  appeals,  lodged  by  land* 
lords,  iu  the  County  Monaf^ban,  against 
the  decisions,  fixing  a  fair  rent,  of  the 
Sub -Commissioners,  at  a  place  that  will 
be  convenient  to  the  tenants  interested  ; 
and,  whether  he  can  state  when  they 
will  he  heard  1 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
8E0EETABY  (Colonel  Kino-Harkan) 
(Kent,  IhIo  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commiesioners  inform 
me  they  have  not  yet  arranged  to  hear 
the  appeals  lodged  by  landlords  in 
County  Monaghan,  nor  can  they  at 
present  state  tbe  date  upon  which  they 
will  be  heard.  They  will,  however,  give 
due  notice  when  the  arrangements  have 
been  completed. 

INDIA-THB  CONTAGIOUS    DISEASES 

ACTS  -  CONDEMNATION      BY      THE 

BISU0P8. 

Mb.  JAME8  STUAET  (SLoreditch, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  in  the  late  Conference  of  the  Bishops 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  India  and 
Ceylon  held  in  Calcutta  at  the  end  of 
January  last,  under  the  Presidency  of 
the  Metropolitan  of  India,  a  Eesolution 
was  unanimously  passed  condemning 
the  Contagious  Uieeoses  Acts  in  India ; 
whether  the  following  sentence  occurs  in 
that  Eesolution — 

We  believe  that  the  Contagioue  Diaoaacs 
Acta  not  ooly  fail  to  produce  the  heneflcisl  ro- 
suits  anticipated,  but  sipoeo  the  tiathoritioi  to 
the  mapicioD  of  treating  incontinency  aa  a 
neceiaiuy  evil,  and  of  directl]'  encoaraging  an 
imiDOTal  trade  ; ' ' 

and,  whether  a  copy  of  this  Resolution 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  India  Office ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  will  take  stops  to 
obtain  a  copy  ? 

Th«  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  FOBEIQN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jauzb  FERaussoM)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
fwho  replied)   said:    No  Report  of  the 


every  effort  is  being  made  to  expedite    Conference,  or  of  the  Eesolution,  has 
the  hearing  of  the  Targe  influx  of  oases  I  been  received  at  the  India  Office.    Fur 
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the  reasons  stated  on  Thursday  last,  the 
Secretary  of  State  considers  it  unnecessary 
to  take  steps  to  procure  one. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  (IRELAND)— WOOD- 
FORD -RELEASE  OF  MR.  BLUNT. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  in  Woodford,  on 
Tuesday,  the  6th  of  March,  the  people 
-who  had  assembled  to  celebrate  the  re- 
lease of  Mr.  Blunt  were  ordered  to  dis- 
perse by  the  police ;  whether  the  police 
threatened  to  charge  the  people ;  and, 
whether  the  people  were  orderly  and 
peaceable ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  law 
the  police  act  f 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Inspector  General  of  Consta- 
bulary reports  that  the  people  had 
assembled  and  held  a  meeting  in  the 
public  street,  at  which  speeches  were 
being  made.  The  sergeant,  who  was 
with  three  constables,  informed  the 
people  that  he  could  not  permit  this  ob- 
struction ;  but  did  not  threaten  to 
charge  them.  The  people  soon  after- 
wards dispersed. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  say  under  what 
law  the  police  acted  when  there  was  no 
obstruction  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  Under 
the  ordinary  law,  by  which  the  police 
are  required  to  prevent  obstruction  of 
the  public  thoroughfare. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)-.MR.    THOMAS 

MORONEY. 

Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr. 
Thomas  Moroney,  who  has  been  now 
imprisoned  for  over  14  months  for  con- 
tempt of  Court,  was  the  owner  of  the 
fair  green  of  Herbortstown,  from  which 
he  has  been  evicted  within  the  past  fort- 
night; whether,  during  his  imprison- 
ment, he  has  received  the  tolls  of  all  the 
fairs  held  in  Ilerbertstown ;  whether 
any  communication  has  been  recently 
made  to  him,  either  by  the  Government 
or  those  responsible  for  his  detention, 
that  if  he  promised  not  to  interfere  with 
The  O'Grady,  his  late  landlord,  in  the 
collection  of  the  tolls,  that  he  would  be 
liberated  immediately ;  and,  whether 
Mr.  Edmund  Ryan,  P.L.G.,  of  Asker- 

Sir  James  Fergueeon 


line,  County  Limerick,  who  was  com- 
mitted for  contempt  of  Court,  was  libe- 
rated after  12  months;  and,  if  so,  what 
is  the  reason  for  the  diversity  of  treat- 
ment to  both  prisoners  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  As  already  explained,  in  reply  to 
a  former  Question,  Thomas  Moroney 
was  not  committed  for  contempt  of 
Court,  but  for  refusing  to  be  sworn  and 
give  evidence  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
as  required  by  the  385th  section  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1857.  The  fair 
green  is  part  of  the  holding  which  was 
rented  by  Moroney,  who  as  tenant  used 
to  receive  the  tolls  collected  at  the  fairs 
held  on  the  green  from  which  he  has 
been  evicted.  During  his  imprison- 
ment the  tolls  have  been  collected  by 
strangers,  who,  it  is  believed,  have  paid 
them  over  to  his  wife.  No  such  repre- 
sentation as  that  indicated  in  the  third 
paragraph  has  been  made  to  Moroney. 
Edward  Ryan's  case  was  entirely  diffe- 
rent from  that  of  Moroney.  Ryan  was 
committed  for  contempt  of  Court,  and 
was  liberated  on  the  expiration  of  the 
period  prescribed  by  law. 

LOTTERIES  ACT— THE  CHURCH  CON- 
SERVATIVE  CLUB. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Church 
Conservative  Club  is  raising  money  by 
lottery  to  reduce  the  debt  on  the  club 
premises,  and  that  many  thousand 
tickets  have  been  issued  for  such 
lottery,  announced  to  be  drawn  on 
Primrose  Day,  19  th  April ;  whether  the 
prizes  include  cigars ;  whether  the  club 
is  licensed  to  sell  tobacco ;  and,  what 
action  he  proposes  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
seen  a  notice  of  the  proposed  lottery, 
from  which  it  appears  that  the  prizes 
include  cigars.  I  have  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Public  Prosecutor  and  of  the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue  to  the  matter. 

CUSTOMS    HOUSE— STATISTICAL    DE- 
PARTMENT—PROMOTION OF 

WRITERS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Troa- 
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sury,  Whether  the  writers  in  the  Sta- 
tistical Department  of  the  Customs 
House  are  performing,  and  have  for 
many  years  performed,  at  a  remunera- 
tion of  XOd.  per  hour,  duties  similar  to 
those  discharged  by  the  Redundant  and 
Lower  Division  clerks  in  that  Depart- 
ment ;  whether  the  late  Principal  of 
the  Department  described  the  work  as 
*' book-keeping  of  a  high  class;"  and, 
whether  these  writers,  or  any  of  them, 
have  been  recommended  for  promotion 
to  the  Lower  Division  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Treasury  Minute  of  De« 
oember,  188G ;  and,  if  so,  when  such 
recommendation  will  be  carried  into 
effect  ? 

Thb  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Leeds,  N.) :  A  Departmental  Com- 
mittee which  recently  inquired  into  the 
work  performed  in  the  Statistical  De- 
partment of  the  Customs  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  is  not  much  dif- 
ference between  the  work  of  many  of 
the  Lower  Division  clerks  and  that  of 
many  of  the  copyists  in  the  branch,  but 
that  this  work  was  not  of  such  a  cha- 
racter as  might  be  required  from  the 
Lower  Division.  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  any  such  statement  as  that  attributed 
to  the  late  Principal.  The  Board  of 
Customs  have  recommended  certain 
copyists  for  promotion  to  the  Lower 
Division;  but  the  Committee  thought 
the  case  could  best  be  met  by  some  spe- 
cial rates  of  pay.  The  question  how 
best  to  deal  with  them  is  now  before 
the  Treasury. 

INDIA— THE   PUBLIC    SERVICE    COM- 
MISSION. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDQE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission was  stated  by  the  Government 
of  India  to  be  preparatory  to  a  further 
inquiry  into  Indian  affairs ;  what  has 
been  the  total  cost  of  that  Commission, 
including  the  salaries  of  its  official  mem- 
bers ;  how  many  ofHcers  of  the  Coven- 
anted Civil  Service,  how  many  officers 
of  the  special  or  technical  departments 
of  the  Civil  Service,  and  how  many 
European  officers  of  other  uncovenanted 
departments  had  seats  on  that  Commis- 
sion ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  intend  to  initiate  leg^lation 


on  the  recommendations  of  that  Com- 
mission, without  further  independent 
inquiry  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Ferqusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said:  (1)  My  answer  to 
the  first  paragraph  of  the  Question  is 
**  Yes ;  "  (2)  the  cost  cannot  be  ascer- 
tained from  infoimation  at  present  in 
the  India  Office;  (3)  the  Commission 
was  composed  of  six  Covenanted  Civil 
servants — two  High  Court  Judges  (one 
a  native),  and  five  natives  ;  and  two  un- 
official persons ;  (4)  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  take  no  action  on  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  till  he  has  received 
the  views  of  the  Government  of  India, 
by  whom  it  is  now  being  considered. 

THE  ESTIMATES -REVENUE   DEPART- 
MENT—WARRINGTON  COMMIS- 
SIONERS OF  INCOME  TAX. 

Mr.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  any  portion  of 
the  £200  in  the  item  of  £3,650  men- 
tioned in  the  Estimates,  Revenue  De- 
partment, page  43,  has  been  incurred 
by  the  Warrington  Commissioners  of 
Income  Tax,  in  providing  an  additional 
place  in  the  Leigh  Parliamentary  Divi- 
sion ;  if  not,  will  a  place  be  provided  in 
Leigh  Division,  where  there  is  a  popu- 
lation of  54,000  within  a  radius  of  three 
and  a-half  miles  from  Leigh  market 
place ;  and,  whether  all  appeals  at  pre- 
sent have  to  be  heard  at  Newton,  a 
distance  of  10  miles,  or  at  Warrington, 
a  distance  of  14  miles  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  Leigh  is  one  of  the  places 
for  which  expenses  of  appeal  meetings 
could  be  defrayed  under  the  item  re- 
ferred to.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  District 
Commissioners  to  decide  at  what  places 
in  their  Division  appeals  can  most  con- 
veniently be  held ;  and  the  Government 
would  not  be  justified  in  dictating  to 
those  Commissioners  on  such  a  matter. 
I  understand,  however,  that  the  War- 
rington Commissioners  decided  last  year 
to  hold  appeal  meetings  at  Leigh  in 
those  years  in  which  new  Income  Tax 
assessments  under  Schedules  A  and  B 
are  made,  as  will  be  the  case  next 
year. 
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NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL— 

THE   BONDS. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
yersity)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  bonus  to  be 
given  to  the  holders  of  Consols  and  He- 
duced  who  accept  the  new  Stock  should 
be  treated  as  capital  or  interest  ? 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  is  a  good  deal 
to  be  said  on  both  sides,  both  for  treating 
this  5«.  as  capital  and  also  for  treating  it 
as  income  ;  but  the  Government  have  re- 
ceived such  numerous  representations, 
mainly  from  Trustees,  explaining  the 
great  inconvenience  there  would  be  if 
there  were  any  doubt  about  the  matter, 
and  in  investing  such  very  small  sums 
as  5«.  per  £100  would  occasionally 
amount  to,  that  they  have  decided  to 
introduce  a  clause  in  Committee  autho- 
rizing Trustees  to  treat  the  5«.  bonus  on 
Consols  and  Reduced  Threes  as  income. 

INDIA  (EXPENDITURE) -THE   NORTH- 
WESTERN FRONTIER. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  What  has  been  the  expenditure 
from  the  Indian  Exchequer  during  the 
last  throe  years  on  frontier  railways  and 
military  works  on  the  North- Western 
Frontier  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E) 
(who  replied)  said :  From  the  informa- 
tion now  in  the  India  Office,  R.x.  8, 500, 000 
is  the  best  estimate  that  can  at  present 
be  made.  This  must  not,  however,  be 
relied  on  as  absolutely  accurate. 

TRUSTEE  SAVINGS  BANKS  ACT,  1887— 
CARDIFF  TRUSTEES'  SAVINGS  BANK 
—REPORT  OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  explain  to  the  House 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  the  publication 
of  the  Report  and  Evidence  of  the  Com- 
missioner, appointed  under  the  Act  of 
last  Session  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  defalcations 
which  occurred  in  connection  with  the 
Cardiff  Trustees'  Savings  Bank,  and  the 
conduct  of  the  Trustees  and  Managers 
in  respect  thereto  ;  and,  whether  he  can 
inform  the   House  when  the   Report, 


issued  in  December  last,  together  with 
the  Evidence,  will  be  issued  to  Mem- 
bers ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  he 
hoped  the  Report  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  on  Thursday. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACT,  1869-RE. 
COMMENDATIONS  OF  THE  SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  Whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  what  steps 
are  being  taken  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869,  and 
the  amending  Acts ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  tho  Government  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session  to  give  effect 
to  such  recommendations  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford): 
The  carrying  out  of  some  of  the  most 
important  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  must  depend  upon  the  results  of 
the  forthcoming  legislation  in  regard  to 
local  government  and  technical  educa- 
tion. The  Commissioners  also  stated  in 
their  Report,  just  laid  on  the  Table,  that 
they  are  prepared  to  call  to  their  aid,  in 
the  future  formation  of  schemes,  the 
suggestions  contained  in  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  with  a  view  to  making 
their  schemes  more  generally  acceptable. 
Under  these  circumstances.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  do  not  intend  to 
propose  legislation  during  this  Session. 
I  may  add  that,  in  deference  to  one 
important  suggestion  in  the  Report,  tho 
Commissioners  have  commenced  a  syste- 
matic inquiry  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  into  the  working  of  schemes 
formed  under  iho  Acts. 

POST  OFFICE-DEDUCTION  OF  PAY  AT 
GLASGOW  AND  MANCHESTER. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  the  Government  is  prepared  to 
withdraw  tho  exceptional  advantages  of 
post  officials  at  Manchester  and  other 
places,  as  regards  the  deduction  of  only 
one-third  of  the  pay  in  respect  of  sick- 
ness, or  whether  the  Government  is 
prepared  to  place  the  post  officials  of 
I  Glasgow  and  elsewhere,  where  at  pre- 
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Mat  th6  deductioa  is  one  half,  on   a 
footing  of  equality  with  Manchester  ? 

Tub  postmaster  aENERAL(Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  No, 
Sir;  it  would,  I  think  inflict  an  unde- 
serred  hardship  on  a  body  of  merltorioua 
public  serraats  if  I  were  to  withdraw 
the  advantage  from  Uanchester.  But  I 
do  not  see  my  way  to  extend  it  to  Glas- 
gow or  other  offices  where  it  does  not 
exist  already. 

POST  OFFICE— UNIFORM  OF  FIEST- 
CLASS  POSTMEN. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
BoUox)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
"Whether  the  Gorerameat  is  prepared  to 

£ut  the  first-cla^s  postmen  of  Glasgow, 
iverpool,  Manchester,  Birmingham, 
and  other  cities,  on  an  equsl  footing,  as 
regards  Post  Office  uniform,  with  the 
first-class  postmen  of  London,  Edin- 
burgh, and  Dublin? 

TnB  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Haikeh)  (Oambridge  University)  : 
No,  Sir ;  I  am  not  prepared  at  present 
to  recommond  any  exceptions  to  the 
general  arrangement  described  in  my 
answer  to  the  lion.  Member  on  the  8th 
instant. 

INDIA— EEVENDE  FROM  INTOXI- 
CATING LIQUORS. 

Mb.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Fumess) 
asked  the  Under  Seoretsry  of  State  for 
India,  What  is  the  total  Revenue  do- 
rived  from  intoxicating  liquors  in  British 
India  for  the  years  1884-5,  1885-6, 
1S86.7,  and  also  the  number  of  prosecu- 
tions for  illicit  distillation  throughout 
British  India  for  each  year  since  1871-3? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  Toa  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
Jakbs  Febousbok)  (Uancheater,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  Revenue  was, 
in  1884-5— Customs,  R.X.401, 000;  Ex- 
oi8e,R.x.2, 803,000;  total,B.x. 3,204,000; 
in  188S-6— Customs,  R.x.4t7,000;  Ex- 
dBe,R.x.2,923,000—total,R.x.  3,340,000 
The  Returns  for  1886-7  have  not  yet 
been  received.  The  second  Question 
cannot  be  answered  from  information  in 
the  India  Office,  Excise  offences  being 
kU  lumped  together  in  the  Returns. 

WAH    OFFICE -CHAPLAIN    GENERAL 

TO  THE  FOaOES-VIOABAGE  OF  ST. 

PETER    AD    VINOULA    (TOWER    OF 

LONDON). 

MB,ABTHUBO'CONNOB(Don6eal, 
E.)  adced  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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War,  Whether  the  Chaplain  General  to 
the  Forces  has  been  appointed  by  the 
Qovemment  to  the  Yicarage  of  St. 
Peter  ad  Vinoula,  in  the  Tower  of 
London,  the  duties  of  which  are  dis- 
charged by  a  curate  ;  and,  whether  such 
curate  is  a  fourth  class  Army  Chaplain 
on  probation,  whose  salary  and  resi- 
dence are  provided  out  of  the  Army 
Votes ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  for 
an  arrangement  by  which  the  Chaplain 
General  holds  a  sinecure  office,  and  the 
cost  of  discharging  his  duties  is  borne 
by  the  taxpayers  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  STANi[0Pii)(  Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
The  Chaplain  General  has  for  the  last 
year  held  the  appointment  of  Chaplain 
to  the  Tower  of  London,  for  which  he 
receives  £1S0  a-year,  aa  stated  in  Army 
Estimates.  With  the  chaplaincy  goes 
the  Vicarage  of  St.  Peter  ad  Vincula  ; 
but  the  latter  has  no  pecuniary  value. 
The  Chaplain  General  does  occasional 
duty  as  Vicar  ;  but  the  Chaplain  to  tho 
Forces,  who  is  in  daily  attendance  on 
the  troops,  has  the  residence  and  acts  aa 
Curate  of  St.  Peter's.  His  duties  aro 
not  confined  to  the  troops  at  the  Tower. 

THE   METROPOLITAN    MAGISTKACT— 

ALTERATIONS      OF     MAGISTERIAL 

DISTRICTS. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  SaETron 
Walden)  asked  tho  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Ilome  Department,  Whether  a 
Committee  was  appointed  some  time 
back  to  report  on  certain  alterations  in 
the  Magisterial  Districts  of  the  Metro- 
polis, and  the  number  of  days  in  the 
week  magistrates  wero  required  to  at- 
tend their  Courts ;  and,  did  the  Com- 
mittee make  any  Report  before  the 
issuing  of  the  Urdec  in  Council  with 
reference  to  new  Courts  at  Wandsworth 
andDolston;  and,  if  so,  will  he  stato 
the  terms  of  that  Report  and  the  names 
of  the  Committee  ? 

Th8  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Two 
Departmental  Committees  have  been 
appointed, in  1881  and  1687  respectively. 
The  former  recommended  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Dew  Court  at  Dalston;  tho 
latter  considered  whether  the  Dalston 
Court  and  a  wholo-day  Court  at  Ham- 
mersmith and  Wandsworth  could  be 
provided  for  without  any  addition  to  tho 
existing  magisterial  strength,  over  and 
beyond  that  already  sanctioned  for  tho 
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new  Courfc  at  Dalston.  This  Oommittee 
reported  in  August,  1887,  and  suggested 
that  four  of  the  Courts  should  be  worked 
in  pairs,  with  three  magistrates  instead 
of  four  to  each  pair.  The  Committee 
consisted  of  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  who 
presided,  Sir  James  Ingham,  the  Be- 
oeivor  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 
trict, and  Mr.  Bruce,  one  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioners  of  Police. 

THE  MARGARINE  ACT— REDUCTION  OF 
FINES  (IRELAND). 

Mb.MUKPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  were  the 
names  of  the  two  persons  whose  fines 
of  £10  each  for  offences  against  the 
Margarine  Act  were  reduced  to  £2  each 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  Memorial ; 
what  was  the  date  on  which  the  original 
fines  were  imposed  by  the  police  magis- 
trate ;  and,  if  any  other  Memorials  have 
been  received  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
praying  to  reduce  fines  under  the  same 
Act? 

The  PAELIAMENTABY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  he  had  received  such  short  Notice 
of  the  Question  that  he  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  him  a  little  more 
time. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  was  down  yesterday.  It  is  practically 
a  repetition  of  the  Question  of  yesterday. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  Oh,  no  ; 
there  are  three  different  points  in  it 
which  were  not  in  yesterday's  Question 
at  all. 

WAR  DEPARTMENT— STORES,  &c.— 
IRISH  CEMENT. 

Mr.  MURPHY  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether,  although  cement  for  War 
Department  works  is  supplied  subject  to 
conditions  to  comply  with  certain  tests, 
it  is,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  constantly  used 
without  the  specified  tests  being  actually 
carried  out,  the  character  of  the  manu- 
facturer, with,  perhaps,  occasional  tests, 
beiug  considered  a  sufficient  guarantee  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  with  this 
knowledge,  builders  prefer  buying  from 
well-known  rather  than  newly-estab- 
lished makers;  and,  whether,  with  a 
view  to  encouraging  a  struggling  effort 
to  establish  cement  manufacture  in  Ire- 
land, he  will  direct  the  Engineer  De- 
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parfment  in  Dublin  to  have  some  tests 
made  of  Irish  cement  in  the  presence  of 
the  manufacturers'  agents  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  facts  are,  no  doubt,  as  stated  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question.  The  War 
Department  does  not  desire  to  fetter  in 
any  way  a  contractor's  discretion  as  to 
where  he  procures  his  cement;  and  it 
would,  therefore,  be  contrary  to  the 
Rule  to  test  any  cement  except  that 
which  the  contractor  tenders  for  actual 
use. 

SEED  SUPPLY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1880— 
NON-PAYMENT  OF  THE  RATE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  non-payment  of  seed  rate  dis- 
qualifies a  ratepayer  from  voting  at  a 
Poor  Law  election  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University)  (in  reply)  said,  the  seed 
rate  being  plcused  in  the  same  position 
as  the  poor  rate,  its  non-payment  dis- 
qualified a  ratepayer  from  voting  at  an 
ordinary  Poor  Law  election. 

Mr.  HAYDEN:  Even  though  the 
poor  rate  is  paid  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN  :  Yes  ;  certainly. 

WAR    DEPARTMENT     (STORES,    &c.)— 

SALE     OF      DISUSED       ACCOUTRE- 

MENTS,  &c. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  disused  accoutrements  and  clothing 
of  the  Army  annually  sold  at  Woolwich 
consists  of  articles  which  have,  in  many 
instances,  been  used  very  little,  and  in 
many  others  not  used  at  all ;  whether 
such  stores  are  brought  up  to  Woolwich 
from  all  the  depots  in  the  country,  in- 
stead of  being  disposed  of  on  the  spot 
to  local  purchasers;  whether,  when 
brought  to  Woolwich,  they  are  put  up 
for  sale  in  very  large  quantities,  with  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  number  of  possible 
purchasers  to  a  small  ring  of  Jewish 
firms ;  and,  whether,  on  the  ground  that 
such  a  rings  exists,  the  contracts  for  the 
purchase  of  such  stores  are  given  with- 
out any  open  competition  whatever  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  (who  replied)  said ; 
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Asr^;aTdsclothin^,commandiDgof&cers ' 
BM  responBible  that  none  is  sold  which 
has  not  been  worn  for  the  regulated 
time.  It  ia  sold  in  the  districts  where 
it  is  discarded.  A.8  to  accoutre  me  nta, 
none  are  sold  which  can  be  made  avail- 
able for  service,  except  occasionally 
obsolete  patterns,  which  would  be  in- 
applicable to  our  troops.  Before  lale 
they  are  broken  up,  and  the  brass 
ornanienta,  &o.,  romored,  so  that  prEioti- 
oall;  it  is  only  the  old  leather  which  is 
sold!  All  storea  of  this  sortare  brought 
up  to  Woolwloh  to  bo  examined  before 
thej  are  parted  with.  It  ia  under  con- 
nderation whether  steps  cannot  betaken 
to  iQorease  the  competition  at  these 
Bales,  and  to  bring  the  ultimate  con- 
sumers into  more  direot  contact  with  the 
War  Department. 

INDIA— THE  TREATY  OF  GANDAMDK. 

Mb.  HUNTES  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Under  Seoretatj  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  an^,  and  what,  alteration  bae 
been  made  in  the  relations  of  the  Indian 
Ooremment  to  the  distiiota  of  Kurram, 
Fishia,  and  Sibi,  as  fixed  bj  the  Treat; 
of  Qandamnk  ? 

Thb  under  SEOEETAHY  of 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
jAifES  Feroosbon)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said  :  By  the  Treaty  of 
Gandamnk,  entered  into  with  the  Ameer 
Yakoob  Khan  on  Mav  26, 1879,  the  dis- 
tiiots  ofjFishin  and  Sibi  were  assigned 
to  the  British  Gavernment,  and  their 
BoTonaos,  after  deducting  the  charges 
of  the  Oivil  administration,  were  to  be 
paid  over  to  the  Ameer.  But  in  conse- 
ouence  of  the  massacre  of  the  English 
Mission  at  Oabul,  on  September  3,  1879, 
followed  by  the  abdication  of  Takoob 
Khan,  the  districts  in  question  remained 
in  British  occupation  ;  and  in  1 887  it  was 
found  necessary,  for  ad  mioi  strati  re  pur- 
poses, that  they  should  be  formally  in- 
corporated into  the  Indian  Empire. 
They  are  included  under  the  admiuis- 
tratiou  of  the  Chief  Oommissioner  of 
British Belooohiatan.  WhentheKurram 
yalley  was  evoouated  by  the  British 
troops  in  1880,  the  district  was  handed 
orer  to  the  independent  control  of  the 
Turri  tribes.     (1881,  0.  2,776,  p.  103). 

INLAND    REVENUE  —  EXEMPTION  — 

CAERLiaB  TAX  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  GREMER  (Shoreditch,  Haggera- 

ton)  asked  Mr.  Qhanoellor  of  the  Ex- 


chequer, If  ho  can  explain  why  the 
people  who  keep  carriages  In  Ireland 
should  be  exempt  from  the  Carriage 
Tax  ;  and,  whether,  in  the  changes  and 
modifications  which  he  has  promised  to 
make  in  the  incidence  of  the  tax,  he  will 
levy  the  impost  upon  the  keepers  of 
such  vehicles  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom, 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Coschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes,  Sir  ;  this  exemp- 
tion does  exist,  and  has  existed  since 
1823,  when  the  then  tax  on  carriages  in 
Ireland  was  repealed,  I  understand,  be- 
cause it  did  not  pay  the  cost  of  collection. 
In  reviewing  the  taxation  of  the  country 
since  that  date,  the  fact  that  Ireland 
does  not  pay  this  duty  has  always  been 
taken  into  consideration ;  and  it  has  been 
felt  that  its  re-imposition  in  Ireland 
without  some  equivalent  step  in  Great 
Britain  would  be  an  unfair  addition  to 
the  taxation  of  Ireland. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, before  bringing  in  his  Budget, 
would  take  into  oonsideration  similar 
oircuniatanceB  with  regard  to  Scotland. 

CHIBHNAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887  — STATE  OF  CO. 
FERMANAGH. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  follow- 
ing passage  intheaddressof  Mr.  Justice 
Andrews  to  the  Grand  Jury  of  County 
Fermanagh — 

"Gontleraen  of  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  Farmanagli,  it  is  gratifying  to  find  thnt 
thero  arc  only  four  caaea  to  go  before  you  ;  noiio 
of  tliem  will  keep  you  any  considerable  time, 
and  if  you  would  invastigate  one  small  bill,  and 
taka  up  the  porjury  bill,  it  will  greatly  facilitata 
the  buBiDeBB.  t'rom  the  character  of  the  bills 
to  go  before  you,  aod  from  tha  iaformation  I 
haya  received  from  officiula  since  I  cama  to  the 
town,  I  am  happy  to  Sad  that  your  couoty  is  in 
no  orderly  state,  and  it  gives  me  great  pleasure 
to  congratulate  ;ou  on  it ; " 
and,  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
continue  the  proclamation  of  Fermanagh 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act,  considering  the  highly 
peaceable  state  of  the  county  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNa-HARiiA») 
(Kent.  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  repliod) 
said,  he  had  seen  the  newspaper  report 
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of  the  Judge's  Charge  referred  to.   The  O'Eeilly  with  perjury.  As  regarded  the 

Goverument  did  intend  to  continue  the  last  paragraph,   it  appeared  that  Mr. 

Sroolamation  in  question.  It  was  only  O'Heilly  was  prevented  from  prosecu- 
ub-section  3,  Section  2  of  the  Act.  ting  at  the  last  Ballyhaunis  Present- 
That  was  unusual  in  Ireland ;  and  the  ment  Sessions  a  claim  for  malicious 
grounds  upon  which  the  G-overnment  injury  to  his  cattle,  owing  to  the  fact 
acted  were  explained  in  answer  to  that  his  claim  was  not  lodged  in  suffi- 
Questions  put  on  the  25th  of  July,  1887,  cient  time.  He,  however,  intended  to 
and  the  effect  of  their  action  was  to  appear  at  the  Presentment  Sessions  in 
assimilate  the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of  May. 
England. 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     BOUNDARIES 

CRIME    AND    OUTRAGE    (IRELAND)-  ACT,  1887— WARWICKSHIRE. 

ALLEGED  FIRING  ON  THE  PERSON,  Mr.     DUGDALE    (Warwickshire, 

CO:  MATO.  Nuneaton]  asked  the  President  of  the 

Mb.  CEILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the  K?^  P^T^'^r^  ni!"^!'  Whether  it 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  '^  ^^V*^^  ^^^^  ^J'  Chambers,  Assistant 

of    Ireland,     Whether    Mr.    Edward  Boundary  Commissioner  for  Warwick- 

O'Reilly,  who  is  Petty  Sessions  Clerk  ??^^%  ^'J^^'  '  .^^Jt.^'lf  [  Government 

of  BaUaghadereen.  County  Mayo,  as-  Bou'idaries  Act    1887,"  has  intimated 

sorted  thit  he  had  been  fired  at  in  the  ^'?  intention  to  hold  an  inquiry  at  Bir- 

townland  of  Barnaboy  on  the  ISth  of  n^^^g^am  on  the  11th  proximo, 

December    last  ;     whether,    in    conse-  « with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  facta  and  to 

quence  of  this  assertion,   two  respect-  hear  the  wisheii  of  the  Pablic  Bodies  whose 

able  young  men,  named  John  Stenson  work  and  jurisdiction  may  possibly  be  affected 

and  Michael  Towey,  were  forced  out  of  Jl^ 'jl^°JS^^^^^^         to  bo  accomplished  under 

.,    .    ,     ,           ^-1     "^         .          p  M-i      ,«,t  the  provisions  of  the  Act ; 
their  beds  on  the  morning  of  the  19th 

of  December,  and  conveyed  as  prisoners  whether,  with  a  view  to  their  immediate 
into  the  town  of  BaUaghadereen  ;  whe-  discussion  by  the  ratepayers,  and  to  the 
ther,  upon  this  case  being  heard  at  the  saving  of  expense  in  connection  with 
Petty  Sessions  Court  in  BaUaghadereen,  the  holding  of  such  an  inquiry,  the 
the  magistrates  dismissed  it;  and,  whe-  Boundary  Commissioners  will  at  once 
ther,  in  view  of  this  false  charge  made  formulate,  and  send  to  the  Public  Bodies 
against  these  two  innocent  yoimg  men,  interested,  the  changes  which  they 
and  the  subsequent  refusal  of  O'Eeilly  are  prepared  to  recommend  or  desire  to 
to  appear  and  sustain  in  Ballyhaunis  have  discussed ;  whether  any  alteration 
other  criminal  charges  brought  by  him  of  the  municipal  boundaries  of  the 
against  the  people  in  the  neighbourhood  Borough  of  Birmingham  is  still  pro- 
of BaUaghadereen,  the  Government  posed,  notwithstanding  the  communica- 
will  retain  him  in  the  office  of  Petty  tions  which  have  recently  taken  place 
Sessions  Clerk  for  BaUaghadereen  ?  on  the  subject  between  the  Boundary 
The  PAlRLIAMENTARY  UNDER  Commissioners  and  the  Clerk  of  the 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman)  Peace  for  Warwickshire ;  and,  whether 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  the  Boundary  Commissioners  will  direct 
said,  it  appeared  that  Mr.  O'Reilly  did  Mr.  Chambers  not  to  entertain  the 
say  that  he  had  been  fired  at  by  the  above  question  at  his  inquiry,  so  that 
men  named  in  the  Question.  They  the  PubHc  Bodies  interested  may  be 
were  arrested  on  the  19th  of  December  saved  the  expense  which  they  would 
and  brought  before  a  magistrate,  who  otherwise  have  to  incur  in  resisting 
admitted  them  to  bail.    They  were  then  such  a  proposal  ? 

tried  at  the  Petty  Sessions,  when  the  The    PRESIDENT    (Mr.    RiToniE) 

men  admitted  having  fired  shots  as  Mr.  (Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 

O'Reilly  passed,  but  that  they  did  not  said,  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local 

fire  at    him.     The    magistrates,    after  Government   Board  and  the  draftsmen 

hearing  the  case,  refused  informations,  who  prepared  the  Boundaries  Act,  it 

The  matter  had  been  fully  inquired  into  was    not    within    the     power    of    the 

by    the    Registrar    of    Petty  Sessions  Boundary    Commissioners    to    propose 

clerks,  and  he  had  not  found  that  there  any  alteration  in  the  mumcipal  boun- 

was    any    ground    for    charging    Mr.  daries  of  Birmiug^ham, 

Colonel  King'IIarman 
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BOVEBNMENT  CONTEACTS  -  THE 
UNION  STEAMSHIP  COMPANY- 
SIB  ALFRED  HLADE. 

Hk.  CREUER  (Shoredttch,  Hagger- 
■ton)  asked  the  Firet  LoTd  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Union  Steam- 
ship OompanT  have  a  contract  with  the 
OoTemment ;  and,  whether  Sir  Alfred 
Slads,  Beceirer  Ooneral  of  Inland  Be- 
Tenue,  in  a  Director  of  the  Company? 

Thx  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTii)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
informed  that  the  Union  Steamship 
Company  has  no  contract  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  QoTsrament.  Sir  Alfred  Slade 
18  a  Director  of  that  Company. 

ISISH  LAND  COM  MISSION- APPOINT. 
MBNT  OF  HEOISTRARS  OF  BOB-COM- 
MISSIONS. 

Mh.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Dona- 
Kal,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  In  whom  ia  the  appointment 
of  Registrars  of  Irish  Land  Sub-Com- 
missions vested ;  whether  he  is  aware 
of  any  instances  or  occasions  in  which 
the  Land  Oommisaioners  (and  suitors  in 
their  Courts)  have  had  cause  for  dis- 
flatisfaction  with  the  want  of  efficiency 
displayed  by  any  of  their  Sub-Regis- 
trars, who  were  appointed  from  the  open 
market  without  having  had  previous 
experience  of  Land  Commission  husi- 
nesa  ;  whether  it  would  be  possible  for 
the  Land  Oommissioners,  if  future  ap- 
pointments become  necessary,  to  make 
some  temporary  arrangement  whereby 
the  duties  of  Sub-Commission  Registrars 
could  be  performed  by  members  of  their 
own  staff  who  are  acquainted  with  such 
duties,  and  who,  from  tboir  continued 
connection  with  the  ofGco,  might  be  ex- 
pected to  discharge  the  functions  of 
Bab-Regislrars  in  the  country  with 
satisfaction  to  the  Chief  Commissioners ; 
whether  clerks  on  the  staiT  of  the  Com- 
mission have,  by  reason  of  their  past 
services,  a  prior  claim  to  any  increased 
emolument  that  might  arise  out  of  their 
temporary  employment  as  Sub-Regis- 
trars ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider  the 
expediency  of  having  some  alteration 
made  in  the  present  mode  of  selection 
of  Sub-Registrars,  whereby  an  efficient 
performance  of  their  duties,  which  is  of 
such  importance  to  the  public,  can  bo 
guaranteed  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SyiTii)    (Strand,   Westminster):    The 

VOL.  COOXXIII.       [.THIED  8EB111S.J 


appointment  of  Registrars  to  Sub- 
Ck>mmiBsioner8  is  vested,  by  the  Act  of 
1881,  in  the  Irish  Land  Commissioners. 

The  Commissioners  have  not  had  occa- 
sion, except  in  one  instance,  to  feel  or 
express  dissatisfaction  with  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duties  by  any  Sub-Registrar, 
nor  are  they  aware  that  suitors  have,  in 
any  case,  expressed  such  dissatisfaction. 
All  the  present  Sub-Registrars  are  men 
who  have  had  long  experience  in  their 
business.  Whenever  a  temporary  ar- 
rangement for  the  dischai^o  of  a  Sub- 
Registrar's  dutiea  becomes  necessary  it 
is  the  practice  of  the  Commissioners  to 
make  provision  for  it  by  means  of  a 
person  already  on  the  staff  of  the  De- 
partment. As  to  future  appointments 
to  the  office,  the  Commiasioners  will 
continue  to  exercise  the  discretion  vested 
in  them  according  to  their  judgment. 

INLAND  REVENUE— CIVIL  SERVANT.^ 
AND  POLITICAL  ASSOCIATIONS. 
Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  'Whether  the  only  rulo  pro^ 
mulgated  and  known  to  the  Inland  Se- 
venue,  relating  to  participation  in  poli- 
tical matters,  is  that  contained  in  the 
Qeneral  Instructions  to  Officers  of  the 
Inland  Revenue,  page  14 1  — namely, 
that 


"  No  por8( 
of  any  Potit 


LB  of  Mumbura  <il  Pnrlisinciit ; ' 


whether  there  ia  any  Rule,  and,  if  ae, 
what,  and  where,  and  how  promulgated, 
against  any  officer  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
"  taking  part  in  or  speaking  at  any 
public  political  meeting; "  and,  whether 
the  Primrose  League  is  a  Political  As- 
sociation within  the  meaning  of  the 
Rule  quoted  ? 

The  first  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitr)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Rule  in  force  in  the  Inland  Revenue 
Service  is  correctly  quoted ;  but  it  is 
well  understood  in  the  Inland  Revenue 
Service  that  officers  engaged  in  such 
duties  as  assessing  or  charging  taxes  or 
Excise  duties  are  bound  to  refrain  from 
public  speaking  and  controversies  on 
political  matters,  which  might  lay  them 
open  to  acousations  of  favouritism  in 
assessing  tho  duties  on  taxpayers  with 
whom  they  have  officially  to  deal.  Tho 
good  seuae  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Ser- 
•i  N 
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vice  hae  hitherto  recogoized  the  reason- 
ablenosa  of  the  Bulee  in  force;  and 
very  few  cases  have  been  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  Commiasioners  in  which, 
by  overt  acts,  officers  have  committed  a 
breach  of  them,  either  ic  letter  or  epirit. 
The  Primrose  League  is  a  Political  Aa- 
■ooiation  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Bule. 

Mr.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR :  Why 
is  Sir  Alfred  Slade  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  thia  Bule? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  stated,  on  a 
former  occaeion,  that  he  is  not  exempted 
from  its  operation  at  all. 

Mb.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR  aakod 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  a  recent  public  political  meet- 
ing held  in  Dublin,  attended  and  ad- 
dressed bv  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Bossendale  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  the  following  members  of 
the  Civil  Service  also  attended  and  occu- 
pied prominent  seats  on  the  platform  :  — 
namely,  General  Sflnkey,  Chief  Com- 
miasioner  of  Works;  Mr.  Koberts, 
Juniot'  Commiasioner ;  and  Mr.  Soady, 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Works  ;  and, 
whether  the  General  Bulea  of  the  Ser- 
vice, as  to  attending  and  taking  part  in 
public  political  meetings,  extends  to 
these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  gentlemen 
named  did  attend  the  public  meeting 
referred  to;  but  they  did  so  in  their 
private  capacity,  and  took  no  part  what- 
ever in  tho  proceedings.  Tlie  General 
Bulea  of  the  Uivil  Service  extend  to  all 
permanent  membera  of  that  Body. 

Mb.  ABTHUE  O'CONNOB  aaid, 
that,  as  a  consequence  of  tho  answers 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  hie  two 
last  Questions,  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther he  still  said  that  the  Bules  with 
regard  to  Political  Aasociations  wore  the 
same  for  all  branches  and  officers  of  the 
Public  Service  ? 

Mu.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Moat  certoinly, 
Sir. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Was  it  in  bis  private  capacity  that  Mr. 
Browning,  the  Solicitor  to  the  Land 
Commission,  aigned  tho  address  to  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Klember  for  Kos- 
'  '  1  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  E«- 
3  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  j 
I  aware  whether  a  similar  mani 


featation  of  political  opinio 


men  being  summarily  diBmisaed  owing  to 
their  attitude? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had  not 
had  Notice  of  the  Question,  and  he  was 
not  aware  of  anything  of  the  kind  to 
whichthe  hon. Gentleman  referred  having 
taken  place. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  swd,  he  would 
give  Notice  of  a  Question  on  that  sub- 
ject. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE. 

Mb.  BCET  (Morpeth)  asked  tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Treaeury,  whether  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  statement  made  in  TTit 
Oiiereer,  of  the  1 1th  instant,  to  the  effect 
that  the 


Sending  changos  in  th«  local  goTarnment  of  the 
[etropolis  F  " 
Tira  FIEST  LORD  JMr.  W.  H 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  My 
attention  was  first  called  to  the  state- 
ment alluded  to  by  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  There  is  no  foundation 
for  the  suggestion  that  the  Government 
have,  in  the  slightest  degree,  departed 
from  the  attitude  they  took  on  this  ques- 
tion in  1885  and  1887. 

LAND  LAW  (lEELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  tiie  Trea- 
sury, If  be  can  now  give  us  some  idea 
when  it  is  intended  by  the  Oovemment 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  renew  the  powers  in 
reference  to  the  Land  Oommiasion  under 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Aot  of  1861, 
which  will  expire  in  August  next  ? 

Thb  FIEST  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  am 
not  now  able  to  make  any  statement  on 
the  subject ;  but  I  will  do  so  in  a  very 
short  time. 


COMSIITTEE  OF  SELECTION  (SPECIAL 
REPORT). 
Sis  JOHN  MOWBRAY  reportedtrom 
the  Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they 
had  selected  the  fallowing  Six  Mom  bora 
to  be  the  Chairman's  Panel,  and  to  serve 
as  Chairmen  of  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  be  appointed  under  the  Stand- 


n  the  case  |  ing  Order  of  the  7th  March: — Mr.  Camp* 


of  other  pcntlomon  connected  with  the  I  bell-Bannerman,  Sir  Honry  James,  Mr. 
Land  Commission  led  to  those  gentle-  j  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Jlr.  IF.  H.  Smith 
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readily  all  the  dulcet  assurances  presented 
to  them  in  relation  to  our  affairs  in  India? 
The  answer  was  that  we  were  never  called 
upon  to  pay  any  part  of  the  cost  for  the 
acts  done  in  our  name  in  India.  The 
policy  was  ours,  but  the  cost  fell  else- 
where— namely,  on  the  well-filled  coffers 
of  the  opulent  Indian  ryot.  If  the 
British  taxpayers  were  called  upon  to 
pay  the  cost  of  the  Acts  in  policy  he 
virtually  sanctioned  there  would  be  no 
more  calm  admissions  of  ignorance  or 
indifference  as  to  Indian  affairs,  and  no 
more  absolute  surrender  of  them  into 
the  hands  of  delegated  authorities,  who, 
however  competent  and  able  they  might 
be — and  he  admitted  they  were  both — 
were,  like  all  other  Administrations  in 
the  world,  ever  so  much  better  for  the 
watchful  supervision  of  an  intelligent 
public  opinion.  For  instance,  the  loss 
arising  from  the  difference  in  exchange 
was  the  inevitable  outcome  of  our  Indian 
Frontier  policy  and  wasteful  expenditure. 
The  pursuit  of  that  policy  had  led  to 
the  increase  of  the  cost  of  our  standing 
Army  by  more  than  £2,000,000  a-year. 
If  wo  in  this  country,  who  were  respon- 
sible for  Indiah  policy,  and  had  to  pay 
the  cost,  or  oven  a  share  of  the  cost,  of 
the  acts  done  in  our  name  there  would 
be  a  marvellous  awakening  in  the  coun- 
try at  large  as  to  our  responsibilities. 
We  should  hear  of  less  unforeseen  de- 
ficits, of  costly  and  reckless  wars,  of 
wild  never-ending  and  ever-changing 
schemes  of  frontier  defence,  and  of  un- 
just annexations,  got  up  for  the  pre- 
sumed purpose  of  extending  that  trade 
which  wo  were,  in  fact,  doing  much  to 
encumber  in  our  existing  territory.  If 
we  wore  so  responsible,  even  that  never- 
failing  sheet-anchor  of  the  Indian  deficit- 
monger — loss  by  exchange — would  in 
whole  or  in  great  part  disappear.  In 
the  short  review  which  he  would  offer 
to  the  House  of  the  position  of  Indian 
finance  at  the  present  time,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  referring  to  the  deplorable 
complexity  of  the  accounts  of  India. 
It  was,  indeed,  a  disheartening  task  to 
endeavour  to  make  head  or  tail  of  them. 
That  extreme  complication  lent  itself  to 
a  plan  which  was  very  often  adopted  in 
that  House  by  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  India — the  plan  of  throwing  a 
barrow- full  of  figures  upon  the  floor  of 
the  House  towards  the  end  of  a  debate, 
at  a  time  and  under  circumstances  which 
made  it  impossible  for  them  to  bo  dis- 

2  N  2 


Sir  Matthew  White  Bidley,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson. 

Ordered,  That  the  Heport  do  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

MOTIONS. 

GOVERNMENT  OF  INDIA  (FRONTIER 
POLICY).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SLAQQ-  (Burnley),  in  rising  to 

move — 

'^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
unwise  Frontier  Policy  of  the  Government  of 
India  is  producing  grave  financial  difficulties 
in  that  country,  leaning  not  only  to  increased 
burdens  of  taxation,  but  to  the  extension  of  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  Revenue  purposes, 
with  serious  results  to  the  moral  and  material 
welfare  of  the  people,'* 

said,  at  the  outset  of  his  remarks,  he 
disclaimed  any  intention  to  attack  either 
the  motives  or  the  political  character  of 
the  men  responsible  for  the  Indian  policy 
which  he  wished  to  criticize.  He  was 
fully  alive  to  the  fact  that  we  owed  very 
much  to  the  able  Gentlemen  who,  both 
in  India  and  in  this  country,  conducted 
the  difficult  affairs  of  the  government 
of  India,  and  of  the  extreme  difference 
which  existed  between  the  representa- 
tive institutions  of  a  country  like  Eng- 
land and  the  despotic  or  semi-despotic 
methods  which,  at  any  rate  for  a  time, 
must  prevail  in  a  country  such  as  India. 
It  was  the  system  of  government  which 
in  a  large  measure  characterized  our 
administration  in  India,  and  not  tLo  per- 
sons who  conducted  that  system,  that 
he  should  venture  in  some  measure  to 
criticize.  He  was  aware  that  a  large 
section  of  the  community  held  the 
opinion  that  our  system  of  government 
in  India  could  not  possibly  be  improved  ; 
and  they  accepted  all  the  assertions  of 
Indian  officials  that  the  system  was,  in 
fact,  one  of  the  best  and  wisest  the  world 
had  ever  produced.  It  was  no  wonder, 
when  such  opinions  prevailed,  supported 
by  such  authority,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  were  apt  to  be  beguiled 
into  holding  the  same  idea,  more 
especiedly  when  many  officials  were 
inclined  to  speak  of  those  who  ventured 
to  criticize  the  acts  of  the  Government 
as  guilty  almost  of  impertinence.  These 
ideas  existing,  he  did  not  wonder  the 
public  were  lulled  into  acquiescence. 
How  was  it,  he  asked,  that  the  people 
at  large,  and  also  Members  of  the  House 
of  Ck>mmons,   accept^    eo  easily  and 
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cussed.    When  complaints  were  made 
about  extravagance  in  connection  with 
Indian  finance,  they  were  given  in  answer 
a  list  of  items  upon  which  the  expendi- 
ture had  been  made ;  but  that  was  not 
an  answer  to  the  complaint.     They  knew 
perfectly  well  that  Debt  and  an  inflated 
expenditure  were  the  result  of  military 
charges,    costly    annexations,    railways 
which  would  never  pay,  and  wild  schemes 
of  defence.     They  knew  also  that  the 
loss  on  exchange  was  the  outcome  of 
many  of  those  things.     The  question  he 
desired  an  answer  to  was — has  the  money 
been  wisely  spent,  and  have  we  got  value 
for  our  money  ?    They  might  suppose, 
from  the  way  in  which  enormous  expendi- 
ture in  India  was  defended,  that  they 
got  value  for  money  in  every  case — that 
there  were  very  valuable  assets  for  the 
outlay  which  had  been  made.     He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  he  could  show  that 
the  reverse  was  the   case.      He  could 
undertake  to  show  that  not  one  single 
Department  of  business  conducted  by 
the    Indian     Government    made     any 
profit    whatever.      On    the     contrary, 
enormous    losses    were    made  —  losses 
amounting  to  £'2,500,000  were  the  results 
of  the  business  efforts  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  India.     When  Indian  expendi- 
ture was  defended  in  that  House,  he  had 
noticed  for  years  back  that  one  item  was 
brought  forward  with  extreme  satisfac- 
tion.    That  was  the  item  of  £75,000,000 
represented  by  reproductive  public  works. 
But  the  misfortune  was  that  that  money 
had  not  been  expended  on  reproductive 
works  in  the  ordinary  business  sense  of 
the  term.     It  had  been  expended  upon 
works  which  might  have  been  reproduc- 
tive, and  which  ought  to  bo  reproduc- 
tive,  but  which,   as  a  matter  of  fact, 
occasioned  a  loss  to  the  taxpayers  of 
India.     He  found  that  the  State  rail- 
ways entailed  a  loss  of  £200,000  per 
annum  ;  the  guaranteed  railways  a  loss 
of  £800,000  ;  and  irrigation  works  a  loss 
of    £700,000.     If  they  added  to  those 
sums  the  interest  on  money  deposited 
with    Railway     Companies,    £500,000, 
it  would  be  seen  that  the  loss  on  tliose 
works  amounted  to  over  £2/200,000.  He 
assured  the  House  that  the  figures  he  had 
given  much  underrated  the  actual  loss, 
and  that  he  had  not  taken  into  account 
at  all  the  expenditure  which  had  been 
made  out  of  revenue.     The  Post  Office 
in  India  entailed  a  loss  of  £148,000  per 
annum,  and  the  Telegraphs  a  loss  of 

Mr.  Slagg 


£372,300.    Those  were  the  results  of 
the  business  exploits  of  the  Government 
in  India.     Those  were  the  works  whioli 
represented    £75,000,000    sterling    ex- 
pended in  reproductive  public  works. 
Those  were  very  deplorable  facts.  Within 
the  last  theee  years  the  increase  of  the 
permanent  Debt  of  India  had  amounted 
to  £14,000,000.     That  entailed  an  an- 
nual charge  for  interest  of  £600,000. 
The  present  frontier  policy  had.  enor- 
mously increased  taxation  in  India,  and 
he  ventured  to  say  that  taxation  was 
likely  to  be  further  increased  to  a  point 
at  which  the  people  of  India  would  bo 
utterly  unable  to  bear  it.     They  were 
now  only  at  the  beginning  of  a  vast 
military   expenditure,  if  the   policy  he 
thought  he  foresaw  in  regard  to  that 
country  was   carried    out.     They    had 
added  30,000  men  to  the  Army,  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  operations  in 
connection  with  the  frontier,  when  com- 
pleted, would  not  cost  much  less  than 
£10,000,000.      If  that  enormous   and 
extravagant    expenditure    was    under- 
taken for  the  good  and  benefit  of  the 
people  of  India,  then,   in  view  of  the 
Eevenue  of  India  and  the  present  rate 
of  taxation  in  that  country,  he  declared 
that  the  people   were  unable  to  bear 
it.      If,    on    the    other    hand,    as    he 
was  told,  it  was  undertaken  for  Imperial 
purposes,  then   surely  it  followed   and 
was  reasonable  that  the  cost  must  be- 
come an  Imperial  charge,  and  he  was 
perfectly  sure  that  in  the  end  it  must 
become  an  Imperial  charge.     The  Go- 
vernment so  far  found  it  very  easy  to 
borrow  the  money  to  fill  the  ever- widening 
chasm  in  connection  with  Indian  finance. 
It  was  easy  to  raise  the  money  now, 
because  the  credit  of  India  was  good. 
The  credit  of  India  was  good,  because 
he  did  not  believe  the  people  who  lent 
money  to  India  took  the  trouble  to  look 
into  the  accounts.     There  was  another 
reason  why  the  credit  of  India  was  good. 
It  was  that  there  was  a  lurking  convic- 
tion in  the  minds  of  those  who  advanced 
money    that    if   the    worst    came    the 
Imperial  Exchequer  would  not  let  the 
Indian    investors    lose    through   over- 
confidence  in  a  policy  which  the ''House 
and    the   constituencies    had    virtually 
sanctioned.     It  might  be  said  that  the 
Frontier  Question  was  a  military  one  ; 
but  he  would  venture  to  offer  the  opi- 
nion   of   very  high    military   authori- 
ties on    the   policy   that   was   now   in 
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mad  career  on  tlie  con6nes  of  Afghan- 
istan. Who,  he  asked,  was  respon- 
sible for  that  policy  ?  Who,  by  name, 
was  responsible  for  what  was  now  being 
done  on  the  frontier  of  Afghanistan  ? 
Was  it  being  carried  out  under  the  recom- 
mendation of  astute  military  advisers 
whose  opinions  controyerted  those  of 
the  most  consummate  soldiers  and  states- 
men, or  was  that  policy  actuated  by  feel- 
ings of  Eussophobism  or  wild  Jingoism 
in  mad  career  after  decorations  and 
K.O.B.'s  ?  What  was  the  advice  of  men 
whose  name  were  engraven  upon  the  his- 
tory of  India,  Lord  Lawrence,  Sir  James 
Outram,  and  Sir  William  E.  Mansfield 
with  regard  to  the  frontier  policy  ?  Their 
advice  was  that  an  attack  on  India 
should  always  be  met  in  India  itself, 
and  to  leave  anyone  who  had  the  taste 
for  it  to  the  enjoyment  of  opera- 
tions in  a  country  like  Afghanistan, 
amongst  its  amiable  inhabitants  and 
their  bloodthirsty  ruler.  Whoever  was 
the  author  of  this  present  policy,  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  advice 
of  past  days  was  to  defend  India  in 
India  itself,  and  to  leave  to  the  enemies 
of  India  the  arid  deserts  and  the  un- 
watered  and  unfruitful  plains  beyond  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Evesham  (Sir 
Eichard  Temple)  had  also  protested 
against  the  policy  of  going  into  Afghan- 
istan, saying  that  if  we  engaged  in 
Afghanistan,  Eussia  would  find  us  in 
the  hour  of  need  impoverished  and  em- 
barrassed ;  if  we  kept  out  of  Afghanistan 
Eussia  would  find  us  in  the  hour  of  need 
strong,  rich,  and  prosperous.  At  present 
Eussia  in  respect  to  India  was  at  one 
great  disadvantage — she  could  only  ap- 
proach through  a  very  difficult  country. 
Again,  the  same  indisputably  high 
authority  protested,  on  another  occasion, 
against  the  policy  of  fighting  Eussia 
somewhere  in  Afghanistan.  But  we 
were  casting  all  those  precious  warnings 
to  the  winds  and  doing  the  very  thing 
which  the  hon.  Member  warned  us 
against  doing.  No  doubt  it  would  be 
argued  that  Eussia  was  now  very  much 
nearer  India  than  at  the  time  that  advice 
was  given,  but  the  geographical  con- 
ditions of  the  question  had  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  altered.  The  geography 
of  Afghanistan  was  not  different  from 
what  it  had  been  before,  nor  was  he 
aware  that  there  was  any  augmentation 
of  her  natural  resources,  or  any  increase 
in  the  amiability  of  her  inhabitants. 
The  Indian  Frontier  was  past  praying  for 


now,  and  they  must  face  the  situation  as 
it  really  stood.  They  had  not  only 
entered  Afghanistan,  but  had  made 
Quetta  their  head-quarters,  and  at 
enormous  cost  they  were  at  that  mo- 
ment pushing  through  the  last  barrier 
which  separated  India  from  the  territory 
of  the  Ameer.  ,  They  were  now  within 
80  miles  of  Oandahar,  and  he  asked 
the  House  whether  the  insidious  in- 
fluences which  had  carried  us  thus 
far^were  to  be  permitted  to  continue, 
and  whether  the  operations  he  had 
alluded  to  were  to  go  on  until  our 
head  -  quarters  were  established  in 
Candahar  itself  ?  He  wanted  to  ask  the 
House  that  night  whether  it  was  willing 
to  sanction  a  policy  of  that  kind.  He 
had  no  doubt  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  approve  of  our  going  to  Oandahar, 
or  to  Herat,  or  to  the  North  Pole,  or 
anywhere  elso  whither  it  was  the  duty 
of  a  good  Jingo  to  proceed  ;  but  he 
asked  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House — Were  they  willing  that 
that  policy  should  be  carried  out  ?  Were 
they  willing  it  should  go  on  ?  If  so, 
then  he  could  not  refrain  from  asking 
why  they  turned  out  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment in  1880  and  abandoned  Gandahar 
and  the  road  to  it;  what  was  the 
meaning  of  all  their  talk  about  non- 
intervention and  their  pledges  against 
military  expenditure  ?  He  calculated 
that  the  country  had  since  the  time  of 
Lord  Lytton  spent  over  Afghanistan  in 
war  and  preparations  for  war,  in 
Boundary  Commissions  and  entertain- 
ments to  the  Ameer,  and  on  roads,  for- 
tifications, and  barracks,  a  sum  of  about 
£50,000,000.  [**Hear,  hear!'']  Yes; 
about  £50,000,000  had  been  spent  in 
establishing  ourselves  in  ono  corner  of 
Afghanistan,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  that  sum,  enormous  as  it  was,  was 
but  a  mere  fleabite  compared  with  the 
sum  that  would  have  to  be  spent  if  the 
policy  he  had  been  describing  wore 
carried  out.  Turning  to  Burmah,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had  told  tho  House 
that  the  cost  of  operations  there  had 
already  enormously  exceeded  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  expedition.  Accom- 
panying that  admission  there  had  been 
the  statement  that  the  cost  would,  in 
the  end,  be  amply  repaid  to  the  country. 
He  ventured  to  disagree  with  that  state- 
ment, and  based  his  disagreement  on 
I  what  Lower  Burmah.  the  best  part  of 
I  the  country,   had  cost  us.      The   cost 
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of  acquiring  Lower  Burmah  had 
been  £19,000,000,  and  so  far  all  we 
had  got  out  of  that  country  was  a 
surplus  revenue  of  £700,000  per 
annum.  That  sum,  of  course,  had 
disappeared  since  we  invaded  Upper 
Burmah.  Upper  Burmah  was  a  much 
less  productive  Province.  It  was  much 
larger,  and  its  settlement  and  adminis- 
tration would  be  much  more  costly.  It 
was  not  too  much  to  say  that  it  would 
cost  us  £15,000,000  to  settle  Upper 
Burmah.  No  doubt,  in  a  certain  sense, 
the  conquest  of  Upper  Burmah  had 
paid.  It  had  paid  the  Indian  officials 
very  well  —  it  had  provided  them 
with  new  and  lucrative  appointments 
—  but  it  must  be  remembered  .that 
the  Indian  Government  and  the  In- 
dian people  were  two  totally  different 
entities.  The  most  alarming  aspect 
of  this  question  was,  he  insisted,  its 
political  aspect.  The  House  knew  that 
the  very  solvency  of  India  depended 
upon  the  sale  of  opium  to  the  Chinese. 
Hitherto,  we  had  been  enabled  to  en- 
force the  sale  of  that  drug  in  China, 
because  we  had  always  been  able  to 
attack  the  seaboard  of  China,  while 
she  had  never  been  able  to  retaliate 
upon  us  in  any  way.  We  had  made 
two  such  attacks.  What  was  our  posi- 
tion now  ?  If  we  attempted  any  attack 
upon  China,  that  country  would  cer- 
tainly retaliate  with  an  incursion  of 
Black  Flags  from  the  Shan  Hills  into 
Burmah.  Therefore  our  position  in 
India  both  with  regard  to  Hussia  and 
China,  was  absolutely  reversed.  In 
former  times  neither  of  these  countries 
could  reach  us  at  all ;  now  it  appeared 
we  were  at  the  mercy  of  any  attack  they 
might  choose  to  direct  against  us.  Our 
security  depended  upon  the  goodwill  of 
Bussia  and  of  China,  and  if  these 
Powers  were  simultaneously  to  attack  us 
— and  that  they  might  do  with  no  pre- 
concertion  whatever — it  seemed  to  him 
we  should  have  to  retire  both  from 
Afghanistan  and  Upper  Burmah.  If 
wo  had  been  content  to  remain  in  our 
old  position  our  Army  would  have  been 
strong  enough  to  defend  our  own  terri- 
tory, but  it  was  a  question  whether  we 
had  resources  enough  to  defend  our- 
selves against  Bussia  in  Afghanistan 
and  against  China  in  Burmah.  Those 
were  contingencies  which  the  present 
policy  with  India  laid  us  open  to.  Our 
policy  in  Afghanistan  was  no  longer  a 
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defensive  and  a  protective  one,  but 
from  all  points  an  aggressive  one,  and 
for  the  purposes  of  that  policy  we  had 
instituted  aloadof  debt  upon  the  Indian 
people  which  would  be  very  hard  to  bear. 
What  we  had  got  for  our  money  was  a 
line  of  railway,  which  in  some  military 
contingency  might  be  useful  to  us,  but 
which  in  certain  adverse  circumstances 
might  be  equally  useful  to  the  invading 
forces.  From  our  present  position  it  ap- 
peared we  were  bound  to  occupy  Afghan- 
istan under  two  contingencies  by  no 
means  improbable — namely,  in  the  event 
of  Bussia  crossing  the  paper  boundary, 
which  she  declared  at  present  she  had 
no  intention  of  doing,  and  in  the  event  of 
the  death  of  the  Ameer.  Abdurrahman 
could  not  live  for  ever,  and  were  wo 
prepared,  in  the  state  of  chaos  which 
must  follow  his  demise,  to  undertake  the 
vast  obligations  which  would  be  imposed 
upon  us  ?  He  (Mr.  Slagg)  was  sure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  would 
tell  them  that  a  great  deal  of  that  ex- 
penditure, although  not  absolutely  pro- 
ductive in  the  commercial  sense  of  the 
term,  had  been  undertaken  for  purposes 
of  trade,  and  was  very  useful  for  those 
purposes.  He  was  certainly  not  indif- 
ferent to  trade  considerations.  In  fact, 
after  the  primary  end  of  the  welfare 
and  happiness  of  his  fellow- subjects  in 
India,  he  claimed  to  have  the  interest  of 
trade  most  in  his  mind  in  bis  action  that 
night.  But  if  they  were  to  obtain  good 
and  expanding  markets  for  the  com- 
merce of  this  country,  they  ought  to  do 
their  best  to  provide  that  their  customers 
in  India  should  enjoy  the  fullest  amount 
of  prosperity,  happiness,  and  comfort 
that  could  be  secured  for  them.  It  could 
not  be  good  for  trade  to  burden  them 
with  enormous  debt,  or  to  harass  them 
with  increased  taxation.  Let  us  develop 
India  by  all  means,  but  let  it  be  de- 
veloped in  a  businesslike  and  prudent 
manner.  He  would,  perhaps,  be  told 
that  India  was  a  rich  country,  and  could 
boar  increased  taxation  ;  but  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  that  that  was  the  case. 
If  she  were  rich,  they  would  not  at  this 
juncture  have  had  to  put  a  tax  of  2,000 
per  cent  on  every  grain  of  salt  which 
her  people  consumed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  had  said 
that  *'  India  had  always  seemed  rich, 
because  she  had  been  so  very  easy  to 
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plunder.''     It  would  be  better  to  im- 
prove our  markets  than  to  tax  the  people 
of  India  for  outrageous  frontier  works, 
while  in  regard  to  Burmah  we  might  do 
better  for  our  oustomers  there  than  to  lay 
waste  her  fairest  Provinces,  and  to  lay 
on  her  people  the  cost  of  conquest  and  of 
an  enormous  Executive.    As  to  the  Salt 
Tax,  the  gravest  aspect  of  that  tax  was 
that  it  pointed  with  absolute  certainty  to 
the  fact  there  was  not  one  other  single 
resource  of  taxation  left  to  our  Indian 
financiers.     He  had  looked  at  Native 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  Salt  Tax  as 
expressed  in  Native  newspapers,    and 
found  that  out  of  26  papers  24  spoke  in 
terms  almost  of  execration  of  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  enhancement  of  the 
Sedt  Duty.     But  there  was  something 
very  much  more  ominous  in  the  state- 
ments of  the  Native  newspapers  for  his 
manufacturing    friends — especially    for 
his  manufacturing  friends  in  Lancashire 
— regarding  the  present  taxation.     He 
found  that  1 1  of  these  papers  strongly 
recommended  a  return  to  the  obnoxious 
duties  on  the  import  of  cotton  goods  in 
India,  which  were  removed  some  years 
ago.     He  should  be  very  sorry  to  see  a 
reversion  to  such  a  policy,  for  next  to  a 
tax  upon  the  very  primary  necessaries  of 
food  came  in  order  an  objection  to  a  tax 
upon  the  first  necessaries  of  clothing, 
while  those  imposts  had  been  highly 
objectionable  on  account  of  their  pro- 
tective character,  and  because  they  gave 
a  most  unjust  preference  to  the  Indian 
manufacturer  over  his  Lancashire  rived. 
But  he  warned  his  manufacturing  friends 
of  the  danger  which  threatened  them, 
and  from  which  they  would  not  escape 
if  they  did  not  look  more  closely  to  the 
interests  of  India.     He  did  not  doubt 
that  with  all  our  resources  and  all  our 
wealth  we  ought  to  hold  and  maintain 
our  magnificent  Indian   Empire    until 
such  time,  at  least,  as  the  people  of  that 
country  could  govern  themselves.  Surely 
out  of  250,000,000  of   people   enough 
loyal  and  contented  men  could  be  found 
to  defend  the  barriers  of  our  Empire 
and  of  their  country  against  any  pos- 
sible invader.     It  seemed  to  him  that 
we  should,  however,  be  the  more  likely 
to  find  those  loyal  and  contented  men  in 
the  hour  of  need  if  we  took  pains  now 
to  govern  their  country  with  prudence, 
with  economy,  and  with  justice. 

Mr.   OAINE   (Barrow  -  in  -  Fumess) 
9aid,  he  begged  to  second  the  Motion 


of    his  hon.   Friend   the   Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg).     A  month  or  two 
ago  when  he  was  at  Bombay  he  saw  a 
number  of  Indian  cotton  manufacturers, 
who  expressed  a  wish  to  see  the  duties 
re-imposed  on  cotton   goods  imported 
into  India,  but  who  also  expressed  their 
willingness  to  have  an  Excise  duty  equal 
to   the  import  duties    on    Manchester 
goods  placed  upon  the  cotton  manufac- 
tured in  their  own  mills,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent any  charge   of  Protection.      His 
hon.  Friend  had  dealt  with  a  serious 
cause  of  increased  expenditure ;  but  he 
desired  to  say  something  on  the  methods 
by  which  the  Government  of  India  met 
it.   He  had  no  doubt  that  the  increasing 
burdens  of  taxation  had  stimulated  the 
Governments  of  the  different  Provinces 
of  India  to  promote  and  enlarge  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquor  with  very  serious 
results   to  tho  people  of  that  country. 
He  wished  in  his  speech  to  prove  that 
tho  growing  exigencies  of  the  Indian 
Government  were  leading  to  an  unduo 
stimulus  of  the  Abkari  or  Excise  Ee- 
vonue   by  the   establishment  of  spirit 
distilleries  and   liquor   shops  in   large 
numbers  of  places  where  till  recently 
they  never  existed,  in  defiance  of  Native 
opinion  and    the   protests   of    the    in- 
habitants, and  that  such  increased  faci- 
lity for  drinking  inevitably  produced  a 
steadily  increasing    consumption,    and 
spread  misery  and  ruin  among  the  in- 
dustrial classes  of  India.     In  1886   a 
meeting  was   held  in   London  of  the 
British  and  Colonial  Temperance  Con- 
gress, and  certain  resolutions  were  passed 
and  brought  to  the  notice  of  Lord  Cross. 
The  fact  was  that  the  Indian  Government 
wore  in  the  position  of  licensed  victual- 
lers, who  held  a  monopoly  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  were  responsible  entirely  for 
the  amount  of  the  liquor  that  was  sold, 
and  for  tho  methods  by  which  it  was 
sold.     The  Committee  appointed  by  tho 
Government  of  Bengal  in  1883  4  siiowed 
in  thoir  Keport  the  system  under  which 
licences  were  granted  and  the  conditions 
under  which  the  liquor  traffic  was  car- 
ried  on.      It  showed,    amongst    other 
things,   that  the  licenses   for  working 
stills  and  opening  liquor  shops  were,  as 
a  rule,  granted  upon  the  auction  system, 
being  thus  put  up,  as  it  were,  to  tho 
highest  bidder ;  that  the  licence  holders 
were  not  to  sell  more  than  six  quart 
bottles  to  one  person  at  one  time ;  that 
they  were  not  to  receive  goods  in  barter 
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for  the  liquor  thoy  sold ;  and  that  they 
were  not  to  permit  notoriously  bad  cha- 
racters to  resort  to  their  shops.  Ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  laid  before  the 
Committee,  the  out  -  stills  were  fre- 
quented by  large  numbers  of  people, 
young  and  old,  who  were  found  often 
in  a  high  state  of  intoxication,  singing 
ribald  songs,  and  making  all  kinds  of 
noises.  In  fact,  the  condition  of  things 
in  many  parts  of  India  was  precisely 
the  same  as  one  expected  to  find  in  un- 
controlled and  unchecked  public-houses 
which  exist  in  this  country — in  the  lowest 
slums  of  London.  Now,  in  consequence 
of  the  agitation  which  was  got  up  by  the 
British  and  Colonial  Temperance  Con- 
gress, Lord  Cross  sent  a  despatch  to 
the  Qovernment  of  India,  and  he  said 
that — 

"  The  Cong^ss  have  been  informed  that  the 
increase  which  recent  years  have  shown  in  the 
Excise  Revenue  of  India  is  due  to  a  system 
which  directly  leads  to  the  ostahlishment  of 
shops  for  the  sale  of  liquor  in  large  numbers  of 
places  where,  till  recently,  such  things  were 
unknown." 

A  reply  was  retiirnod  on  the  '26th  of 
Juno,  1887,  and  it  was  No.  80  of  the 
Qovernmont  of  India's  Papers  of  that 
year.  The  Paper  which  he  hold  in  his 
hand  was  an  elaborate  reply  to  the 
charge  of  the  British  and  Colonial  Tem- 
perance Congress.  The  case  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  was  summed  up  in  the  3rd 
paragraph,  in  which  it  was  stated — 

**Tho  principles  on  which  they  have  been 
based,  and  which  have  been  unanimously  ac- 
cepted by  all  the  authorities  concerned,  have 
been  these — that  liquor  should  bo  taxed  and 
consumption  restricted,  as  far  as  it  is  possible 
to  do  so,  without  imposing  positive  hardships 
U2)on  the  people  and  driving  tlicm  to  illicit 
manufacture.  The  facts  now  placed  on  record 
show  that  in  this  policy  the  T^caI  (Tovernments 
have  been  completely  successful,  and  that  the 
great  increase  of  Excise  Revenue  in  recent 
years,  which  the  Congress  take  as  evidence  of 
the  spread  of  drinking  habits,  really  represents 
a  much  smaller  consumption  of  liquor,  and  an 
infinitely  bettor  regulated  consumption  than 
the  smaller  revenue  of  former  years." 

The  two  sentences  he  had  quoted  from 
the  Paper  very  fairly  placed  before  the 
House  the  controversy  between  the 
British  and  Colonial  Temperance  Con- 
gress and  himself  in  supporting  this 
Kesolution  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  other.  The 
reply  all  through  was  an  attempt  to 
prove  that  instead  of  the  consumption 
of  liquor  having  increased  it  has  steadily 
decreased  in  consequence  of   the    in- 

Hr,  Catne 


creased  charges  of  taxation  and  higher 
rates  of  sale  of  spirits.  Now,  ho 
wished  to  point  out  that  in  their  Minutes 
the  Government  of  India  frankly  ad- 
mitted that  the  revenues  had  doubled  in 
10  years.     They  said — 

'*The  statement  that  the  population  of 
British  India  pay  nearly  twice  as  much  taxa- 
tion upon  the  intoxicants  they  consume  as  they 
did  10  years  ago  is  not  far  from  correct.  The 
Excise  Revenue  was  almost  £2,300,000  in 
1871-2  till  1873-4;  it  gradually  increased  to 
£2,600,000  in  1878-9,  and  since  that  year  the 
rate  of  increase  has  been  much  more  rapid,  the 
amount  in  1886-7  being  £1,265,600." 

They  stated  in  the  next  paragraph — 

**This  increase  of  revenue,  it  will  bo  seen 
from  this  note,  is  in  great  measure  due  to  the 
prevention  of  smuggling  by  better  administra- 
tion." 

But  all  through  the  Paper  there  was  no 

evidence  adduced  as  to  smuggling  and 

illicit  stills.     They  went  to  say — 

'*  It  is  due  also  in  part  to  increase  of  popula- 
tion, and  to  improved  means  of  communication. 
But  it  is  in  very  large  measure  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  last  eight  years  have  been  years  of 
extraordinary  agricultural  prosperity." 

Let  him  point  out  in  a  few  words  the 
increase  which  had  taken  place  during 
the  last  five  years.  In  1 883  the  revenue 
obtained  from  drink  was  £3,609,000,  in 
1884  £3,836,000,  in  1885  £4,012,000, 
in  1886  £4,152,000,  and  in  1887 
£4,266,000.  There  was  a  steady  rise 
in  the  revenue  with  really  no  change 
either  in  the  rate  of  taxation  or  of  any 
other  method  of  revenue  to  complicate 
the  comparison.  8o  that  if  during  the 
five  years  the  revenue  from  intoxicating 
liquor  had  increased  £660,000,  or  close 
upon  20  per  cent,  and  there  had  been 
no  changes  in  the  charges  of  taxation, 
he  thought  that  proved  there  had  been 
a  steady  increase  and  no  decrease  what- 
ever in  the  consumption  of  intoxicating 
liquor.  Now,  in  spite  of  these  explana- 
tions and  the  repeated  contention  that 
diminished  consumption  was  the  neces- 
sary result  of  increased  taxation,  the 
Indian  Government's  own  detailed 
figures  givon  in  the  Minute  abundantly 
proved  that  consumption  increased  not- 
withstanding increased  taxation.  There 
was  a  very  curious  Memorandum  from 
Mr.  E.  B.  Pritehard,  Commissioner  of 
Customs,  Salt,  Opium,  and  Abkari  of 
Bombay,  and  if  anybody  ought  to  know 
the  figures  connected  with  Excise 
Eevcnue  it  surely  ought  to  be  a  man  who 
had  the  whole  matter  in  charge.  Mr. 
Pritehard  carefully  selected  three  dis- 
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tricteiy  and  ga^e  the  figures  in  each  dis- 
trict, and   then  concluded  from  these 
three  districts,   where    there  a2)peared 
to  have  been  on  the  face  of  it  some 
diminution    in     the     consumption     of 
intoxicating    liquors,     that    the   same 
must  apply  to  the  12  other  districts  of 
the  Bombay  Presidency.     On  page  7  of 
this  Memorandum  there  was  a  state- 
ment of  the  number  of  gallons  which 
had  been  issued  from  tho  distillery  of 
Ahmedabad,  a  large  manufactory  situ- 
ated in  the  Bombay  Presidency.    The 
figures  began  in  1873,  and  stopped  in 
tho  year  1882.     They  began  by  giving 
five  years,  during  which  the  rate  of  duty 
per  gallon  was  one  rupee  and  one  anna. 
Wherever  the  duty  was  stationary  and 
fixed,  there  was  always  a  steady  increase 
in    the    consumption    of    intoxicating 
liquor.    In  the  first  year  the  number  of 
gallons  consumed  was  30,000,  and  in  the 
last  year  it  was  33,000.    Then  the  duty 
was  raised  to  two  rupees,  and  naturally 
the  revenue  increased.    During  the  four 
years,  when  there  was  a  steady  increase 
in  the  consumption  of  drink,  drinking 
habits  were  formed,   and  these  habits 
oould  not  be  got  rid  of,  and  in  spite  of 
the  increased  revenue  there  was  an  im- 
mediate rise  in  the  amount  of  drink  con- 
sumed under  the  two  rupee  duty.    It 
appeared    that    21,480     gallons    were 
issued  from  the  distillery  in  1878-9,  and 
this  amount    rose    in   three    years   to 
37,427  gallons.    But  then  the  table  was 
complicated  by  the  consumption  of  drink 
in  the  whole  district  of  Ahmedabad.  In 
the  first  years  the  population  of  the  dis- 
trict supplied  was  1 18,000,  but  the  popu- 
lation of  the  district  supplied  in  1881-2 
was  856,000,  and  the  figure  of  46,000 
g^ons  issued  was  given  for  this  largely 
increased  district.     There  the   figures 
stopped.     He  wanted  to  know  why  the 
Government,  in  adopting  this  Memo- 
randum of  Mr.  Pritchard,  which   was 
issued  in   1883,  did  not  carry  out  the 
remainder  of  the  figures  for  this  par- 
tfcular  district?     He   could   not   help 
thinking   that    they  did   not    do    this 
because    the    figures    told    altogether 
against  the  whole  Memorandum.     In 
the  Ahmedabad  district  the  consumption 
had  increased  from  46,000  gallons   in 
1882,   the  last  year  given,  to  48,000, 
46,000,  67,000,  and  63,000  in  1886,  so 
that  in  this  district  there  had  been  a 
steady  increase,  not  of  revenue,  but  of 
the  number  of  gallons  issued  from  the 


Government  still  of  30  per  cent  in  fivo 
years,  and  the  Government  deliberately 
suppressed    these  facts.      They    found 
precisely  the  same  thing  in  almost  every 
statement  laid  before  them.     They  took 
Ahmedabad  in  the  first  place,  and  then 
they  took  the  figures  from  the  Bombay 
Island,   and  one   found    precisely    the 
same  thing.    There  the  duty  was  one 
rupee  for  four  years,  and  there  was  a 
steady  increase  in  the  consumption  from 
907,000  to  979,000  gallons.     Then  the 
duty  was  raised  to  one  rupee  and  12 
annas,  and  the  number  of  gallons  con- 
sumed in    1876-7   was    566,000.    The 
consumption  rose  in  the  next  year  to 
653,000,  an  increase  of  16  per  cent. 
Then  the  duty  was  raised  to  two  rupees 
and  four  annas,  and  the  consumption 
was  585,000  gallons.    The  consumption 
steadily  rose  every  year,    till   1881-2, 
when  it  reached  680,000  gallons.     Now, 
why  again  did  they  stop  there  ?  Because 
the  moment  they  came  to  add  all  these 
figures  to  the  remaining  four  or  five  years 
available,  they  found  it  told  altogether 
against  the  Memorandum,  and  entirely 
in  favour  of  his  contention,  that  the  con- 
sumption   of  intoxicating  liquors  was 
steadily  on  the  increase.    During  the 
four    years    the     Indian    Government 
gave  in  this  table,  from  1879  to  1882, 
with  a  duty    of  two  rupees  and  four 
annas,  tho  total  consumption  in  the  four 
years  was  2,336,000   gallons.    During 
the  last  four  years,  the  figures  for  which 
they  suppressed,   the  consumption  had 
risen  to   2,503,000  gallons,  or  a  total 
increase  in  the  four  years  of  167,000 
gallons,    and   this  was   why  they   at- 
tempted to  prove  a  decreased  consump- 
tion.    There  were  other  tables  relating 
to  the  Bombay  Presidency  which  were 
equally  fallacious.     They  mixed  up  an 
extended  district.   They  took  Surat  City 
and  six  miles  around.     In  this  city  there 
were  94,000  gallons  consumed  in  1881-2, 
but  the   table  was  muddled  up  with 
three    different    districts.       In    Surat 
City,    Ohorasi,     Olpad,     and     Bordali 
Talukas,  the  entire  Surat  district,  there 
were     182,000     gallons    consumed    in 
1881-2.       The     consumption    rose     to 
237,000  in  1882-3,  to  249,000  in  1883-4, 
to  305,000  in    1884-5,    and  324,000   in 
1885-6,  so  that  in  this  district,  in  which 
they  quoted  figures  up  to  1882  to  prove 
their    contention,    that    there    was    a 
diminished   consumption   with    an  in- 
creased revenue,  the  actual  increase  in 
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the  numbor  of  gallons  of  spirits  turned 
out  was  144,000  in  five  years,  or  some- 
thing like  75  per  cent.  Now,  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  one 
of  the  most  mendacious  statements  ever 
put  into  a  State  document.  It  was  a 
statement  by  Mr.  Pritchard,  and  was  to 
be  found  on  page  9  of  the  Minute  he  held 
in  his  hand.  It  was  the  conclusion  Mr. 
Pritchard  drew  from  tho  sets  of  figures 
he  (Mr.  Caine)  had  quoted  and  enlarged 
upon.  It  was  headed — ''Eeasons  for 
belief  that  consumption  has  not  gene- 
rally increased ; "  and  the  statement 
was  to  the  effect  that — 

**  If  any  general  increase  in  consumption' had 
taken  place,  there  can  be  little  doubt  that  it 
would  have  shown  itself  in  one  or  other  of  the 
large  cities  just  mentioned,  each  of  which  con- 
tains a  large  and  striving  population  more  or 
less  accuEtomed  to  the  use  of  ardent  spirits. 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  has  occurred  in  any  of 
those  cities,  and  as  the  Abkari  administration  has 
been  conducted  on  precisely  the  same  principles 
in  all  parts  of  tho  Presidency,  tho  natural  pre- 
sumption is  that  the  consumption  of  spirit  has 
not  generally  increased  elsewhere." 

Now,  this  Memorandum  was  written  in 
1883-4,  and  the  Government  had  drafted 
it  into  their  Minute.  Why  had  not  the 
Government  of  Bombay  furnished  tables 
of  the  Excise  Kevenue  for  the  whole 
Presidency  ?  He  could  only  suppose 
it  was  because  they  would  have  knocked 
the  bottom  out  of  their  own  argument. 
He  had  tables,  however,  which  supplied 
the  deficiency.  In  188 1-2  the  amount  of 
liquor  supplied  in  the  Bombay  Presi- 
dency was  1,982,000  gallons,  and  it  rose 
steadily  to  2,607,000  in  1886.  Now,  at 
the  very  time  Mr.  Pritchard  wrote  this 
Memorandum  he  musb  have  known  that 
that  very  year  his  total  revenue  had 
risen  25  per  cent.  If  he  did  not,  he 
was  ignorant  and  incompetent.  If  he 
did,  why  did  he  insult  the  intelligence 
of  the  Government  of  India  by  writing 
such  a  ridiculous  and  mendacious  para- 
graph ? 

The  UNDER  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham) :  It  is  not  Mr.  Pritchard's 
Memorandum  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
is  quoting. 

Mr.  caine  said,  he  found  that  that 
was  so ;  and,  therefore,  he  changed  the 
strictures  he  made  to  whoever  compiled 
this  curious  Bombay  Report,  who,  I  un- 
derstood, was  Mr.  Pritchard.  He  did 
not  know  who  else  was  likely  to  have 
compiled  it ;  but  it  really  did  not  matter 

Mr,  Caine 


very  much.  Now,  the  increase  in  the 
five  years,  from  1S82  to  1886,  had  been 
31  per  cent  in  Native  manufactured 
spirit,  and  22  per  cent  in  imported  spirit. 
Let  him  turn  from  Bombay  to  Bengal'; 
there  the  out-still  system  was  in  full 
blast,  and  there  were  no  changes  worth 
notice  in  revenue  charges  to  complicate 
the  comparison.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  listen  to  the  figures  in  the  Minute 
relating  to  Bengal,  because  they  were 
more  honest  than  the  figures  relating  to 
Bombay.  In  the  Minute  the  figures 
were  brought  down  to  1886.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  showing  the 
way  in  which  the  number  of  shops  had 
increased,  and  how  the  net  revenue  from 
liquor  had  increased.  He  would  simply 
say  that  during  the  first  seven  years  of 
the  15  years  given  in  the  Minute  the 
average  revenue  from  intoxicating  liquor 
was  £620,000;  during  the  last  seven 
years  the  average  revenue  was  £900,000, 
or  an  increase  of  very  nearly  50  per  cent. 
Now,  he  found  that  just  the  same  had 
taken  place  in  nearly  all  the  other  dis- 
tricts of  India.  In  Madras,  in  1882,  the 
revenue  from  intoxicating  liquor  was 
£601,000,  while  in  1886  it  had  risen  to 
£810,000,  or  an  increase  of  35  per  cent 
in  four  years.  He  had  selected  these 
periods  because  there  was  no  change  in 
the  duty  during  that  time.  The  Minute 
admitted  that  in  the  Punjaub  tho  num- 
ber of  liquor  shops  had  increased  from 
874  to  1722  in  20  years,  an  increase  of 
120  per  cent.  The  Minute  admitted  that 
in  the  Central  Provinces  the  number  of 
liquor  shops  had  increased  from  6,000, 
in  1880,  to  8,000,  and  that  the  revenue 
had  more  than  doubled  itself  in  10  years. 
He  would  conclude  this  investigation  in 
figures  by  a  reference  to  the  North- West 
Provinces.  On  page  14  of  this  Report 
it  was  said — 

**  The  totals  for  the  United  Provinces,  as 
shown  in  the  margin,  ezhihit  a  progressive  in- 
crease up  to  1876-7>  sudden  fall  of  50  per 
cent  in  1877-8  (a  year  of  drought),  and  a 
rapid  recovery  afterwards ;  until  in  1882-3  the 
issues  are  50  per  cent  in  excess  of  those  of 
1872-3,  and  this  notwithstanding  tho  extension 
of  the  farming  and  out-still  systems  to  an  area  of 
over  15,000  square  mUes,  with  a  population  of 
7,000,000  persons." 

These  figures  showed  a  total  issue  in  the 
first  four  years  — 1872  to  1876  — of 
4,632,000  gallons.  During  the  last  four 
years— from  1882-3  to  1886— the  issue 
had  risen  to  5,692,000,  an  increase  of 
1,000,000,  or  22  per  cent  in  the  four 


Il09      dovernmnl  of  India       {Marcu  13,  1888}         (Frontier  Policy),  illO 


years.  But  here,  again,  there  was  a 
stoppage  in  the  year  1883,  and  again  he 
asked  himself  why  these  figures  were 
not  carried  beyond  this  particular  year, 
and  again  he  said,  because,  had  they,  it 
would  have  completely  knocked  the 
bottom  out  of  the  Qovemment's  argu- 
ment. The  Official  Report  of  the  North- 
Western  Provinces  for  1886  said — 

"Tho  Revenuo  from  Excise  has  continued  to 
advance  steadily,  and  the  gross  receipts  for  the 
year  under  report  are  the  highest  on  record, 
showing  an  increase  of  12  per  cont  on  the  pre- 
vious year«" 

And  there  was  another  significant  para- 
graph in  the  Eeport — namely — 

"The  high  rise  in  Cawnpore  is  duo  to  the 

opening    of     the     now     distillery At 

Hionaros  tho  licence  fees  for  the  year  wore  very 
high,  and  to  make  their  business  profitable  tho 
retail  doiJers  lowered  their  prices  and  thus 
largely  increased  tho  sale  of  liquor." 

That  was  one  of  the  commonest  evils  of 
this  Abkari  system.  They  give  far  too 
high  a  price  for  the  monopoly,  and  then, 
finding  they  were  not  making  as  much 
money  as  they  thought  they  ought, 
they  decreased  the  price  and  very  largely 
increased  the  sale.  Ho  commended  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst)  a  careful  perusal  of  page  3 
of  the  Excise  Report  of  tho  North - 
Western  Provinces  for  1886.  He  con- 
tended that  the  whole  tendency  of  the 
Excise  system  was  to  increase  the  con- 
sumption, and  that  he  had  proved  it  to 
the  very  hilt  from  the  very  documents 
which  the  Government  of  India,  misled 
by  some  mendacious  official,  had  put 
forward  to  prove  the  contrary.  The 
Government  were  driving  this  liquor 
trade  as  hard  as  they  could.  Collectors 
found  it  the  easiest  way  to  increase 
their  contribution  to  the  revenue,  and 
for  years  they  had  been  stimulating  the 
consumption  of  liquor  to  the  utmost. 
If  the  Government  continued  their  pre- 
sent policy  of  doubling  the  revenue 
every  10  years,  in  30  years  India  would 
be  one  of  the  most  drunken  and  most 
degraded  countries  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.  He  passed  away  now  to  another 
phase  of  the  subject — namely,  that  the 
Government  fostered  and  extended  this 
system  in  defiance  of  Native  opinion  and 
the  protests  of  the  inhabitants,  and  con- 
stantly established  out-stills  in  districts 
where  drinking  was  practically  unknown. 
In  the  Bombay  Presidency  tilie  number 


of  drinking  shops  increased  steadily. 
In  1884-5  the  number  of  shops  was 
3,594,  and  in  1885-6,  3,977,  an  increase 
of  1 1  per  cent  in  a  single  year.  He  also 
commended  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
a  study  of  the  North- Western  Provinces 
Annual  Report  for  1886-7,  and  also 
the  Bombay  Presidency  Report  for  the 
same  year.  On  page  8  of  the  Report 
for  the  North- Western  Provinces  they 
were  told  that — 

"  The  District  Reports  contain  repeated  assur- 
ances from  all  parts  of  tho  Provinces  that 
drinking  is  practically  unknown." 

He  should  have  thought  this  an  emi- 
nently satisfactory  condition  of  things, 
and  one  which  would  have  induced  any 
responsible  Government  to  congratulate 
themselves.  On  page  7  of  the  same  re- 
port they  were  told  how  an  enlightened 
Government  was  trying  to  get  rid  of 
such  a  happy  moral  condition,  and  suoh 
an  unhappy  condition  of  revenue — 

'*In  some  districts  tho  number  of  shops  was 
below  Government  standard.  Attempts  were 
made  to  increase  it,  but  not  with  conspicuous 
success.  From  Etah,  Etawah,  and  Muttia, 
many  now  licences  had  to  be  withdrawn, 
because  no  liquor  was  sold,  and  because  now 
shops  put  up  for  auction  were  not  bid  for.*' 

Another  paragraph  stated  that— 

''In  tho  Jhansi  district,  on  tho  other  hand, 
tho  number  of  shops  is  largely  in  oxcoss  of  tho 
Government  standard,  and  although  the  Com- 
mission of  Exciso  makes  no  Report  thereon,  it 
appeared  from  the  District  Reports  that  at  pre- 
sent it  is  inexpedient  to  make  any  considerable 
reduction  in  this  number." 

Exactly,  where  there  were  none  they 
forced  them  in,  and  where  there  were 
too  many  they  refused  to  reduce  them, 
and  that  was  the  Abkari  policy  all 
through  India.  On  page  7  of  this 
Minute  Mr.  Pritchard  made  this  state- 
ment— 

"Tn  Ahmedabad  several  now  shops  wore 
opened  last  yoar.  A  petition  objecting  to  some 
of  them  was  presented  to  tho  collector,  who 
after  inquiry  ordered  four  of  them  to  be  closed." 

That  was  what  he  called  local  option  at 
the  wrong  end.  If  the  Government  had 
consulted  the  inhabitants  of  tho  district 
before  the  shops  were  opened  tho  proba- 
bility was  that  those  shops  would  never 
have  been  opened  at   all.     What  the 

Eeople  demanded  was  that  they  should 
e  consulted  in  the  matter  of  the  open- 
ing of  new  drinking  shops.  The  same 
gentleman  also  expressea  the  opinioni 
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and  it  was  at  the  bottom  of  the  whole 
thing — 

''It  is  an  essontial  point  in  good  Excise 
administration  to  place  licit, liquor  within  easy 
reach  of  all  persons  wanting  drink." 

He  (Mr.  Caine)  could  quote  passage 
after  passage  from  other  Froyincial 
Beports  in  the  same  direction,  but  time 
did  not  permit.  He  had  spent  a  month 
in  India  with  this  question  mainly  in  his 
mind.  Every  Native  of  influence  and 
intelligence,  every  Christian  missionary, 
every  Englishman,  civil  or  military,  who 
knew  any  thing  whatever  of  the  Natives, 
as  well  as  his  own  personal  observation, 
oonflrmed  him  in  the  belief  that  the  few 
passages  he  had  quoted  from  the  Keport 
of  the  North-Western  Provinces  suffi- 
ciently indicated  the  disastrous  policy  of 
the  Government  of  India  in  their  efforts 
to  raise  revenue  out  of  the  vice  and 
degradation  of  the  people.  He  wanted 
to  say  a  word  upon  the  question  of  illicit 
distillation,  of  which  a  great  deal  was 
made.  It  was  contended  all  through 
the  Minute  that  there  was  no  real  in- 
crease in  consumption,  because  in  the 
earlier  years,  when  the  revenue  was 
small,  there  was  a  large  amount  of  illicit 
distillation.  This  was  sheer  humbug. 
Illicit  distillation  seldom  existed  until 
the  Government  had  created  a  de- 
mand by  setting  up  illicit  distillation. 
He  was  told  that  if  there  was  a  district 
where  there  was  no  out-still  they  got  a 
man  who  did  not  mind  a  month's  impri- 
sonment to  start  an  illicit  still.  That 
afforded  them  an  excuse  for  granting  a 
licence,  and  bringing  in  a  large  amount 
of  additional  revenue.  The  Eeport  of 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
this  very  question  in  Bengal  completely 
bore  out  the  statement  he  had  just  made 
as  to  the  way  in  which  illicit  distillation 
was  brought  about.  Christian  mis- 
sionaries felt  that  theseout-stills  were  the 
greatest  difficulties  they  had  to  doal 
with,  for  they  ruined  the  work  in  which 
they  were  engaged.  He  did  not  wonder 
that  Eo  great  an  authority  on  Indian 
questions  as  Sir  William  Hunter,  in  the 
wonderful  speech  he  delivered  lately  on 
the  religions  of  India,  declared  that  if 
Christian  missionaries  were  to  succeed 
in  India  it  must  be  upon  the  total 
abstinence  basis.  He  (Mr.  Caine)  could, 
if  time  permitted,  quote  from  the  Eeport 
of  the  Bengal  Committee,  and  from 
many  other  sources,  to  show  that  the 
Natives  protested  against  this  out-still 
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system,  and  declared  it  as  their  absolute 
opinion  that  it  largely  increased  drink- 
ing in  India.  This  system  had  induced 
habits  of  intemperance  where  they  never 
existed  before,  oecause  it  encouraged  the 
consumption  of  spirits  where  spirits  were 
never  drunk  before.  He  recommended 
any  Member  of  the  House  who  wished 
to  know  more  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Natives  of  India  to  get  the  Eeport  of 
the  Excise  Commission  in  Bengal  aud 
read  for  themselves.  The  great  objec- 
tion taken  to  his  argument  was  that, 
after  all,  if  they  took  the  totaj  amount 
of  liquor  consumed  in  India,  and  divided 
it  by  the  population,  it  did  not  come  to 
much  more  than  a  pint  or  a  pint  and 
a-half  per  head.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  there  was  an  immense 
Mahomedan  population  who  never  drank 
at  all — it  was  altogether  against  their 
religion.  Then,  again,  most  of  the 
castes  of  India  did  not  drink — indeed, 
from  all  the  inquiries  he  had  been  able 
to  make  from  those  who  knew  the  dis- 
tricts of  India  thoroughly  well,  he  did 
not  believe  there  were  more  than 
20,000,000  or  26,000,000  people  alto- 
gether who  were  in  the  habit  of  drink- 
ing intoxicating  liquor,  and  even  these 
generally  drank  it  on  festive  occasions 
and  not  as  a  beverage.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  had  any  remedy  to  pro- 
pose for  this  state  of  things  that  was 
likely  to  be  accepted  by  the  Government 
of  India  in  their  present  frame  of  mind. 
Tho  remedy  he  suggested  was  an  ex- 
ceedingly drastic  one ;  it  was  that  the 
principle  which  was  gaining  ground 
everywhere  where  the  Anglo-Saxon  race 
was  to  be  found — the  principle  of  Local 
Option  in  respect  to  this  question — should 
be  applied  in  India.  It  was,  of  course, 
very  much  easier  to  apply  the  principle 
of  Local  Option  where  liquor  shops  did 
not  exist  than  where  they  did.  In 
India,  however,  there  was  no  personal 
monopoly.  The  monopoly  belonged  to 
the  Government,  so  that  the  question  of 
compensation  for  vested  interests  did  not 
enter  into  the  calculation.  He  sincerely 
trusted  the  Government  of  India  would 
seriously  consider  whether  it  was  not 
desirable,  before  they  established  any 
new  out-still  in  any  district,  to  find  out 
whether  it  was  the  wish  of  the  main 
body  of  the  people  in  such  district  that 
an  out -still  should  be  established.  He 
was  perfectly  certain  that  if  this  were 
honestly  done  there  would  not  be  an* 
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other  out-still  established  throughoat  the 
length  and  breadth  of  India.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  that  the  mass  of 
evidence  contained  in  the  two  volumes 
from  which  he  had  quoted  was  full  of 
most  valuable  information.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Eeports  had  not 
been  acted  upon,  like  the  Reports  of  a 
great  many  other  Koyal  Commissions 
and  special  inquiries  in  this  country  and 
elsewhere.  He  suggested  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  appoint  a 
Ck>mmission,  a  fair  Commission,  a  Com- 
mission which  would  include  a  large 
proportion  of  Natives  in  its  composition, 
and  that  in  every  Province  of  India  a 
similar  inquiry  to  that  which  had  taken 
place  in  Bengal  should  be  made.  He 
had  no  desire  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  any  longer,  but  he  thought  he 
had  fully  proved  his  case.  He  had 
fully  shown  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
policy  which  had  been  recently  pursued 
in  India  of  increasing  the  expenditure 
unduly,  the  Government  were  com- 
pelled to  resort  to  a  method  for  raising 
Revenue  which  was  fraught  with  disaster 
to  the  people  of  India.  He  had  the 
very  greatest  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Slagg). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
unwise  Frontier  Policy  of  the  Government  of 
India  is  producing  grave  financial  difficulties  in 
that  country,  leading  not  only  to  increased 
burdens  of  taxation,  but  to  the  extension  of 
the  sale  of  inxtoxicating  liquors  for  Revenue 
purposes,  with  serious  results  to  the  moral  and 
material  welfare  of  the  people." — {Mr.  Slagg.) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHUROHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  When  I  saw  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg) 
had  secured  an  early  night  for  his  Mo- 
tion, I  thought  that  it  was  a  fortunate 
circumstance  in  the  interests  of  India. 
But  that  good  fortune  is  considerably 
diminished,  from  the  Indian  point  of 
view,  from  the  extremely  confused 
manner  in  which  the  affairs  of  India 
have  been  presented  to  the  House.  We 
have  had  two  subjects  of  great  import- 
ance brought  before  the  House  mixed 
up  as  if  they  were  connected — two  sub- 
jects which  have  not  the  remotest  con- 
nection the  one  with  the  other.  It  shows 
the  laxity  of  the  Rules  of  this  Assembly 
that  a  discussion  on  Indian  affairs 
should  be  permitted  to  take  so  wide  a 
range  as  this  discussion  has  taken  to- 


night. The  second  point  which  rather 
diminishes  our  good  fortune  is  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley,  instead  of 
supporting  his  proposition— for  which, 
I  may  say,  there  is  much  to  be  said — by 
facts  and  grave  arguments,  seemed  to 
import  into  the  whole  of  his  speech  an 
amount  of  what  I  may  call  partizan 
ferocity,  which  is  a  spirit  not  at  all  ap- 
plicable to  the  discussion  of  Indian 
affairs,  and  from  which,  except  on  ono 
occasion  some  years  ago,  Indian  affairs 
have  happily  boon  free  up  to  the  present 
time.  The  hon.  Member  made  a  variety 
of  statements  and  expressed  a  variety 
of  opinions  ;  but  few  of  his  statements 
and  none  of  his  opinions  were  supported 
by  one  single  item  of  fact.  Tho  hon. 
Member's  Motion  speaks  of  the  ^*  un- 
wise Frontier  Policy  of  the  Government 
of  India.''  I  agree  that  this  policy  has 
produced  grave  financial  difficulties ;  but 
I  can  go  no  further  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. I  must  utterly  decline  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caiuo) 
into  the  subject  with  which  he  has  dealt 
at  such  length.  The  operation  of  the 
Excise  Laws  in  India,  and  their  moral 
and  financial  effect,  merits  a  discussion 
on  its  own  account ;  but  it  is  a  most  diffi- 
cult and  complicated  subject,  and  ought 
not  to  be  mixed  up  with  the  other 
question.  All  I  wish  to  say  about  it  is 
this — that  just  as  with  the  subject 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley,  it  requires  to  be  debated 
with  sanity  and  common  sense,  and  not 
with  the  heat  and  acrimony — I  would 
almost  say  fanaticism — which  the  hon. 
Member  imports  into  every  discussion 
when  alcoholic  drinks  are  concerned.  I 
confine,  therefore,  my  remarks  to  tho 
tirst  paragraph  of  the  Resolution,  which 
deals  with  the  unwise  frontier  policy  of 
the  Government  of  India.  If  the  hon. 
Member  had  omitted  the  adjective 
*'  unwise  "  from  his  Motion  and  spoken 
only  of  the  frontier  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  as  the  cause  of  the  grave 
financial  difficulties,  no  one  would  have 
objected  to  his  Motion.  But  the  adjective 
*' unwise"  demands  some  remarks.  The 
hon.  Member  asked,  almost  in  despera- 
tion, who  was  responsible  for  such  a 
policy.  Why,  generally  speaking,  the 
House  of  Commons  is,  without  doubt. 
But  the  parties  primarily  responsible  for 
the  expenditure  were  Lord  Salisbury's 
Government  of  1885  and  tho  Ministers 
responsible  for  the  policy  of  that  day. 
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But  the  hon.  Member  must  recollect  that 
that  policy  was  exposed  to  the  House 
in  great  detail  in  the  Indian  Budget  of 
1885,  and  accepted  without  one  word  of 
criticism  by  the  Party  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  belongs,  or  by  the  hon. 
Member  himself.  I  think,  therefore,  it 
is  rather  late  in  the  day  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  come  down,  as  if  he  had  neyer 
been  in  any  Parliament  before,  and  to 
tax  the  Qovernment  of  India  with  having 
iucurred  this  large  expenditure  in  con- 
nection with  the  defence  of  the  frontier, 
a  policy  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  and  all  his  Party  acquiesced. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  wished  to  know  how  far 
those  Estimates  carried  the  frontier 
railway  ? 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  separate  the  expenditure  on  frontier 
defence  from  the  expenditure  under  the 
heading  of  railway,  road,  and  bridge 
communication.  These  Estimates  were 
all  laid  before  the  House,  and  adhered 
to  in  the  main,  though,  if  anything,  I 
think  they  have  been  exceeded  up  to  the 
present  time.  That  being  so,  the  answer 
to  the  question  as  to  the  responsibility 
is  that  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
hon.  Member  himself  are  responsible, 
because  he  accepted  the  policy.  Was  it 
an  unwise  policy  ?  What  was  the  state 
of  the  frontier  at  that  time  ?  We  were 
brought  as  near  to  war  with  Russia  as 
we  could  be  without  actually  being  at 
war.  The  Prime  Minister  demanded 
an  enormous  Vote  of  Credit,  and  the 
Indian  Government  incurred  immense 
expenditure  in  order  to  send  up  large 
bodies  of  troops  to  the  frontier.  The 
frontier  was  absolutely  defenceless. 
There  were  no  railways,  and  hardly 
any  roads  and  bridges,  to  enable  our 
troops  to  move  about  with  ease  or  with- 
out very  heavy  loss  and  expense.  Such 
was  the  state  of  the  frontier  at  that 
time.  We  knew  that  the  Russians 
were  perfecting  their  arrangements  in 
Central  Asia  with  the  view  of  bringing 
up  large  bodies  of  troops  to  the  borders 
of  Afghanistan,  for  the  purpose,  under 
certain  circumstances,  I  suppose,  of 
facilitating  their  entry  into  India ;  and 
the  Indian  Government  decided  that, 
for  the  ordinary  security  of  India,  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  undertake  a 
more  complete  defence  of  the  frontier. 
When  our  frontier  was  brought  very 
near  indeed  to  the  frontier  of  so  great 
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a  Power  as  Russia,  was  it  unwise  or 
foolish  to  take  steps  to  enable  us  to 
defend  our  frontier?  Is  there  any 
nation  in  the  world  which,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, would  not  have  adopted  a 
precisely  similar  policy  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman mistook  the  nature  of  the  do- 
fence  of  the  frontier.  He  insinuated,  or 
asserted,  that  the  object  of  this  expendi- 
ture on  the  frontier  was  to  enable  us  to 
enter  Afghanistan  and  to  carry  on  war 
with  Russia  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Herat.  Its  real  object  was  precisely 
the  reverse ;  it  was  to  enable  us  to 
await  the  advent  of  a  Russian  Army  in 
India  itself,  and  to  give  to  that  position 
a  strength  and  security  which  did  not 
before  exist.  Therefore,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  misleading  the  House  and 
the  country  when  he  stated  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  expenditure  was  to  enable  the 
Indian  Government  to  occupy  Afghan- 
istan and  to  advance  in  the  direction  of 
Central  Asia.  When  I  was  at  the  India 
Office  large  Estimates  were  submitted  to 
it  for  two  branches  of  frontier  defence. 
One  branch  related  to  road  communica- 
tion and  bridges,  and  the  other  to  the 
construction  of  great  fortified  works. 
Both  were  submitted  to  and  approved 
by  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  I  be- 
lieve the  Indian  Government  have  spent 
no  money  whatever  in  the  construction 
of  great  fortified  works. 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham) :  Some. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
But  nothing  like  what  was  estimated. 
I  believe  that  by  far  the  main  amount 
of  the  expenditure  has  been  confined  to 
the  construction  of  railways,  roads,  and 
bridges  across  the  rivers  in  that  part  of 
the  world.  I  quite  admit  that  the  pro- 
posed tunnel  through  the  Khojak 
Range,  which  is  to  cost  over  £1,500,000, 
and  to  take  two  or  three  years  to  con- 
struct, is  a  matter  which  ought  to  be 
considered  by  the  House.  It  is  a  most 
serious  expenditure,  and  very  solid 
reasons  ought  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  before  ratifying  the  action  of  the 
Indian  Government ;  but  you  cannot  say 
that  the  expenditure  on  railways  has 
been  an  unwise  expenditure,  nor  can 
you  say  that  it  is  unproductive.  It  may 
not  be  productive  now,  but  you  cannot 
tell  that  in  the  course  of  time  these  rail- 
ways may  not  repay,  or,  at  any  rate, 
yield  a  certain  amount  of  interest  on  the 
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capital  expended  upon  them.  Besides, 
railways,  where  there  is  a  great  extent 
of  frontier,  are  necessary  to  enable  troops 
to  be  moved  about  with  anything  like 
rapidity.  The  view  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley,  that  the  policy  of  the 
Government  was  an  aggressive  policy, 
is  a  mistake.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
demns the  annexation  of  Upper  Bur- 
mah,  and  states  that  the  ultimate  cost  of 
that  annexation  will  amount  to  about 
£15,000,000.  I  believe  that  to  be  a 
most  tremendous  exaggeration ;  indeed, 
I  doubt  whether  the  cost  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  exceeds  £4,000,000.  Although 
with  respect  to  the  Government  of  Upper 
Burmah,  there  is  now  a  yearly  deficit, 
still  that  deficit  ought  to  be,  and  I  be- 
lieve is,  a  decreasing  deficit.  In  time 
YOU  will  probably  find  that  Upper 
Burmah,  like  Lower  Burmah,  will  be 
self-supporting,  and  will  even  pay  a  con- 
siderable sum  into  the  funds  of  the 
Indian  Government.  If  I  recollect 
right,  there  has  been  for  a  long  time  in 
Lower  Burmah  a  surplus  of  revenue 
over  expenditure  of  £700,000  a-year.  I 
believe  that  for  the  last  three  years  or 
more  Lower  Burmah  has  paid  upwards 
of  £2,000,000  into  the  Indian  Exche- 
quer. [Sir  George  Campbell:  No, 
no!]  Well,  my  idea  was  that  the 
Lower  Burmah  Administration  had  paid 
a  surplus  of  £2,000,000  into  the  Calcutta 
Exchequer,  and  that  that  fact  was  a 
source  of  immense  discontent  among  the 
people  who  inhabit  the  Burmah  terri- 
tory. I  regard  both  the  policy  of  the 
annexation  of  Burmah  and  the  policy 
of  frontier  defence  with  the  utmost  grati- 
fication. I  believe  both  policies  reflect 
the  highest  credit  on  the  Administration 
which  sanctioned  them,  and  on  the 
House  of  Commons  which  ratified  them. 
One  will  add  to  the  security  and  the 
other  to  the  prosperity  of  India,  and  I 
am  certain  that  neither  of  those  policies 
could  have  been  avoided  by  any  wise 
statesman,  as  both  were  rendered  in- 
evitable by  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  I  come  now  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the 
Besolution  that  the  frontier  expenditure 
is  causing  grave  financial  difficulty  in 
India.  I  think  the  financial  difficulty 
in  India  at  the  present  time  is  most 
grave.  I  doubt  whether  it  could  well 
be  graver,  and  I  am  certain  that  that 
question  ought  to  receive  without  delay 
the  careful  and  concentrated  attention 


of  this  House.  What  is  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  India  looked  at 
broadly  ?  The  Indian  Government 
has  utterly  sacrificed  and  eaten  up 
the  Famine  Fund  of  £2,000,000. 
That  is  entirely  gone.  We  suspended 
its  operation  in  1885,  but  we  hoped  that 
the  state  of  things  would  improve,  and 
that  the  fund  would  be  enabled  to  come 
again  into  operation.  I  suppose  I  am 
correct  in  saying  that  the  expenditure  in 
connection  with  the  prevention  of  famioe 
since  that  time  has  been  almost  niL 
Not  only  is  this  surplus  of  £'2,000,000 
gone,  but  you  have  bad  to  fall  back  upon 
your  ultimate  taxation  resources — the 
increase  of  the  duty  on  salt — a  step  which 
only  the  most  desperate  financial  condi- 
tion could  warrant.  That  tax  has  been 
regarded  as  the  last  resource  in  the  case 
of  war.  It  has  been  the  object  of  suc- 
cessive Governments  to  reduce  that  tax 
to  the  lowest  possible  point.  But  the 
Government  have  been  obliged  to  raise 
the  Salt  Tax  in  time  of  profound  peace 
to  such  a  degree  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment expect  to  get  £1,700,000  yearly 
from  the  increase  of  the  tax.  Nothing 
could  be  more  startling  in  the  history  of 
Indian  finance  than  these  two  facts.  The 
Indian  Government  have  done  more. 
They  have  imposed  a  Petroleum  Tax.  It 
will  yield  a  comparatively  small  sum, 
about  £60,000,  but  in  its  nature  it  is  an 
oppressive  and  irritating  tax,  and  one 
which  will  fall  mainly  on  the  poor.  In 
spite  of  all  this  the  Finance  Minister 
of  India  is  barely  able  to  show  a  surplus, 
or  if  he  does,  it  is  so  small  as  not  to  be 
worthy  of  the  name.  More  than  that, 
your  whole  railway  enterprize  has  come 
to  an  end.  I  suppose  nothing  is  more 
important  to  the  future  of  India  than 
that  the  railway  system  should  be  en- 
couraged by  the  Government  in  every 
possible  way.  The  more  you  can  develop 
the  railways  of  India  the  more  will  her 
wealth  increase.  But  owing  to  financial 
conditions  railway  enterprize  in  India 
has  been  greatly  checked,  and  will  not  be 
likely  to  revive  during  the  next  few 
years.  The  result  is  that  you  have 
positively  got  to  the  end  of  your  taxation, 
what  with  an  increased  expenditure, 
owing  to  the  necessity  for  an  increased 
military  force,  with  an  increased  expen- 
diture for  the  defence  of  the  frontier,  and 
to  the  annexation  of  Burmah,  and  with 
an  increased  expenditure  owing  to  the 
fall  in  silver*    I  am  stating  what  no  ono 


IIIQ         Oovenment  of  India  {COMMONS}  {Frontier  Policy),  1120 


can  contradict.  Certainly  you  might  raise 
a  few  thousands  more  out  of  Income  Tax, 
but  it  woiild  be  but  a  small  sum,  and  the 
Finance  Minister  of  India  has  nowhere 
to  look  for  increased  Bevenue.  Am  I 
not  right,  therefore,  in  saying  that  the 
financial  situation  of  India  is  very  grave, 
and  that  never  since  the  British  Govern- 
ment took  over  the  government  of  the 
country  has  it  been  worse  ?  Under  these 
circumstances  there  are  certain  remedies 
proposed.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  as  I 
gather,  would  evactuate  Burmah,  and 
bring  the  expenditure  on  frontier  de- 
fences to  an  end.  But  there  are  other 
remedies  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
carefully  abstained  from  advocating.  I 
do  not  wonder  that  he  did  not  state  what 
harm  had  been  done  to  Indian  finance 
by  the  repeal  of  the  Custom  Duties  on 
cotton,  which,  from  a  Native  point  of 
view,  was  exceedingly  cruel  and  unjust. 
The  active  philanthropy  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  carry  him  so  far  as 
to  recommend  such  an  act  of  justice. 
But  there  is  another  remedy  which  has 
not  yet  been  tried,  and  which  is  most 
unpopulcu:  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
that  of  economy,  the  remedy  of  retrench- 
ment. I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  give 
the  House  some  remarkable  facts  as  to 
the  increasing  costs  of  the  administra- 
tion in  India  and  the  total  repudiation 
by  the  Indian  Government  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  economy.  A  paper  on  Indian 
resources  from  the  pen  of  a  distinguished 
gentleman  was  read  the  other  day  be- 
fore the  Society  of  Arts.  From  that  I 
gathered  the  following  figures,  which 
are  compiled  from  official  records.  I 
will  first  take  the  increased  cost  of  ad- 
ministration quite  apart  from  public 
works.  I  find  that  under  the  head  of 
administration,  which  covers  only  a 
limited  area,  there  has  been  an  increase 
in  15  years,  from  1870  to  1885,  of 
£440,000.  In  the  administration  of 
law  and  justice  in  the  same  period  the 
increase  has  been  £403,000,  and  under 
the  head  of  police  £399,000.  The  total 
increased  expenditure  under  these  heads 
is,  therefore,  £1,232,000.  The  medical 
services  have  increased  during  the 
15  years  by  £301,000,  the  poli- 
tical agencies  by  £414,000,  the 
miscellaneous  civil  charges  £83,000,  and 
other  expenditure  £1,685,000.  The 
total  increase  of  expenditure  between 
1870  and  1885  has  therefore  been  no 
less  than  £2,483,000.    I  pass  to  another 
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branch  of  expenditure.  Superannua- 
tion has  increased  in  15  years  by  no  less 
than  £1,953,000.  Therefore,  the  total 
increase  in  15  years  of  expenditure  con- 
nected with  administration  is  £5,668,000. 
In  addition  to  that  I  add  the  increased 
cost  of  the  collection  of  revenue  in  the 
same  period.  Under  the  head  of  land 
revenue  there  has  been  an  increase  of 
£1,118,000,  and  of  opium  £1,146,000. 
The  increased  cost  of  the  collection  of 
salt  revenue  is  £58,000,  making  the 
total  increase  in  the  cost  of  collection 
£2,322,000.  Adding  together  the  total 
increased  expenditure  for  administration 
purposes  and  collection  of  revenue,  I 
find  the  increase  has  been  no  less  than 
£7,990,000  in  15  years.  It  is  there  that 
large  economies  may  and  must  be  made. 
Tou  have-  got  absolutely  to  the  end  of 
your  resources,  and  it  is  only  by  econo- 
mies in  your  administration  of  India 
that  you  can  find  the  means  of  meeting 
your  expenditure.  I  said  that  the  cost 
of  collection  of  land  revenue  had  in- 
creased. I  find  that  in  1870  the  land 
revenue  only  produced  £744,000  less 
than  it  produced  in  1885,  but  the  cost 
of  collection  has  increased  by  £  1 , 1 88, 000. 
The  cost  of  collection  has  therefore  in- 
creased to  a  much  greater  extent  than 
the  revenue  itself.  In  1870  the  cost  of 
collection  was  10  per  cent  of  the  total, 
but  in  1885  it  amounted  to  15  per  cent, 
while  the  increase  in  the  land  revenue 
itself  is  less  than  5  per  cent.  Those 
figures  deserve  great  attention.  Su  it  is 
with  regard  to  opium.  Between  1870 
and  1885  the  opium  revenue  has  in- 
creased by  £863,000,  but  the  increased 
cost  of  collection  has  been  £1,146,000. 
These  are  matters  which  the  House  of 
Commons  must  look  into,  and  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  ordinary  official  expla- 
nation, and  the  gloss  which  the  official 
mind  naturally  puts  upon  those  ugly 
facts.  These  matters  require  the  atten- 
tion of  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House. 
The  other  point  which  I  wish  to  put 
before  the  House  is,  that  while  public 
works  in  India  have  been  a  large  source 
of  expenditure  in  one  way,  in  another 
they  have  been  very  profitable.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  denounced 
the  policy  pursued  in  regard  to  them, 
and  seemed  to  think  that  it  was  carried 
out  for  reasons  not  very  creditable  to 
Indian  Administrators.  He  insinuated 
that  the  English  public  were  deceived 
as  to  the  value  of  Judian  securities.    If 
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there  is  one  point  in  which  Indian  debt 
differs  from  almost  any  other,  it  is  that 
it  is  almost  wholly  represontod  by  assets. 
Tn  other  countries  the  debt  has  been 
wasted  in  wars  or  in  warlike  operations 
or  in  making  good  deficits.  But  the 
Indian  debt  of  £160,000,000,  no  less 
than  the  debt  of  £140,000,000,  is  repre- 
sented by  public  works,  and  that  fact 
giveslndian  crodit  groat  margin.  People 
feel  tbat  if  they  lend  money  to  India  it 
is  to  make  railways  or  irrigation  works, 
or  something  which  will  probably  prove 
remunerative.  It  will  never  do  for  tho 
Ilouse  to  allow  insinuations  and  aspera- 
tiocs  on  Indian  credit,  such  as  those  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley,  to  remain 
uncontradicted,  and  affect  that  credit. 

Mr.  SLAGG  :  I  pointed  out  that 
India  was  losing  a  large  amount  by 
the  public  works  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  alluded. 

I^RD  RANDOLPH  CHUROHILL  : 
I  distinctly  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman 
say  that  Indian  credit  was  much  higher 
in  the  Money  Market  than  it  ought  to 
be,  owing  to  the  nature  of  the  case.  I 
now  wish  to  point  out  that  large 
economies  might  be  effected  on  the 
Indian  public  works,  which  may  be 
divided  into  three  branches — railways, 
irrigation,  buildings,  and  roads.  Oom- 
paring  the  year  1876  with  the  year  1885 
wo  find  that  in  the  former  year  the 
revenue  from  railways  amounted  to 
£4,674,000,  and  the  expenditure  to 
£6,133,000,  being  an  excess  of  expendi- 
ture over  income  of  £1,559,000.  In 
1885  the  revenue  from  Indian  railways 
was  £]  1,898,000,  while  the  expenditure 
upon  them  was  £12,945,000,  showing 
an  excess  of  expenditure  over  revenue  of 
only  £1,047,000.  Therefore  tho  excess 
of  expenditure  over  revenue  as  re- 
gards Indian  railways  had  fallen  from 
£1,659,000  in  1876  to  £1,047,000  in 
1885,  thus  giving  promise  of  a  time 
when  the  revenue  will  exceed  tho  expen- 
diture and  those  railways  be  a  source 
of  profit  iustead  of  loss.  Then  with  re- 
gard to  irrigation  works  in  India,  the 
same  feature  of  excess  of  expenditure 
is  apparent  in  a  remarkable  degree.  We 
find  that,  whereas  in  1876  the  revenue  de- 
rived from  them  amounted  to  £575,000 
and  the  expenditure  upon  them  to 
£1,722,000,  showing  an  excess  of  ex- 
penditure over  revenue  of  £1,147,000, 
in  1886  the  revenue  derived  from  such 
works  was  £1,676,000,  against  an  ex- 

VOL.  OCOXXIII.    [third  series.] 


penditure  of  £2,218,000,  showing  an 
oxcesH  of  expenditure  over  revenue  of 
only  £572,000.  Therefore,  with  regard 
to  these  works,  again  we  may  justly 
look  forward  to  the  time  when  tho 
revenue  will  exceed  the  expenditure, 
and  we  shall  have  an  additional  source 
of  revenue  for  India.  I  now  come  to  a 
third  class  of  public  works  in  India, 
which  to  my  mind  is  the  most  objection- 
able, with  respect  to  which,  in  spite  of 
repeated  warnings,  the  Government  of 
India  has  never  been  sufficiently  on  its 
guard.  I  refer  to  those  in  the  nature 
of  public  buildings  and  roads.  I  find 
that,  whereas  the  revenue  derived  from 
this  class  of  works  in  1876  was  £524,000 
and  the  expenditure  upon  it  £4,683,000, 
showing  an  excess  of  expenditure  over 
revenue  of  £4,159,000,  in  1885  the 
revenue  amounted  to  £615,000,  against 
an  expenditure  of  £5,009,000,  showing 
an  excess  of  expenditure  over  revenue 
of  £4,394,000.  These  figures  showed 
that  instead  of  there  having  been  a  de- 
crease in  the  amount  of  excess  of  expendi- 
ture over  revenue  between  1 876  and  1885 
of  £512,000,  as  was  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  Indian  railways,  and  of  £575,000 
us  was  the  case  with  regard  to  the 
irrigation  works,  it  had  increased  with 
regard  to  other  public  works  £235,000 
in  that  period.  It  is  in  the  latter  branch 
of  public  works,  therefore,  that  the 
Indian  Government  must  be  compelled 
to  effect  economy,  and  if  they  do  not 
effect  such  economy  voluntarily,  pres- 
sure must  be  brought  to  bear  on  them 
by  the  action  of  this  House,  either  by 
passing  a  Resolution  on  the  subj  ect  or  by 
referring  the  question  of  Indian  finance 
to  a  Select  Committee.  In  one  of  these 
ways  the  Indian  Government  can  bo 
forced  to  make  those  large  economies 
which  they  can  make  if  they  only  have 
the  will.  I  am  very  glad  that  this  ques- 
tion has  been  brought  before  the  House 
upon  this  occasion,  as  much  good  may 
result  from  its  discussion.  Thoro  is, 
however,  another  point  to  which  I 
should  like  to  refer  in  relation  to  this 
subject.  It  has  been  very  justly  ob- 
served that  it  is  impossible  to  separate 
the  question  of  Indian  finance  from  that 
of  European  politics.  I  do  not  propose 
to  enter  into  a  lengthy  examination  of 
the  subject  at  the  present  moment,  but 
I  may  remark  that  there  is  the  closest 
and  most  intimate  connection  between 
Indian  expenditure  and  European  poli- 
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tics.  As  you  pursue  a  policy  in  Europe 
of  one  kind  there  is  no  doubt  that  India 
will  have  to  pay  for  it.  You  can  trace 
the  vast  increase  in  the  expenditure 
upon  the  military  frontiers  of  India 
directly  to  the  policy  which  this  country 
has  pursued  in  Europe  since  the  time  of 
the  Crimean  War.  At  that  period  we 
adopted  a  policy  against  Kussia  which 
might  have  been  suited  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  time.  Russia  was  then 
1,500  miles  away  from  our  Indian 
frontier,  and  now  she  has  approached  to 
within  300  or  400  miles  of  it,  and  is 
in  a  position,  by  modern  means  of  rail- 
way communication,  without  any  very 
impossible  or  superhuman  effort,  to 
hurl  great  forces  against  the  Afghan  terri- 
tory, and  even  upon  the  frontier  of  India 
itself.  It  is  therefore  worth  the  while 
of  this  House  to  consider  whether  it  is 
wise  to  pursue  in  Europe  aline  of  policy 
which,  if  unwisely  pressed  or  harshly 
handled,  may  force  Kussia  to  collect  and 
concentrate  and  even  precipitate  her 
armies  upon  our  Indian  frontier.  What- 
ever may  be  the  result  of  pursuing  such 
a  line  of  policy  in  Europe,  depend  upon 
it  that  India  will  have  to  pay  for  it. 
This  is,  however,  far  too  large  a  subject 
for  me  to  enter  upon  in  detail  to-night. 
The  House,  however,  will  do  well  to 
bear  in  mind  the  connection  which  I 
have  pointed  out  exists  between  Indian 
expenditure  and  British  European 
policy,  and  that  by  pursuing  a  certain 
policy  in  Europe  we  are  necessarily 
throwing  financial  burdens  upon  India, 
with  regard  to  which  we  must  come  to 
the  consideration  whether  we  shall  not 
give  her  financial  assistance.  These 
are  matters  which  the  House  will  have 
to  consider  some  time  or  other.  For 
the  moment  I  content  myself  by  urging 
that  the  Indian  Government  must  be 
taught  economy  and  must  bo  compelled 
to  pursue  a  policy  of  retrenchment,  be- 
cause if  she  be  not  taught  to  pursue 
such  a  policy  she  will  bo  approaching  a 
financial  condition  which  will  not  bo  far 
removed  from  actual  insolvoncv. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  was  thankful  to  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  for  the 
very  important  speech  ho  had  made, 
which  contained  an  immense  amount  of 
truth.  For  his  own  part  he  entirely 
concurred  with  a  great  deal  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  said.  The  House  should, 
in  his  opinion,  come  to  a  definite  con- 
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elusion  as  to  the  character  of  the  policy 
which  the  Indian  Government  ought  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  the  frontiers  of 
India  and  the  Excise.  The  noble  Lord 
had  made  the  very  important  admission 
that  the  Indian  frontier  policy  of  the 
Gx)vernment,  which  was  laid  before  the 
country  in  1885,  did  not  include  tho 
extension  of  the  railway  beyond  Quetta. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  understood 
that  the  question  of  the  extension  of  the 
railway  beyond  Quetta  and  the  carrying 
of  it  through  the  Khojak  Pass  was  one 
which  was  not  determined  upon,  but 
which  he  thought  the  House  ought  to 
determine  upon.  He  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) had  put  a  Question  on  that  subject 
not  long  ago  to  the  Under  Secretary  for 
India;  he  asked  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Government  was  committed 
to  that  policy,  and  his  answer  was 
*'Yes,  Sir.  It  is  under  construction." 
That  being  so  he  was  very  glad  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  given  the  House 
this  very  serious  warning  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  after  his  words  he  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  be  induced 
to  withhold  their  hand  before  they  com- 
mitted themselves  irrevocably  to  an 
enterprize  which  would  cost  £1,500,000. 
When  he  saw  upon  the  Paper  the  Notice 
of  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  he  was 
ready  to  support  that  Motion,  under  the 
idea  that  we  were  creeping  up  to  Oanda- 
har  without  the  sanction  or  the  know- 
ledge of  the  House,  and  he,  in  common 
with  other  Members  of  the  House,  was 
much  astonished  to  hear  that  the 
railway  through  this  Pass  was  already 
under  construction.  He  said  that  this 
would  be  a  most  dangerous  undertaking 
for  the  country  to  be  committed  to.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  be  given  an 
opportunity  of  judging  of  that  subject, 
and  that  the  country  would  not  be  com- 
mitted to  this  frontier  policy  without  the 
knowledge  and  consent  of  the  House. 
He  agreed  that  our  frontier  policy  in 
India  was  intimately  connected  with 
our  home  policy.  Of  course,  if  we 
bearded  Russia  in  Europe  she  would 
make  herself  disagreeable,  and,  if  she 
did  not  attack  us  in  Asia,  she  would  cause 
every  difficulty  there  which  would  lead 
us  into  expenditure  in  regard  to  our 
frontier  policy.  He  was  not  so  sanguine 
as  the  noble  Lord  in  regard  to  the  future 
prospects  of  Upper  Burmah ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  Lower  Burmah  had 
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beeu  financially  a  success  in  respect  of 
anything  else  but  the  export  of  rice. 
But  he  heartily  concurred  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  the  belief  that  the  financial 
position  of  India  was  most  grave,  that  it 
required  consideration ,  and  in  the  hope 
that  it  would  be  thoroughly  considered 
by  the  House  and  the  authorities  in 
India.  Ho  also  agreed  with  him  in 
believing  that  a  main  remedy  for  this 
state  of  affairs  lay  in  the  use  of  efforts 
in  the  direction  of  economy,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  was  not  equally 
hopeful  with  him  that  the  extrava- 
gances complained  of  would  be  so  easily 
checked.  When  the  noble  Lord  al- 
luded to  the  greatly  increased  cost  of 
the  collection  of  the  opium  revenue  he 
thought  he  was  in  error,  because  the 
increase  was  not  in  the  cost  of  col- 
lection but  in  the  cost  of  buying  the  raw 
material.  Then  with  regard  to  the  col- 
lection of  the  land  revenue,  he  was  not  in 
a  position  to  compare  the  figures  relating 
to  India  with  those  relating  to  this 
country ;  because  in  India  they  must 
consider  that  not  the  cost  of  collection 
but  the  cost  of  administration  of  the 
whole  estate  of  India  was  included,  and 
although  this  was  creeping  on  he  did  not 
consider  it  so  extravagant  as  the  noble 
Lord  did  when  he  compared  it  with  the 
expenditure  in  this  country.  He  agreed 
with  him  that  the  policy  of  constructing 
railways  in  India  bad  been  a  successful 
policy,  and  hoped  that  the  railways 
hitherto  laid  down  were  approaching 
that  point  when,  instead  of  there  being 
a  deficit,  there  would  be  profit  on  their 
working.  But  he  was  not  without  appre- 
hension that,  having  been  successful  in 
some  cases,  we  might  be  led  into  making 
other  railways  that  were  not  so  paying. 
The  subject,  therefore,  required  to  be 
carefully  handled.  The  noble  Lord  was 
under  the  impression  that  the  irrigation 
revenue  was  increasing ;  but,  having 
had  some  experience  of  irrigation  works 
in  Bengal,  he  was  obliged  to  say  that 
the  Keturns  were  most  disappointing. 
The  House  had  at  one  time  been  under 
a  great  spell  on  this  subject  of  irrigation, 
but  he  must  point  out  that  many  of  the 
works  had  not  paid  for  the  cost  of  admi- 
nistration, or  returned  one  farthing  of 
interest.  He  thought  their  experience 
in  the  matter  ought  rather  to  be  taken 
as  a  warning  that  they  should  not  rush 
too  rashly  into  schemes  that  would  land 
^8  in  a  loss.  He  was  afraid  with  regard 


to  this  matter  of  frontier  railways  and 
some  others  that  they  were  following  a 
false  system  of  finance.  Tlie  expense 
connected  with  our  frontier  railways 
had  been  one  of  the  Aiain  factors 
in  bringing  about  the  present  finan- 
cial position  in  India,  andj  the  in- 
crease of  taxation,  and  to  attempt 
to  justify  these  railways  under  the  head 
of  productive  works  was,  he  thought 
wrong.  The  Report  of  the  Oommitteo 
contained  these  words — 

"  It  must  ho  distinctly  and  emphatically  un- 
derstood that  these  railways  should  not  lead  to 
an  increase  of  taxation." 

And  it  seemed  to  him  that  that  injunc- 
tion had  been  directly  violated.  To  class 
these  wholly  uuproductive  works  in  the 
same  category  with  productive  works 
without  a  sinking  f  una,  or  some  plan  by 
which  the  expenses  might  be  met,  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  very  dangerous  principle. 
Therefore,  he  strongly  urged  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  in  dealing  with  the 
account  of  unproductive  expenditure,  to 
treat  it  under  a  separate  head,  and  to 
tell  the  House  by  what  means  the  ex- 
penditure was  to  bo  met,  and,  further, 
that  it  should  not  be  allowed  to  go  on 
without  being  brought  within  the  limits 
of  the  Budget.  The  Under  Secretary, 
of  course,  desired  to  pass  the  Bill  intro- 
duced by  him  the  other  night  relating 
to  the  purchase  of  railways  in  India,  and 
he  reminded  him  that  the  matter  was 
one  which  should  be  dealt  with  seriously 
and  deliberately.  It  was  to  him  a  matter 
of  great  concern  that  the  only  part  of 
the  Eevenue  of  India  which  showed  an 
increase,  was  that  which  came  from  the 
Excise.  This  had  been  going  up  by 
leaps  and  bounds,  and  he  said  that  this 
was  a  subject  that  required  very  careful 
consideration.  He  did  not  go  as  far  as 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  in  attri- 
bntiog  wicked  designs  to  the  G-ovemment 
of  India.  The  Excise  question  in  India 
was  very  much  the  same  as  the  Excise 
question  in  this  country — that  was  to 
say,  with  the  advance  of  wealth,  civiliza- 
tion and  Ohristianity,  people  drank  more 
than  in  former  times.  That  being  so, 
he  thought  the  Government  should  faco 
the  question  in  the  same  spirit  as  they 
facea  it  at  home ;  and  that  they  were 
bound  to  raise  the  maximum  Kevenue 
on  a  minimum  consumption  of  drink, 
and  he  was  very  much  in  doubt  whether 
that  principle  was  acted  upon  in  India. 
As  regarded  Bengal,  he  thought  there 

2  0  2 


i  1 2  7        Government  of  India        { COM  MON  S } 


{Frontier  Policy).  1128 


was  good  ground  for  complaint  that  the 
Government  had  pursued  a  policy  which 
had,  as  shown  by  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  undoubtedly  led  to  a  great 
increase  of  drinking,  and  to  a, 
therefore,  unjustifiable  increase  of  Re- 
venue. He  said  with  sorrow  and  regret 
that  the  change  made  in  this  Province 
was  made  for  the  purpose  of  revenue. 
He  would  not  believe  that  the  Govern- 
ment oE  India  were  conspirators  in 
wickedness,  but  he  did  hold  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  finance,  this  rapidly  in- 
creasing revenue  must  become  the  sub- 
ject of  careful  examination,  and  that  if 
any  blots  were  found  upon  the  present 
system  they  should  be  got  rid  of  even,  if 
necessary,  at  some  sacrifice  of  revenue. 
He  had  only  to  say  that  they  were  under 
a  very  great  obligation  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  opposite,  for  the 
admirable  speech  and  the  most  important 
considerations  which  he  had  submitted 
to  the  House,  and  he  hoped  the  result 
would  be  that  the  Government  would 
reconsider  their  position  with  regard  to 
an  inquiry  into  the  main  question  of 
Indian  Policy.  He  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  proceed  with  a  limited  inquiry 
into  certain  important  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Government  of  India. 
In  his  opinion  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  was  quite  right  in 
saying  that  the  financial  position  was 
more  grave  and  difficult  than  before, 
that  the  conscience  of  the  people  of  this 
country  was  more  awake  with  regard  to 
Indian  questions  than  was  formerly  the 
case.  It  was  most  necessary  that  full 
inquiry  should  be  made. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
(Chatham)  said,  he  thought  that  the 
Mover  and  the  Seconder  of  the  Resolu- 
tion before  the  House  were  to  be  con- 
gratulated on  their  ingenuity  in  framing 
that  Resolution  in  such  terms  as  caused 
two  perfectly  distinct  subjects  to  be 
mixed  up  in  one  debate.  The  connecting 
link  between  those  two  subjects— the 
revenue — had,  he  ventured  to  say, 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  either  of 
them.  The  duty  of  the  Government 
to  make  the  frontier  safe,  not  only 
against  attack  but  even  against  alarm, 
did  not  depend  in  any  way  upon  revenue 
considerations.  The  Government  of 
India  conceived  that,  having  undertaken 
the  duty  of  governing  and  protecting  the 
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vast  population  that  inhabited  India,  it 
was  their  duty  to  protect  them  so 
thoroughly  against  the  possibility  of 
foreign  invasion  as  to  enable  them  to 
dwell  in  safety ;  and  if  any  apathy  or 
any  deficiency  in  that  respect,  based  on 
any  financial  considerations,  were 
allowed  to  interfere  with  the  discharge 
of  that  duty  by  the  Indian  Government, 
they  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  guilty  of 
a  great  political  crime.  The  necessary 
money,  if  it  could  not  be  afforded  out  of 
the  revenues  of  India,  might  perfectly 
and  justly  have  been  borrowed;  and  if 
the  Government  of  India  had  borrowed 
the  whole  of  the  £8,500,000  that  had 
been  spent,  or  the  whole  of  the 
£10,000,000  which  thehon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  thought  would  bo 
spent  before  the  works  were  completed — 
if  they  were  to  borrow  the  whole  of  that 
money  and  not  to  spend  a  single  shil- 
ling out  of  revenue,  they  would  have 
been  justified  in  so  doing  on  sound 
economical  considerations, .  It  was  quite 
true  that  this  expenditure  was  partly 
productive ;  but  he  would  not  rest  the 
defence  of  the  Indian  Government  on 
that  ground.  Some  of  the  railways 
which  had  been  made,  and  particularly 
the  railway  which  went  along  the  Valley 
of  the  Indus,  through  a  very  rich  coun- 
try capable  of  high  cultivation,  might 
probably  attract  population  and  cultiva- 
tion, and  become  in  course  of  time  pay- 
ing railways.  But  even  if  those  railways 
were  unproductive,  and  were  certain 
to  remain  unproductive  for  ever,  it 
would,  nevertheless,  have  been  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  make  them.  But 
if  the  question  of  frontier  defence  was 
not  based  on  considerations  of  revenue, 
still  less  was  it  based  upon  the  question 
of  Excise  administration.  It  was  per- 
fectly justifiable  for  the  hon.  Member 
and  others  who  criticized  the  Excise  ad- 
ministration of  India  to  argue  that 
particular  systems  might  lead  to  in- 
creased drinking ;  but  it  was  stated  or 
insinuated  that  the  officers  of  the 
Government  deliberately  propagated 
drunkenness  for  the  purpose  of  revenue. 
[Mr.  Cainb  dissented.]  That  might  not 
be  what  the  hon.  Member  himself  had 
said,  but  it  was  what  had  been  said  by 
others.  When  they  said  that  officers  of 
the  Government  of  India  deliberately 
propagated  drunkenness  to  increase  the 
revenue,  those  who  made  that  statement 
wereguilty  of  calumny  against  as  honour- 
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ablo  and  upright  a  class  of  men  as  could 
be  found  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
dominions.  That  statement,  as  the  hon. 
Member  reminded  them,  he  would  not 
say  originally  emanated  from — but,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  had  first 
found  it  in  a  Memorial  from  the  British 
and  Colonial  Temperance  Congress,  of 
which  the  Bishop  of  London  was  presi- 
dent. What  he  complained  of  was  that 
substantially  similar  statements  were 
to  be  found  in  the  present  Besolution. 
It  was  implied  in  the  present  Hesolution 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  of 
India  led  to  the  extension  of  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liqubrs  for  revenue  pur- 
poses. Now  he  had  stated  over  and  over 
again  in  that  House,  while  he  had  the 
honour  of  holding  his  present  office,  what 
the  policy  was  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  and  of  the  Government  of 
India— a  policy  which  was  not  a  new,  but 
an  old  policy,  and  which  was  enforced 
by  the  instructione  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  all  their  Excise  officers.  It 
was  the  policy  of  the  Government  to 
place  as  high  a  tax  as  possible  on  the 
spirits  which  were  distilled  as  could  be 
placed  upon  them  without  giving  rise  to 
smuggling  and  illicit  distillation,  and 
the  measure  of  the  height  to  which 
it  was  sought  to  raise  the  price 
was  not  that  which  would  give  the 
greatest  return  to  the  revenue,  but 
that  which  would  diminish  as  much 
as  possible  the  consumption.  Now, 
that  being  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  was  embodied  in  instruc- 
tions to  the  officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment, why  should  those  officers  be  so 
wicked  as  the  Bishop  of  London  and  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  suppose  ?  Those 
men  were  absent  from  the  country,  they 
would  read  these  calumnies  for  the  first 
time  in  the  newspapers,  and  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  them  to  answer.  No 
doubt  most  of  them  were  as  callous  to 
newspaper  criticism  and  to  speeches  as 
Members  of  the  House  generally  were ; 
but  some  were  deeply  sensitive  men, 
who  would  read  with  great  pain  charges 
which  were  so  thoughtlessly  thrown 
about  by  Bishops  and  Members  of  Par- 
liament. The  House  would  forgive  him 
for  saying  these  few  words,  because 
when  things  were  said  against  the  offi- 
cials of  India,  without  one  tittle  of  evi- 
dence to  support  them,  it  was  his  duty 
to  defend  them. 


Mr.  OAINE  :  I  wish  to  state  what  my 
charge  was.  I  charged  the  revenue 
officers  with  stimulating  the  revenue  in 
intoxicatiug  liquors,  and  I  maintain  that 
it  is  impossible  to  do  that  without  pro- 
ducing an  increase  of  drunkenness. 

Sir  JOHN  GOKST  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber practically  charged  them  with 
stimulating  the  revenue  by  stimulating 
drunkenness.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
frontier  policy,  the  present  defensive 
works  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  referred,  were,  as 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
had  reminded  the  House,  recommended 
by  a  strong  and  carefully  chosen  Com- 
mittee of  experts  in  India,  and  were 
sanctioned  by  the  noble  Lord  himself, 
and  by  the  Government  of  which  he  was 
then  a  Member.  These  defensive  works 
were  carried  out  entirely  within  our  own 
dominions  of  British  India.  There  were 
no  works  in  Afghanistan,  as  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  suppose,  for  Quetta 
and  the  district  round  was  not  part  of 
Afghanistan  or  of  Beloochistan,  but  of 
British  India.  Not  only  so,  but  the 
Pishin  railway  was  entirely  within  our 
dominions,  and  was  not  at  pre- 
sent designed  to  go  out  of  them. 
The  two  great  railways  —  the  Scinde 
Pishin  and  the  Scinde-Saugor  railways 
— were  not  intended,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  suppose,  as  a  mere  means 
of  enabling  us  to  invado  any  neighbour- 
ing country,  but  were  simply  and  di- 
rectly part  of  our  plan  of  defence.  Al- 
though no  great  sum  of  money  had  as 
yet  been  spent  on  defensive  works,  there 
had  been  constructed,  in  addition  to  the 
railways,  two  great  military  roads,  one 
on  the  west  side  of  the  Indus,  going 
through  Bannu  and  Kohat  to  Khushal- 
ghur,  and  the  other  from  Ghazi  Khan  to 
Piehin  by  Thai  Chotiali,  and  forts  and 
outposts  had  been  built  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Peshawur  and  the  Khyber 
Pass.  There  were  also  works  to  cover 
other  passes  and  to  protect  several 
railway  bridges  either  made  or  in  the 
course  of  construction.  There  wero 
also  extensive  works  designed  for 
the  protection  of  the  Amram  range  at 
Quetta  in  a  double  line,  an  outer  and 
an  inner.  The  Amram  range  was  a 
very  formidable  defensive  position, 
and,  with  the  railway  completed  to 
Quetta,  could  be  made  practically  im- 
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pregnable.  The  object  of  all  these 
works  was  to  remove,  as  far  as  possible, 
any  temptation  to  anybody  to  invade 
British  India.  Now,  with  regard  to 
the  question  of  cost,  he  must  remind 
the  House  that  the  Scinde-Pishin  rail- 
way was  interrupted  on  political 
grounds  in  1880,  and  down  to  1883 
there  was  a  complete  suspension  of  the 
works.  There  was  no  doubt  that  this 
suspension  had  greatly  added  to  the 
cost;  and  when  the  works  were  re- 
newed in  1883,  by  the  very  same  Go- 
vernment which  originally  stopped 
them,  Brigadier  General  Sir  Samuel 
Browne  and  his  officers,  civil  and  mili- 
tary, were  instructed  to  carry  them  on 
with  the  greatest  possible  expedition. 
It  was  a  work  of  extreme  difficulty,  its 
execution  was  attended  with  extraor- 
dinary hardship,  and  the  Brigadier 
General  in  command  and  his  officers, 
both  civil  and  military,  deserved  the 
highest  commendation  for  the  manner  in 
whith  they  had  carried  it  out.  The  rail- 
way had  been  oonstructetJ,  in  part,  at  an 
altitude  of  6,600  foot  above  the  level  of 
the  soa — the  highest  railway  in  Europe, 
over  the  Brenner  Pass,  being  only  4,400 
feet — in  a  climate  where  the  tempera- 
ture in  summer  indoors  was  124  degrees, 
and  in  winter  18  degrees  below  zero  in 
the  verandahs  of  the  engineers*  quarters. 
And  in  the  circumstances,  speed  being 
of  paramount  importance,  the  difficulties 
being  what  they  wore,  the  railway  could 
not  have  been  constructed  cheaper. 
One  of  the  political  results  which  had 
followed  from  the  making  of  the  rail- 
way was  that  from  25,000  to  40,000 
Afghans  had  boon  employed  for  wages 
on  the  railway  since  November,  1883  ; 
and  now,  in  the  heart  of  Afghanistan, 
and  especially  in  the  Ghilzai  country, 
there  was  not  a  village  where  gangers 
and  navvies  did  not  know  English 
officers  by  sight.  These  Afghans  had  re- 
ceived from  Englishmen  kindness  during 
epidemics  of  cholera  and  other  diseases; 
they  had  been  well  and  honestly  paid 
their  wages,  and  had  carried  back  with 
them  to  their  villages  the  strongest 
sense  of  the  justice  and  benevolence  of 
the  British  power.  Ono  remarkable  in- 
stance of  this  was  to  be  found  in  the 
Ghilzai  rebellion,  in  which  not  a  single 
shade  of  hostility  to  Great  Britain  was 
to  be  traced  in  the  conduct  of  the  rebels. 
Now,  the  common  opinion  seemed  to  be 
that  the  frontier  of  India  was  identical 

Sir  John  Goret 


with  the  frontier  of  Afghanistan  ;  but 
that  was  not  the  case,  for  all  down  the 
frontier  of  India,  with  the  exception  of 
a  very  small  space,  the  dominions  of  the 
Ameer  of  Oabul  were  separated  from 
British  Territory  by  a  fringe  of  indepen- 
dent tribes  with  whom  generally  we 
were  now  in  the  most  cordial  relations. 
That  was  not  the  case  some  years  ago. 
When  we  first  took  possession  of  the 
country,  the  Sikh  mismanagement  of  the 
Trans  Indus  districts  left  us  a  legacy  of 
constant  wars  in  a  country  which  was 
studded  all  over  with  robber  chiefs  and 
forts.  Tributes  of  human  heads  were 
common  in  some  parts  of  the  country. 
In  the  neighbourhood  of  Peshawur  an 
English  officer  was  unable  to  walk 
alone ;  the  assassination  of  the  infidel 
was  being  considered  by  many  of  the 
tribesmen  the  surest  possible  passport 
to  Heaven.  All  this,  thanks  to  a  long 
course  of  pacific  frontier  policy,  had  been 
changed  now.  The  Afridis,  who  were 
once  the  terror  of  all  who  passed  through 
the  Khyber  Pass,  had  now  made  ar- 
rangements with  the  British  Government 
by  which  they  undertook  the  safety  of 
the  Pass,  and  the  tolls  were  now  levied 
on  a  regular  system  by  British  Authori- 
ties. Then  there  was  the  Khyber  Pass 
Militia,  which  had  been  established  and 
paid  by  funds  derived  from  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  result  that  the  district 
was  now  one  of  the  safest  in  the  world. 
The  same  remarks  applied  to  several 
other  chiefs  and  districts,  for  under  the 
Treaty  of  Gandamak  with  Yakoob  in 
1879,  the  Government  obtained  the 
control  of  all  the  passes  on  the  North 
West,  and  the  right  to  enter  into 
relations  with  all  the  tribes  resident 
there,  of  which  right  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment had  largely  availed  them- 
selves. In  short,  he  contended  that 
the  work  wliich  was  carried  on  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  frontier 
had  had  the  effect  of  greatly  improving 
the  rolutions  between  the  British 
and  Afghans.  He  thought  he  need 
not  say  much  about  Burmah  after  tho 
speech  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill).  They  had  not  spent 
one  penny  on  the  Burmah  frontier  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Slagg) 
had  referred,  because  for  one  thing  it 
was  not  yet  known  for  certain  where 
that  portion  began  or  ended.  A  Con- 
vention had  indeed  been  entered  into 
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between  Great  Britain  and  China  of  a 
most  friendly  description,  which  secured 
that  the  frontier  shoald  be  marked  out 
by  the  joint  consent  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments.   But,  for  the  present,  as  to  the 
frontier    between    British    India    and 
Ohina,  the  part  of  the   world  on  the 
borders  of  British  India  and  of  China 
was  quite  unknown    It  was  a  district  of 
which  both  the  British  and  Chinese  were 
entirely  ignorant,  and  for  many  years 
to  come  there  was  no  practical  danger 
of  military  operations  being  undertaken 
in  that  direction.     He  was  sure  he  was 
expressing  the  sentiments  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Viscount  Cross)  when  he  said  that  the 
speech  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  had  made  that  even- 
ing would  be  most  salutary  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  India.     He  did  not  wish  to 
criticize  the  statements  made   in  that 
speech.      He  thought  the  noble  Lord 
took  too  gloomy  a  view  of  the  actual 
results  upon  the  Indian  Government  of 
the    present    financial  embarrassment. 
His  noble  Friend  would  be  glad  to  learn 
that  although  the  Indian  Famine  In- 
surance Fund   had  been  discontinued 
under  that  name,  yet  there  were  certain 
sums  still  charged  against  revenue — 
the  interest,  for  instances  on  the  guaran- 
teed capital  of  the  Indian  Midland  Hall- 
way Company — in  consequence  of  an 
arrangement  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
when  in  Office.    Then,  again,  the  rail- 
ways were  not  stopped  ;  but  it  was,  he 
feared,   true  that  without  some  great 
alteration  in  the  revenue  of  India  the 
Government  was  now  at  the  end  of  their 
resources.  No  man  was  more  alive  to  that 
fact  than  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  and  no  effort  would  be 
spared  to  bring  the  Government  of  India 
to  fully  recognize  it.    Ho  admitted  that 
the  question  of   this  revenue  was  one 
deserving  of  the  most  earnest  considera- 
tion, but  he  saw  no  grounds  whatever 
for  alarm.    Ho  found  no  fault  with  the 
account  given  by  the  noble  Lord  of  the 
increase  of  expenditure  in  India,  but  he 
should  like  to  point  out  that  exchange 
was  now  charged    among  the  various 
items,  which  was  formerly  not  the  case, 
while  with  regard  to  the  land  revenue 
the  increase  was  due  to  the  cost  of  the 
village  officers  being  now  charged   to 
that  account,    whereas   formerly  these 
officials  were  f  aid  directly  by  the  land 
owners.    Then  there  was  the  construo- 


tion  of  roads  and  bridges,  which  were  of 
the  utmost  importance  in  provincial 
districts,  which  accounted  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  very  considerable  sum 
of  money.  Passing  to  the  question  of 
Excise,  he  must  protest  against  the  con- 
fusion which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  had  introduced  by 
speaking  as  if  the  Government  of  India 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  question. 
The  Government  of  India  had  no  policy 
on  the  subject,  and  it  had  no  Excise 
system.  It  was  entirely  a  matter  for 
the  local  Governments. 

Mr.  CAINE  said  ho  used  the  plural 
— Governments.  He  knew  it  was  purely 
a  provincial  matter. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  said,  the  system 
was  different  in  every  Province,  and  was 
controlled  by  local  Legislatures,  where 
they  existed.    There  were  various  causes 
of  the  differenco  in  the  various  Excise 
systems  of  the  different  provinces— dif- 
ference of  race,  of  habits,  of  religion, 
and  of  language,  and   so  on.      These 
differences  were   often  quite   as   great 
as   between  one  country   and  another 
in  Europe.      It  was,  therefore,    abso- 
lutely impossible    to    apply  one  rigid 
system  to  all  the  Provinces.    The  two 
Provinces  in  which  there  was  the  lowest 
consumption  per  head  were  the  Punjab 
and  Assam,   and  in  thosid  districts  the 
consumption  was  a  quarter  of  a  pint  for 
each  adult  male.    The  population  in  the 
Punjab  was  a  sober  Mahomedan  popula- 
tion ;  the  system  was  the  Central  Dis- 
tillery system.    The  system  in  Assam 
was  entirely  the  out-still  system,  owing 
to  the  backward  condition  of  the  coun- 
try.   The  consumption  per  head  was  no 
higher  than  in  the  Punjab,    but  the 
people  were    addicted  to    opium    and 
gurja.     The  hon.   Member  had   indis- 
criminately complained  of  every  Pro- 
vince and  of  the  administration  of  every 
Province.     He  complained  of  Bombay, 
where    the    central    distillery    system 
exclusively  prevailed,  and  of  the  North- 
Western  Provinces.    The  general  opi- 
nion was  that  the  central  distillery  system 
was  best  both  for  morality  and,  it  might 
seem  strange  to  add,  for  the  revenue. 
The  out-still  system  was  exploded  in  all 
the  Provinces  except  Bengal  and  Assam, 
which  in  that  respect  were  notoriously 
the  most  backward  of  all  the  Provinces 
of  India.    In  Bengal  the  system   was 
condemned   and    in    process    of  being 
changed.  Why,  then,  should  the  out-still 
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system  remain  in  any  places?  The 
answer  was  because  there  were  tracts 
in  India  where  nothing  could  replace  it 
— places  which  were  thinly  populated 
and  without  roads.  In  some  dis- 
tricts bordering  on  Native  States  the 
choice  was  really  between  the  out- 
still  system  and  no  system  at  all.  [Mr. 
Oaine:  Hear,  hear!]  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  think  that  if  out- stills 
were  abolished  there  would  be  no 
liquor  at  all.  But  every  revenue  officer 
in  India  was  opposed  to  that  view. 
The  universal  opinion  was  that  such  a 
course  would  only  lead  to  the  increase 
of  smuggling.  But  in  the  districts 
where  the  out-still  system  prevailed  the 
diffioulty  of  changing  it  was  caused  by 
the  absence  of  roads  and  the  impassable 
naturo  of  the  country  in  the  rainy 
season,  making  it  impossible  to  travel 
and  carry  liquor  from  one  place  to 
another.  It  ought  not,  however,  to  be 
forgotten  that  the  spirit  made  in  these 
out-stills  was  very  weak — 60,  75,  and 
even  90  under  proof ;  whereas  European 
spirit  was  only  15  or  20  under  proof. 
This  liquor  was  thus  not  stronger  than 
sherry  or  beer,  and  would  not  pay  for 
carriage  to  a  long  distance,  which  would 
turn  it  sour;  and  if  the  out-still  system 
were  put  down  the  people  would  either 
have  to  forgo  the  drink  to  which  they 
were  accustomed ,  or  to  have  recourse  to  an 
illicit  supply  by  distilling  for  themselves. 
The  fact  was  that  the  criticism  upon  the 
Excise  system  of  India  was  really  a 
criticism  upon  the  Excise  system  of 
Bengal.  According  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell)  the 
system  in  Bengal  was  very  unsatisfactory 
In  1884  an  Excise  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed, consisting  of  two  Europeans  and 
two  Natives,  which  examined  witnesses 
and  issued  a  most  valuable  Eeport.  That 
Report  had  been  acted  upon  over  since, 
and  in  1885-6  the  central  distillery 
system  was  extended  to  10  districts,  and 
the  number  of  central  distilleries  in- 
creased from  479  to  690.  The  out- 
slills  were  reduced  from  3,943  to 
3,614.  An  experiment  was  tried  at 
Patua  under  a  Native  deputy-collector 
who  had  been  a  member  of  the  Commis- 
sion. A  sudder  district  was  marked  out 
for  central  distilleries,  and  an  outer 
circle  iixed  five  miles  off  within  which 
no  out-stills  were  allowed.  The  num- 
ber of  out-stills  outside  the  sudder 
circle  was  fixed,  their  capacity  limitedi 
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an  upset  price  laid  down  for  the  stills, 
and  a  minimum  price  put  upon  the  liquor 
sold.  All  this  was  done  in  pursuance  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission. 
In  1886-7  the  experiment  was  extended 
with  certain  necessary  modifications  to 
the  whole  of  Bengal,  and  it  was  found 
that  the  central  distilleries  had  increased 
from  590  to  672,  though  the  out-stills 
remained  practically  the  same,  the  reduc- 
tion only  being  from  3,614  to  3.608. 
But  though  the  number  was  so  little 
reduced,  the  capacity  was  reduced  from 
111,538  gallons  in  1885-6,  to  74,788,  or 
33  per  cent.  The  special  difficulty  of 
Bengal  was  that  owing  to  the  Perma- 
nent Settlement  there  was  a  want  of 
revenue  officers,  with  which  class  of  men 
Bombay  and  Madras  were  plentifully 
supplied.  The  total  consumption  of 
spirits  in  India  was  only  one-quarter 
of  a  gallon  ahead,  which  contrasted  very 
favourably  with  that  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  where  each  person  drank  one 
gallon  of  spirits  and  26^  gallons  of  beer. 
In  Bengal  there  was  only  one  liquor 
shop  to  every  13,000  or  14,000  of  the 
population,  and  in  six  years,  though 
the  population  had  increased  7  per  cent, 
the  spirit  shops  had  been  reduced  28 
per  cent,  and  the  fermented  liquor  shops 
30  per  cent.  He  now  desired  to  say  a 
word  or  two  about  toddy.  He  had 
heard  an  hon.  Member  say  in  that 
House  that  toddy  was  a  comparatively 
wholesome  beverage.  So,  indeed,  it 
was,  when  it  was  first  drawn  from  the 
tree,  but  in  the  course  of  a  few  hours  it 
fermented  itself,  and  became  as  strong 
as  fairly  strong  beer.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  repeated  in  that  House  the  state- 
ment that  the  consumption  of  toddy 
might  be  encouraged  instead  of  the  con- 
sumption of  spirit.  He  should  like  to 
read  to  the  House  an  extract  from  the 
Eeport  of  the  Bengal  Excise  Commission. 
That  extract,  which  was  a  complete 
answer  to  this  contention,  was  as 
follows — 

'*  A  majority  of  the  Commission  hold  very 
strongly  that  wherever  fermented  liquors  come 
into  active  competition  with  country  sph-it,  the 
proper  policy  of  Government  should  bo  so  to 
shape  its  excise  regulations  as  to  encourage  tlie 
use  of  the  former;  and  they  believe  that  if  this 
were  done  it  would  be  found  safe  to  put  rc- 
strictioiip  on  the  manufacture  of  country  spirit 
in  such  districts  which  would  be  dangerous  in 
other  districts.  Baboo  Krisna  Behari  8en,  ono 
of  the  members  of  the  Commission,  has  been 
unable  fully  to  agreo  in  thi#  view,  as  he  dooa 
not   feel  justified   in   recommending  to    the 
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Government  a  policy  calculated  to  encourage 
the  1180  of  any  intoxicating  drink,  and  ho  is  not 
satisfied  that  any  real  benefit  to  the  cause  of 
temperance  would  necessarily  follow  such  en« 
couragement,  even  though  some  decrease  in  the 
consumption  of  distilled  spirit  might  be  the 
immediate  result  The  majority  of  the  Com- 
mission aro  convinced  that  fermented  liquors 
arc  on  the  whole  preferable  to  distilled  spirit  as 
being  more  wholesome,  less  intoxicating,  and 
not  so  likely  to  lead  to  habits  of  confirmed 
drunkenness,  but  they  are  compelled  to  acknow- 
ledge that  there  is  much  to  support  their 
colleague's  objection.  It  is  notorious  that 
drunkenness  is  more  common  during  the  tari 
season  than  at  almost  any  other  time  of  the 
year,  and  that  much  of  it  is  due  to  that  liquor. 
There  aro  constant  complaints  of  drunkenness 
among  the  Sonthals  and  other  aboriginal  people, 
supposed  to  be  caused  by  country  spirit,  but 
really  due  to  pachwai.  Very  many  of  the  al- 
legations made  by  missionaries,  planters,  and 
others  against  the  evils  and  abuses  of  the  out- 
still  system  turn  out  when  examined  to  be  really 
based  on  facts  connected  with  the  use  or  sale  of 
fermented  liquors ;  and  it  frequently  happens 
that  the  shop  described  and  complained  against 
ns  an  out-still  is  found  to  bo  a  tari  or  pachwai 
shop.  All  this  shows  that  fermented  liquors  in 
Bengal  are  not  so  harmless  as  they  are  sometimes 
held  to  be.  But  after  a  very  careful  consideration 
of  the  whole  question,  the  majority  of  the 
Commission  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  advantages  which  they  hoped  would  attend 
the  substitution  of  fermented  liquors  for  spirit, 
especially  among  those  aboriginal  races  who 
have  lately  taken  to  the  latter,  are  so  great  as 
to  outweigh  the  objections  to  giving  any  direct 
encouragement  to  the  use  of  the  former." 

Tari,  he  might  explain,  was  the  Bengal 
word  for  toddy.  The  Qovernment  of 
Bombay  had  attempted  to  mitigate  the 
intoxication  which  undoubtedly  pre- 
vailed from  a  too  great  use  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  favourite  beverage  by  put- 
ting a  tax  upon  the  trees.  The  fact 
was  that  the  Excise  regulations  of  the 
Government  of  India  began  in  the  year 
1790,  and  had  their  origin  in  complaints 
of  increasing  drunkenness  owing  to  the 
extreme  cheapness  of  untaxed  liquor. 
It  was  this  extreme  cheapness  of  liquor 
which  was  the  chief  difficulty  in  the  en- 
forcement of  temperance  in  India.  A 
man  could  get  drunk  for  a  halfpenny, 
the  cost  of  a  quart  of  mowhra  spirit. 
What  he  wanted  the  House  to  conclude 
from  the  observations  ho  had  made  was 
that  the  principle  of  Abkari  legislation, 
as  long  since  adopted  and  carried 
out  by  the  Indian  Administration,  was 
perfectly  sound  But  the  application  of 
this  principle  was  attended  with  diffi- 
culties in  some  places,  arising  from  local 
circumstances  of  which  Members  of 
the    House    of     Oommons    mast    be 


necessarily  ignorant,  and  in  regard 
to  which  it  could  not  acquire  for  itself 
reliable  information.  For  the  carrying 
out  of  this  sound  principle  we  must 
trust  the  officers  of  the  Government  and 
the  local  Legislature,  who  were  Native 
as  well  as  European.  There  was  no 
ground  for  any  alarm  as  to  the  increase 
of  drinking  habits  in  general  through- 
out India.  The  statement  that  '*  we 
found  the  people  of  India  sober  and 
had  left  them  drunk  "  was  one  of  those 
clever  epigrams  which  caught  the  ear 
of  those  only  who  were  ignorant,  and 
perhaps  culpably  ignorant,  of  the  true 
facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  (Lord  Bandolph 
Churchill)  had  been  one  of  the  most 
powerful  pleas  in  favour  of  economy 
that  had  ever  been  uttered  in  the  House. 
They  regarded  him,  therefore,  as  vir- 
tually, if  not  formally,  a  supporter  of  the 
views  they  advocated  with  regard  to 
India  ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  now  spoke  of  economy, 
it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  it  was 
his  policy  which  reduced  the  finances 
of  India  to  their  present  condition. 
He  had  added  30,000  men  to  the  Indian 
Army,  at  a  cost  of  £2,000,000  annually 
to  the  Indian  Treasury,  and  a  further 
£2,000,000  by  annexing  Burmah.  No 
doubt,  there  was  great  room  for  economy 
in  administration  in  India  ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  failed  to  toll  them  how  dispropor- 
tionate was  the  military  expenditure  to 
the  Kevenue.  With  regard  to  the  public 
works  of  India,  he  eLtirely  disputed 
the  noble  Lord's  assertion  as  to  the 
value  of  the  assets  in  public  improve- 
ments to  be  set  off  against  the  Debt.  He 
would  now  pass  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Motion,  which  dealt  with  the  revenue 
from  intoxicating  drinks,  and  its  per- 
nicious effects  on  the  moral  condition  of 
the  country.  He  found  an  universal 
consensus  of  opinion  in  India  that  a 
great  increase  of  intemperance  was 
taking  place.  He  did  not  think  anyone 
in  India  would  dispute  that  fact.  If  tho 
Under  Secretary  for  India  were  to  pay 
another  visit  to  the  country  and  pay 
attention  to  this  question,  he  thought  ho 
would  return  with  very  much  changed 
views.  Ho  said,  further,  that  the  general 
opinion  in  India  was  that  tho  great  in- 
crease of  intemperance  was  largely  duo 
to  the  unwise  system  adopted  by  the 
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GoTornment  with  regard  to  the  Exciso. 
He  put  several  Questions  on  the  subject 
last  Sesaion,  to  which  replies  were  given 
all  of  a  more  or  lesa  unsatisfactory  kind. 
The  Qovernment  of  India  had  sent  home 
two  despatches  dealing  with  this  ques- 
tion, one  of  them  a  very  important 
despatch,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  He  believed  that  that  despatch 
was  altogether  misleading,  its  coaclu- 
sions  fallacious,  and  the  figiurea  to  which 
it  pointed  altogether  incorrect.  It  was 
remarkable  that  that  despatch  scarcely 
alluded  at  all  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Bengal  Excise  Commission.  That  Oom- 
miasion  had  devoted  an  immense  amount 
of  attention  to  the  subject,  and  issued  a 
very  elaborate  Beport  filling  two  large 
volumes,  and  it  had  been  his  trying  duty 
to  wade  through  a  largo  portion  of  it. 
He  might  eay  that  the  conclusions 
arrived  at  in  that  Beport,  drawn  up  by 
the  officials  of  the  OovernmentinBengal, 
were  altogether  at  variance  with  the 
despatch  of  the  Qovernment  of  India. 
From  that  despatch  one  would  think 
that  the  great  object  of  the  Qovorn- 
moot  was  to  reduce  the  consumption 
of  strong  drink  to  a  minimum,  and 
that  Bengal  was  rapidly  advancing 
in  the  direction  of  temperance.  But 
the  Commission  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  sale  of  intoxicating  drink 
in  that  Presidency.  It  made  a  calcula- 
tion that  the  consumption  of  intoxicating 
driokhad  incroased  m  eight  yeara  by  135 
per  cent.  Would  anyone  dispute  the 
soundness  of  this  conclusion,  which  was 
arrived  at  by  the  Oommisaion  after 
taking  all  kinds  of  evidence  upon  the 
subject?  He  thought  not.  But  to  what 
was  that  enormous  increase  ascribable  P 
It  was  ascribable  to  the  introduction  of 
the  out-still  system — that  was  to  say,  the 
farming  out  of  the  liquor  trade 
over  a  large  district  to  contractors 
with  the  power  of  virtually  open- 
ing as  many  drinking  shops  as  they 
chose  in  their  districts.  That  ruinous 
system  came  into  operation  in  lt!76, 
nnd  the  revenues  rose  in  ciglit  years 
uftor  that  time  from  £<iOO,000  to 
£1,000,000,  and  the  Commission  con- 
cluded that  the  consumption  had  in- 
creased to  the  extent  he  had  mentioned. 
He  would  road  to  the  House  a  letter 
from  a  retired  civilian  which  gave  a 
clear  and  accurate  account  of  the  system, 
It  was  as  follows: — 
2Ir.  S.  Smith 


1834  il 


Find  with 


populntlon  or  IBOfiOO  aouli,  to  dispoio  or  llio 
rm  or  monopol;  tor  both  dittilling  nnd  islting 
innlrj  ipiriU  in  it.  The'inorfiu  optraildi  wm 
I  follow!  : — Tendon  were  called  for  as  to  «bo 
ould  engnge  to  sell  tho  Inrgeit  qnnntitr  of 
lirita  within  the  period  of  hii  Tann,  tbe  con- 
'notor  binding  himiclfto  par  the  itiU-hod  dotf 
>  tliG  Stale,  irhcther  ho  were  nblo  lo  dispasc  of 
le  whole  qunntitj  ithieh  lio  engngrd  to  lell  or 
Dt.  The  tenders  wore  rorirardcd  to  tho  Com- 
liitioner  of  Eicige,  who  noceptcd  the  lender  of 
llio  farmer  who  promitod  Id  aril  tho  moit  liqaor 
Q  p:i:r  tl>o  still-heid  datjr  on  it  lo  tho  Sinte. 
lender  very  muoli  exceeded  that  of  [lio  je.ir 
;,  and  Iha  r»rnier,  who  waa  nn  cnlerpriiin^ 
Paraec,  tooa  liogao  to  l>k  (or  pcrmiuion  to  open 
freih  liquor  ahopa  in  Tlllagea  whore  fdrnierlj 
had  exiated.  Thia  permisiion,  (hoagh  not 
'B  granted,  vtas  accorded  in  >omo  oaiel 
!  ho  tucccodcd  in  making  out  Ihat  a  demand 
For  liquor  exialed,  vhlch  waa  mot  before  If 
imuggied  illicit  apiritt." 

A.nother  letter   from  a   retired  Indian 
civilian  said — 


"lai 


ent  againat  mf  e 


ihe  war  1  ti'ii  to  t^liB  tendera  for  the  liquor  fiirm 

«t Tho  man  who  promiaed  to  aell  the  grealeat 

jnnntitr  of  ipirila  in  the  coarao  of  tho  jrar 
Eot  Iho  contract  lor  farniing  tho  liquor.  Tlia 
raolor  who  promiaed  to  pnjr  (iil1-lie.nd 
largest  qunnlilf  of  ipirilt  within  tho 
period  of  hii  farm,  one  twelvemonth,  got  the 
'  I.  Nsturall]',  na  loon  aa  he  did  ao,  ho  wanted 
to  open  out  more  ahopa  in  na  man;  freah  lillagea 

Anyone  could  see  that  such  a  system 
aecOGsarily  conduced  to  the  spread  of 
intemperance  and  to  the  rapid  ex- 
tension of  the  sale  of  etrong  drink. 
Here  was  another  instance  out  of  a  vast 
number  which  had  come  under  his 
notice  aa  to  the  eSect  of  the  ouC'Still 
system  reported  by  the  Bev.  Thomas 
Evans — 

"  Wo  have  an  oul-a(il1  at  Biatopare,  whloh  haa 
been  the  *ole  cauao  ol  the  miacralla  ruin  that  now 
aUres  ua  in  [he  fnce.  Bandi  of  hard j  pcaaanti 
arc  negtcOIingoultiTntion,  and  pnas  tho  whole dnf 
in  Ihe  out-ililla,  wheio  lliej  not  merolT  anorificD 
their  hnrd-enrned  monoj,  but  corrupt  Iheir  aoula 
Street  flglita,  acenca  at  (inlence,  nnd  other 


ntoler.iblo 


ofind  0 


.  the 


la.     lai 


ir  conntrj  a  ajralem  w 

■■        -orn  glTcatncin 
To  cticck  llio 


rulera  inlroduced  in 

killa  ua  bod<r  nnd  to 

hul  n  pallrj  anm  for  lice 

growing  ctII  we  have  teC  up  nn  naSDcintion  here, 

nnd    are    Irjing  hard   lo   diacoorage    drinking. 

Wo    hnvp,    however,  donn   verj    little,  and  unr 

mission  will  otidcntlj  proro  n  hoppleaa  fniture  if 

our  cHorlB  the  grog  ahopa  bnrc  formed  acombinn- 
tion  aniongat  thcmtelirca,  nnd  nro  doing  all  id 
tlivir  puwur  lo  ditcaurnge  our  cauie.  Thej  erea 
threaten  Iho  villagcra  b;  inttiluling  fnlao  auiU 
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there  were  coolies  ia  India  they  wore 
now  tempted  by  those  grog-shops,  which 
were  planted  in  the  districts  in  order  to 
gain  revenue,  and  that,  too,  against  the 
protests  of  the  employers.  He  would 
now  quote  a  statement  made  by  the 
Bengsd  Oommiesion  appointed  four  years 
ago,  which  represented  the  final  conclu- 
sion they  arrived  at.     It  was  that — 


a^tnst  tliem,  and  arc  on  tho  look  out  to  thrash 
secretly  the  more  cncri^ctic  members  of  our 
associAtion.  In  the  course  of  a  month  matters 
have  taken  so  serious  a  turn  that  we  can  hardlj 
venture  on  out-door  business  alter  twilight  but 
at  the  risk  of  our  lives." 

lie  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  had  waded  through 
masses  of  evidence  of  the  same  nature  as 
this.  Then  he  would  point  out  that  the 
out-stills  extracted  a  liquor  much  more 
deleterious  than  that  which  was  pro- 
duced under  tho  old  system,  which  might 
bo  described  as  being  comparatively 
pure.  In  proof  of  that  he  would  quote 
the  evidence  of  one  of  the  owners  of 
out-8tillS|  who  said — 

"  First  of  all  we  extract  tho  pure  spirit.  This 
we  cannot  sell  under  a  rupee  a  bottle,  and  we 
keep  it  for  the  few  who  can  afford  to  pay  for  it. 
Then  we  go  on  forcing  all  we  can  out  of  the  refuse 
of  the  Mowah  by  extra  boiling.  This  is  inferior 
stuff  and  very  bitter,  but  we  add  plenty  of  water 
to  it  to  make  it  sweet,  and  to  sell  it  cheap,  and  it 
is  strong  enough  to  make  the  people  drunk.  And 
being  cheap  and  strong  they  like  it,  and  we  sell 
plenty  of  it  at  great  profit." 

Now,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  said  that  as  much  drink  could  be 
had  for  a  halfpenny  as  would  make  a 
man  drunk.  But  tho  universal  testi- 
mony of  those  examined  before  the 
Bengal  Commission  was  that  the  exces- 
sive cheapness  of  drink  made  from  the 
out*  stills  was  one  of  the  chief  causes  of 
the  spread  of  drunkenness  throughout 
the  Bengal  Presidency.  He  had  re- 
ceived great  complaints  with  regard  to 
the  drink-shops  among  the  coolie  popu- 
lation in  India.  The  House  was  aware 
that  tea  cultivation  was  fast  spreading  in 
India,  and  that  the  custom  was  to  import 
coolies  to  carry  on  the  business.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  planter  in 
Assam  which  explained  how  the  system 
worked  there.  The  letter  contained 
the  following  passages  : — > 

"  Is  it  not  a  significant  fact  that  throughout 
the  Trovince  of  Assam,  at  Icist  the  portion  I 
have  been  in,  that  any  stranger  can  tell  he  is 
nearing  a  tea  garden  when  ho  sees  the  array  of 
bottles  set  out  to  tempt  the  coolio  to  drink  7 
Petitions  have  been  sent  in  by  miny  planters  ; 
but,  although  it  is  known  in  many  instances  the 
sub  -  divisional  oflUcers  sympathize  wiih  the 
planters,  they  dare  not  contravene  what  the 
Chief  Commissioner  lays  down  on  pnin  of  what  is 
well-known  would  follow,  stopp.ige  of  promotion, 
dM).,dcc.  It  would  bo  futile  for  us  planters  to 
agitate  in  the  matter,  as  it  would  naturally  bring 
us,  or  those  who  took  a  leading  part,  into  disre- 
pute with  the  Government,  which  no  one  cares  to 
risk." 

He  (Mr.  S,  Smith)  said  that  wherever 


'*  There  has  been,  undoubtedly,  a  very  groat 
increase  of  late  years  in  the  number  of  spirit 
drinkers  among  the  wage-earning  classes,  in- 
cluding those  who  cultivate  land  on  their  own 
account  in  addition  to  working  for  hire.  This 
has  been  most  marked  in  the  Behar  spirit-drinking 
tract,  in  the  cities  of  Bengal,  and  in  the  centres 
of  the  jute-pressing,  cotton,  jute-spinning,  and 
coal-mining  industries." 

Sir  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham) :  What  is  the  date  of  that  ? 

Mr.  8.  SMITH:  That  was  in  1884. 
The  Bengal  Commission  reported  in  that 
year  as  to  the  lamentable  effect  of  the 
multiplication  of  spirit  licences  in  Ben- 
gal, and  the  evidence  was  so  strong  that 
the  Government  felt  compelled  to  alter 
the  system  of  giving  out  licences,  and 
for  two  or  three  years  there  was  a  great 
reduction  in  the  number  issued,  and  in 
consequence  a  considerable  falling  off 
in  the  revenue  to  the  extent  of  10 
per  cent  or  more.  But  what  then 
happened  ?  The  Qovernment  found 
that  the  revenue  was  falling  off,  and 
resolved  to  go  back  to  the  old  system. 
He  had  put  a  Question  to  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India  with  reference  to  a 
case  in  a  district  of  Bengal  where  50 
new  stills  had  been  opened.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  could  not  deny 
the  fact;  he  was  compelled  to  admit 
that  the  Qovernment  were  going 
back  to  the  old  system  of  out- stills  ;  he 
did  not  deny  that  50  new  stills  had  been 
opened  in  a  single  district,  in  spite  of 
the  urgent  remonstrances  of  the  Natives. 

It  was  said  that  the  Bombay  Ex- 
cise system  was  conducted  on  most 
excellent  principles.  It  had  been  his 
part  to  bring  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  history  of  the  temperance 
movement  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  Bombay  Presidency  at  Tan n ah  and 
Colaba.  That  movement  resulted  in 
considerable  loss  to  the  liquor  contractor. 
It  was  represented  to  Government  that 
a  general  temperance  movement  had 
taken  place  among  the  population  ;  that 
they  were  under  pledges  not  to  take 
drink;  and  the  contractor  who  farmed 
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the  revenue  set  the  law  in  motion,  and 
called  on  the  Qovernment  to  suppress 
the  movement.  That  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House  last  year.  It  was  de- 
nied, of  course,  that  the  Government 
had  done  anything  of  the  kind.  He 
now  asked  the  House  to  refer  to  one  or 
two  official  documents,  and  he  would 
then  appeal  to  hon.  Members  to  say 
whether  there  was  not  a  considerable 
residue  of  truth  in  the  statement  made 
last  year,  that  tlie  Government  were 
hostile  to  this  temperance  movement. 
In  a  despatch  of  the  Governor  of  Bom- 
bay to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
there  was  this  passage — 

"  Tho  question  for  decision  if,  sliall  wc  sit 
quiet  and  allow  this  movement  in  the  Colaba 
district  to  continue  and  to  spread,  and  tliorebj 
to  forfeit  a  large  amount  of  revenue,  or  are 
measures  to  bo  adopted  which  will  bring  the 
people  to  their  senses  ?  " 

He  denied  that  anyone  could  read  such 
a  despatch  and  say  that  it  was  in  favour 
of  temperance.  This  movement  was  re- 
ducing the  revenue  derived  from  the 
liquor  traffic  in  Bombay  ;  and  he  would 
now  read  a  proclamation  issued  by  the 
magistrate  of  Colaba,  and  he  would  ask 
whether  that  document  favoured  the 
idea  that  the  Government  were  in  favour 
of  this  movement  ?  The  words  of  the 
proclamation  were — 

*'  Notice  is  hereby  given  to  all  that  I  have 
heard  that  some  bad  people  arc  endeavouring  to 
force  people  who  have  a  right  to  buy  liquor  and 
consume  tho  same,  not  so  to  buy  or  consume  the 
same,  and  uso  threats  on  those  who  would  not 
listen  to  Ihcm.  This  warning  is  therefore  given 
to  such  people  that  by  so  doing  they  are  only  in- 
curring the  risk  of  a  criminal  prosecution.  The 
people  are  at  liberty  to  drink  or  not  to  drink 
liquor  as  they  choose  ;  and  whoever  shall  threaten 
them,  saying  that  they  shall  not  drink,  or  com- 
mit assault,  should  be  prosecuted  and  severely 
punished  with  the  punishment  prescribed  in  law. 
^A.  Ketser,  District  Magistrate,  Colaba." 

Eight  men  were  actually  imprisoned. 
He  asked  any  impartial  person,  what 
construction  could  be  put  on  a  proclama- 
tion of  that  kind ;  what  would  bo  the 
eiTect  of  its  being  posted  up  in  the  midst 
of  a  population  which  trembled  at  the 
mention  of  an  English  magistrate  ?  Only 
one  construction  could  be  placed  upon  it. 
These  people  were  made  to  feel  that  in 
not  using  the  liquor  shops  they  were 
offending  the  Government.  The  pro- 
clamation had  to  be  withdrawn,  but  the 
Government  who  withdrew  it  still  said  it 
was  perfectly  legal.  Of  course,  there 
Mere  the  usual  excuses;  it  was  stated 

J/r.  S.  Smith 


that  the  men  in  prison  had  practised  in- 
timidation to  prevent  the  people  using 
the  liquor  shops.  But  what  did  it 
amount  to  ?  It  came  merely  to  this — ^that 
a  rule  was  made  that  people  should 
be  put  out  of  oaste  and  fined  50  rupees 
if  they  entered  the  liquor  shops.  But 
putting  out  of  caste  was  a  social  regula- 
tion with  which  the  Government  had 
never  before  interfered  ;  and  now,  when 
a  Native  was  threatened  to  be  put  out  of 
caste  for  drinking  liquor, the  Government 
came  down  with  their  heavy  hand  and 
threatened  and  punished  the  individuals 
who  had  enforced  that  social  regulation. 
He  said  it  was  the  same  as  when  a  con- 
gregation in  this  country  made  a  rule 
that  those  who  took  intoxicating  drinks 
should  bo  turned  out  of  membership. 
Ho  said  it  was  preposterous  that  this 
should  be  made  a  reason  for  punishing 
those  who  were  advancing  the  temper- 
ance movement  in  India.  The  Under 
Secretary  for  India  had  joked  him  on  the 
subject  of  toddy.  He  would  tell  the 
House  what  toddy  was.  In  almost 
every  piece  of  ground  attached  to 
houses  in  India  there  were  palm  trees, 
and  out  of  those  trees  was  obtained  a 
juice  which,  if  used  directly  it  came  from 
the  tree,  was  most  refreshing  and  unin- 
toxicating.  But  the  Government  had  put 
a  heavy  tax  on  those  trees,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  people,  not  being  able  to 
afford  the  tax,  were  driven  to  the  liquor 
shops  which  were  farmed  out  to  tho 
highest  bidders.  It  was  clear  that  if  the 
people  could  not  get  this  toddy  they 
would  go  to  the  liquor  shops.  The  Go- 
vernment said  that  this  was  not  a 
genuine  temperance  movement,  but  that 
it  was  merely  a  strike  against  tho  tax 
on  toddy.  He  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  bo  thankful  to  see  tho 
people  becoming  temperate,  no  matter 
from  what  cause  it  arose.  Further,  he  said 
that  the  drink  sold  to  tho  people  in  the 
liquor  shops  was  exceedingly  injurious, 
particularly  to  the  Asiatic  constitution. 
There  was  no  such  thing  as  n  moderate 
consumption  of  drink  possible  in  Asiatic 
countries  ;  everyone  knew  that,  and  ho 
would  like  to  refer  to  a  striking  article 
on  Islam  in  Th^  Coniemporary  lievisu)  iot 
February,  1888,  which  said  that — 

"  Owing  probably  to  some  hitherto  untraccd 
peculiarity  of  either  their  physical  or  more 
probably    mental   constitution,   alcohol    in    any 

Suantities    seemed    to   set   most    Asiatics — tho 
cws  were  an  exception — on  fire,  to  produce  an 
irresistible  craviog  for  more,  and  to  compel  them 
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to  go  on  drinking  until  they  were  sunk  in  a  stapor 
of  intoxication." 

There  was  no  middle  coarse  possible. 
There  was  no  class  of  people  in  India 
Buch  as  we  had  in  this  country  who  used 
a  small  amount  of  intoxicants  with  ap- 
parently little  injury.  You  had  in  India 
a  population  who  were  by  nature  and 
religion  total  abstainers,  but  who, 
when  they  took  to  drink,  soon  became 
paupers  and  vagabonds ;  so  that  he  said 
this  question  was  much  more  serious 
with  regard  to  India  than  with  regard  to 
England.  The  people  of  India  be- 
lieved that  a  great  wrong  had  been 
done  to  their  country ;  they  asked 
for  what  we  demanded — namely,  for 
Local  Option.  He  had  been  told 
that  every  municipality  in  India  would 
suppress  the  use  of  strong  drinks  if  the 
Government  would  allow  them.  But 
the  Government  would  not  allow  them. 
We  were  doing  in  India  with  drink 
what  we  had  done  in  Ohina  with  opium. 
We  began  by  sending  200  chests  of 
opium ;  the  Chinese  did  not  want  it, 
but  we  were  told  that  so  small 
a  quantity  would  not  do  the  people  any 
harm.  But  now  we  sent  nearly 
100,000  chests  annually,  and  the  people 
in  China  were  being  slowly  poisoned 
by  this  traffic.  The  opium  traffic  grew 
by  slow  degrees,  always  with  some  excuse, 
till  it  became  so  huge  it  was  impossible 
to  stop  it.  The  drink  trade  was  grow- 
ing in  a  similar  manner ;  and  wherever  it 
extended  itself  it  meant  ruin,  misery, 
and  death  to  the  people  of  India.  He 
felt  very  strongly  on  this  subject,  because 
he  saw  that  unless  some  check  were  put 
upon  this  trade  it  would  certainly  con- 
tinue to  grow.  The  Government  in  India 
was  always  in  want  of  revenue.  The 
taxation  of  the  consumption  of  liquor 
was  one  of  the  easiest  ways  by  which 
revenue  could  be  raised ;  the  revenue  from 
this  source  had  nearly  doubled  within  the 
last  10  years,  and  unless  something  was 
done  within  the  next  10  years  it  would 
double  again.  The  interest  of  the  entire 
Indian  Service  was  bound  up  with  the 
growth  of  revenue.  The  system  under 
which  they  lived  necessarily  compelled 
them  to  seek  new  sources  of  revenue, 
and  they  would  be  more  than  human  if 
they  did  not  wink  at  the  means  by  which 
the  revenue  was  obtained.  Before  sit- 
ting down  he  could  not  forbear  uttering 
Ids  protest  against  an  even  deeper  stain  on 


I  our  Indian  Administration — he  referred 
to  the  detestable  licensing  of  vice,  the 
most  loathsome  system  he  had  ever 
heard  of,  and  the  most  cynical  in  its 
contempt  for  morality.  The  Govern- 
ment might  depend  that,  as  soon  as  the 
facts  of  this  case  were  known  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  there  would  arise 
such  a  cry  as  would  compel  the  aboli- 
tion of  these  infamous  Acts.  Finally, 
he  said  that  the  oaly  sound  principle  on 
which  to  govern  India  was  that  we 
should  regard  it  as  a  great  trust  con- 
fided to  us  by  Almighty  God,  having 
solely  in  view  the  good  of  its  people  ; 
and  in  so  doing  he  believed  we  should 
receive  the  reward  of  an  enduring  and 
honourable  connection  with  that  coun- 
try. 

SiE  RIC  HARD  TEMPLE  ( Worcester, 
Evesham)  said,  that  the  positions  of  the 
hon.  Mover  and  the  hon.  Seconder 
having  been  shaken,  first  by  the  battery 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
and  then  by  the  phalanx  of  statistics  of 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
he  would  let  loose  some  cavalry,  so  to 
speak,  on  the  retreating  arguments. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow-in-Furness 
(Mr.  Oaine)  had  lately  returned  from  a 
tour  round  the  world.  During  that  time, 
like  the  hero  of  the  Odyssey,  he  had  seen 
the  cities  of  many  men,  and  doubtless 
thought  he  had  discerned  their  tempers 
and  dispositions.  He  now  sat  opposite, 
with  freshly-gained  knowledge,  the 
Ulysses  of  Barrow-in-Furness.  During 
that  tour  the  hon.  Gentleman  honoured 
India  by  staying  there  one  full  month, 
and  during  that  period  he  had  just 
assured  the  House  that  the  one  question 
mainly  on  his  mind  was  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  that  every  clergyman  and 
missionary  to  whom  he  spoke  was 
unanimous  on  the  subject;  he  said 
nothing  of  having  consulted  anyone  else. 
The  House  would  readily  see  that,  with 
that  strong  feeling  of  his — he  was  going 
to  say  prejudice,  but  it  would  not  be  re- 
spectfid — the  hon.  Gentleman  naturally 
saw  everything  through  an  exclusive 
medium.  He  would  be  doing  the  hon. 
Gentleman  no  injustice  when  he  said  he 
was  one  of  the  apostles  of  the  tem- 
perance movement.  He  desired  to 
speak  with  all  respect  and  sympathy 
of  the  temperance  party;  but  the  House 
knew  that  they  were  somewhat  given  to 
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exaggeration,  and  to  extreme  statements 
of  fact  and  opinion  about  affairs  at  home, 
even  where  verification  of  the  allegations 
on  the  spot  was  possible.  How  great 
must  the  temptation  to  exaggerate  be 
regarding  a  distant  coantry  like  India, 
where  no  such  verification  was  possible. 
He  desired  for  a  few  moments  to  come 
to  close  quarters  with  the  hon.  Members 
for  Barrow  and  Flintshire,  and  he 
ventured  to  affirm,  despite  the  informa- 
tion which  the  hon.  Members  had 
gleaned  in  India,  that  the  leading 
desire  of  the  Government  of  India 
and  its  officers  was  to  tax  liquor,  and 
thereby  limit  its  consumption.  If  the 
motives  were  different  he  was  one  of  the 
Gentlemen  incriminated,  for  the  House 
would  remember  that  he  had  at 
different  times  governed  one-half  of  that 
great  Empire.  Was  it  likely — was  it 
even  credible — that  such  a  Body  as  the 
Government  of  India  and  its  officers — 
admitted  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
be  second  to  none  in  the  world — could 
ever  be  parties  to  such  a  nefarious 
policy  as  to  encourage  intemperance  for 
the  sake  of  revenue  ?  If  the  tax  were 
stopped,  if  all  these  bugbears  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  put  an  end  to, 
the  result  would  only  be  that  the  Natives 
of  India  would  consume  untaxed  liquor, 
and  that  liquor  would  be  manufactured 
to  an  immense  amount  in  a  country 
where  the  flowers  and  the  fruit  of  the 
trees  and  the  very  stalks  of  the  herbs 
furnished  material  for  alooholic  liquor. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Barrow  had  de- 
clared that  the  out- still  system  was  in 
full  force  in  Bengal.  But  when  he 
(Sir  Biohard  Temple)  was  Governor  of 
Bengal  he  would  have  none  of  them ; 
and  the  same  policy  was  followed  by  his 
Predecessor,  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell).  This  was 
up  to  1877.  But  after  them  a  new 
Pharaoh  came.  He  had  passed  beyond 
the  region  of  human  censure,  and  could 
not  answer  for  himself.  He  would, 
therefore,  endeavour,  in  the  fewest 
possible  words,  to  state  what  he  thought 
would  have  been  the  views  of  that 
distinguished  gentleman  had  he  been 
now  present.  He  believed  the  views 
of  this  high  official  would  have  been 
stated  to  this  effect — that  the  manner 
in  which  the  out-still  system  had  been 
suppressed  by  him  (Sir  Bichard  Temple) 
and    his    Predecessor   would    tend    to 

Sir  Richard  Temple 


encourage  or  permit  illicit  manufacture, 
and  therefore  he  was  bound,  not  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  Bevenue,  but  in  the 
interest  of  suppressing  those  malpractices, 
to  open  out  a  number  of  out-stills. 
This  was  about  1879.  For  his  part,  ho 
believed  this  was  a  mistaken  idea, 
and  that  some  harm  was  done  in  con- 
sequence. He  must  explain  for  a 
moment  how  the  out-stUl  system  worked. 
The  Excise  used  to  be  managed  by 
farmers  or  contractors.  These  became 
automatically  a  Vigilance  Executive  for 
preventing  illicit  practices;  so  far,  well. 
But  then  they  had  an  interest  in  the 
encouragement  of  drinking — so  they  had 
to  be  discontinued.  In  substitution  a 
Central  Distillery  was  licensed  in  each 
district.  But  in  the  outlying  parts  of 
the  district,  no  licensed  distillery  being 
at  hand,  great  care  was  needed  to  pre- 
vent temptation  arising  from  illicit 
practices.  Hence  it  was  argued  by  some 
that  unless  we  could  allow  the  people  of 
India  to  get  liquor,  lawfully  and  reason- 
ably, they  would  employ  the  abundant 
means  Nature  had  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal to  manufacture  liquor  for  them- 
selves. That  was  the  argument  for  out- 
stills.  But,  sharing  the  fear  expressed 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  and 
his  Friends  had  always  set  their  faces 
against  the  system.  When  this  system 
was  practically  resuscitated  in  Bengal, 
the  action  of  public  opinion  on  the 
Government  of  Bengal  began  sub- 
sequently to  be  felt.  The  rectification 
of  the  system  began  and  went  steadily 
on,  and  in  the  course  of  three  or  four 
years  a  Commission  was  appointed.  The 
Beport  of  that  body  had  been  referred  to 
in  the  course  of  the  debate;  but  since 
1884,  when  it  was  issued,  many  things 
had  happened,  among  them  the  gradual 
suppression  of  out- stills.  That  mistake 
had  now  been  almost  entirely  rectified, 
and  if  any  aberration  still  remained,  he 
hoped  it  would  soon  disappear.  With 
regard  to  the  people  of  India  generally, 
he  pointed  out  that  there  had  been 
undoubtedly  an  increase  of  late  years  in 
the  Excise  Bevenue.  That  increase, 
however,  was  largely  due  to  the  enhance- 
ment in  the  price  of  liquor  owing  to  the 
Excise  system .  Whatever  increase  there 
might  be  in  the  consumption  of  liquor, 
it  was  mainly  due  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  people  and  the  increase  in  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country.    In  the  United 
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Kingdom,  whenever  the  labouring 
classes  were  prosperous  the  Excise  Ke- 
venue  rose,  and  India  was  no  exception 
to  the  rule.  But  it  was  absurd  to  say 
that  we  had  introduced  drinking  customs 
among  the  people  of  India.  Drinking 
was  no  new  practice.  If  there  was  any 
practice  of  immemorial  antiquity  con- 
nected with  the  Indian  people,  it  was 
that  of  drinking.  The  ancient  Vedic 
writings  teemed  with  allusions  to  the 
practice.  All  their  history,  ancient, 
medieeval.  and  modern,  was  full  of 
similar  allusions.  In  fact,  certain  classes 
of  Natives  had  always  drunk,  still  drank, 
and  would  continue  to  drink  to  the  end 
of  the  chapter,  until  human  nature 
changed,  or  until  the  admonitions  of 
temperance  apostles  reached  their  ears. 
In  justice  to  the  people  of  India,  how- 
ever, it  must  be  said  that  in  the  main 
they  were  a  wonderfully  temperate 
people.  It  was  quite  true,  as  stated  in 
this  debate  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  that  it  was  in  the  towns, 
and  not  in  the  country  that  the  drinking 
practices  existed  most.  The  rural  popu- 
lation was  temperate  to  a  degree  un- 
known in  northern  latitudes.  There 
were,  however,  certain  wild  tribes  living 
in  the  forests  and  mountains  who  were 
undoubtedly  addicted  to  drinking ;  and 
it  was  difficult  to  introduce  an  Excise 
system  which  would  check  that  consump- 
tion by  taxation  and  yet  avoid  offering 
temptations  to  intemperance.  It  was  the 
old  story  of  sailing  between  Soylla  and 
Charybdis,  and  it  required  great  care  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  steer  the 
vessel  of  Administration  between  the 
opposing  rocks.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  spoke  of  the  Mahomedans  as  if 
they  were  bound  by  the  practices  as 
well  as  the  dictates  of  their  religion  to 
be  total  abstainers.  When  he  heard 
that  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber he  at  once  said  **  No  "  to  it.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  a  little  sur- 
prised at  the  interruption ;  but  in 
support  of  his  contention  he  would  read 
one  or  two  racy  sentences  from  a  recent 
publication  on  the  subject,  in  order  to 
give  the  House  an  idea  of  the  prevailing 
sentiment  of  Mahomedans  on  the  subject. 
Although  the  Prophet  of  the  Mahome- 
dan  religion  forbade  indulgence  in  wine 
drinking  and  wrote  against  it,  the  pro- 
hibition had  never  been  BtricUy  observed 
by    any    race    except    the    Arabs    of 


Arabia.  The  Persians  were  notoriously 
wine  bibbers,  and  the  poetic  literature  of 
Persia  was  steeped  with  references  to 
love  and  wine.  That  is  the  popular 
literature  among  the  cultured  Maho- 
medans of  India  to  this  day.  In  a 
publication  prepared  by  one  of  the  most 
learned  and  accomplished  officers,  now 
retired,  in  the  service  of  India,  and  who 
was  a  hoarty  advocate  of  temperance, 
this  passage  occurred — 

'*  It  appears  from  a  Mahomcdan  history  that 
the  King  said  to  his  Minister,  *  Shall  we  drink 
a  little  wine?'  Accordingly  much  wine  was 
brought  in.  The  King  said,  *  Lot  us  drink 
fair  measure  and  fill  the  cup  evenly,  in  order 
that  there  may  be  no  unfairness.'  " 

That  was  exactly  the  advice  of  Sairey 
Oamp  to  Betsy  Prig — **  Whatever  you 
do,  drink  fair."  One  Sultan  in  India 
plunges  into  dissipation,  and  all  ranks 
acquired  a  taste  for  wine-drinking.  An- 
other Sultan  in  India  is  of  the  same 
mind  with  hon.  Members  opposite,  and 
enacts  total  prohibition.  But  ''the 
dissolute  distil  wine  clandestinely,  put 
in  leather  bags,  and  convey  it  concealed 
in  hay  and  ]^rewood."  Baber,  one  of 
the  great  Emperors  of  India,  wrote  of 
himself — *'  I  now  want  something  less 
than  one  year  of  40  years,  and  I  drink 
wine  most  copiously."  With  regard  to 
the  Mahomedans  of  to-day,  Canon 
Taylor  writes — 

"  Has  Islam  abolished  drunkenness  ?  Why, 
night  after  night  we  took  up  dozens  of 
drunkards  in  Zanzibar.'' 

The  celebrated  poet  Hafiz  told  us  how 
his  spiritual  guide  went  from  tho  mosque 
to  the  wineshop.  It  would  be  seen, 
therefore,  that  the  idea  of  tho  Maho- 
medans being  taught  to  drink  by  us  was 
an  absurdity.  Still  he  repeated  that 
India  on  the  whole  was  a  land  of  tem- 
perance. If  the  average  expenditure  in 
this  respect  of  the  Indian  people  wore 
compared  with  the  people  of  England, 
it  would  bo  admitted  that  we  were  not 
in  a  position  to  throw  stones.  Take  one 
large  fact.  For  the  United  Kingdom  we 
had  an  Excise  Eevenue  of  £25,000,000 
to  a  population  of  37,000,000.  In 
India  we  had  an  Excise  Bevenue  of 
only  £4,000,000  to  a  population  of 
200,000,000— in  British  territories  pro- 
per, exclusive  of  Native  States.  He  hoped 
that,  on  reaUzing  this  fact,  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  raised  the  question  would 
go  home  and  sleep  more  soundly  on 
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acoount  of  the  oonsolation  to  be  derived 
from  the  comparison.  He  must  now  turn 
to  the  second  part  of  the  Motion — namely, 
the  Indian  Frontier.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Mover,  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Slagg),  so  far  from  being  an  im- 
pertinence, was  most  welcome,  for  it  was 
well  that  the  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  criticized  in  the  calm,  philo- 
sophical, and,  on  the  whole,  just  spirit 
displayed  by  the  hon.  Member.  Befer- 
ence  was  made  to  the  venerated  memory 
of  Lord  Lawrehce,  as  if  his  policy  had 
been  something  different  from  what  was 
now  being  done ;  but  it  was,  in  effect,  the 
same.  A  quotation  had  been  m,ade  from 
a  Minute  he  (Sir  Bichard  Temple)  wrote 
20  years  ago,  with  an  implication  that 
this  differed  from  his  present  view. 
But  he  adhered  to  every  word  of  that 
quotation.  It  laid  down  the  principle 
of  what  had  since  been  our  frontier 
policy.  We  were  advancing  to  our  own 
frontier  and  we  had  not  advanced  an 
inch  beyond  it,  but  we  had  steadily  kept 
within  it.  We  were  not  preparing  to 
advance  into  Afghanistan.  As  long  as 
we  kept  to  our  own  frontier,  could 
there  be  any  mistake  in  standing  firmly 
there,  armed  as  we  ought  to  oe  and 
attended  as  of  old  by  the  British  Lion 
and  the  Indian  Tiger  ?  In  what  way 
were  we  to  stand  armed  ?  We  had  our 
fortifications  and  our  railways  to  the 
mouths  of  the  passes  leading  from  India 
to  Afghanistan  as  our  gates  and  portals. 
The  intention,  of  course,  was  that  an 
enemy  would  have  to  cross  the  Indus  in 
the  face  of  British  opposition  offered  by 
troops  fresh  from  the  interior  of  India. 
The  Indus  was  bridged'in  two  places 
and  approached  by  railways  at  three 
points,  and  there  were  bridges  over 
several  great  rivers,  affluents  of  the 
Indus.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
think  that  these  were  unremunerative 
railways  in  a  sterile  country,  and  were 
fit  for  military  purposes  only .  B  ut  there 
was  every  right  to  expect  that  these  rail- 
ways would  pay.  They  passed  through 
tracts  not  sterile  but  alluvial.  One 
ran  down  the  Valley  of  the  ludus  itself; 
another  down  the  Valley  of  the  Sutlej  ; 
and  a  third  ran  across  that  Mesopotamia, 
as  it  were,  which  was  formed  by  the 
convergence  of  rivers  near  Multan,  and 
was  one  of  the  richest  districts 
of  India.  These  regions  were  irrigated 
by  countless  canals,  filled  every  rainy 
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season  from  the  great  rivers.  The  soil 
was  rich,  and  was  peopled  by  an  in* 
creasing  population.  Again,  some  of 
these  railways  crossed  tracts  of  uncul- 
tivated but  cultivable  land,  ready  to 
receive  the  surplus  population  of  other 
parts  of  India.  Moreover,  these  Frontier 
Kail  ways  formed  part  of  the  State  rail- 
way system  of  India,  comprising  many 
thousand  miles  of  leng^th.  He  believed 
it  would  be  found  that  the  railways  in 
India  under  Government  control  were 
yielding  more  or  less  a  return  consider- 
ably exceeding  the  interest  upon  the 
capital  invested  in  their  construction. 
He  could  confirm  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  had  said — that  the 
Amran  range  of  mountains  near  Chaman 
and  the  Valley  of  Fisheen  were  within 
the  British  Frontier,  and  had  been  so 
since  1878,  just  before  the  Treaty  of 
Gandamak.  We  were  bound  to  have 
deiensive  works  at  that  point.  He  sup- 
posed hon.  Members  would  not  say  that 
because  they  dissented  from  a  policy 
under  which  the  tract  had  been  annexed, 
therefore  we  were  to  leave  our  frontier 
undefended  in  its  most  vulnerable  points. 
As  for  Quetta  and  the  Bolan  Fass,  they 
had  never  belonged  to  Afghanistan,  but 
had  been  parts  of  Belooohistan,  and 
had  been  under  our  control  the  whole  of 
this  generation.  It  seemed  to  be  in- 
ferred that  we  had  some  intention  of 
going  to  Oandahar.  Although  assurances 
to  the  contrary  might  rather  be  ex- 
pected to  come  from  the  Government, 
he  could,  even  as  an  independent  Mem- 
ber, give  an  assurance  that  nothing  was 
more  remote  from  the  intention  of  the 
Government  of  India.  Of  course,  ho 
could  not  say  what  might  happen  in  the 
event  of  a  war  with  Eussia — ^a  death 
struggle  between  the  British  lion  and  the 
Hussian  Bear  for  the  domination  of 
Southern  Asia.  Ferhaps,  in  that  event, 
Oandahar  might  be  the  proper  place  at 
which  to  give  battle.  It  was  instantly 
accessible  from  our  frontier  posts  at 
Chaman — he  knew  that  well,  having 
twice  ridden  over  the  ground.  Oandahar 
was  the  finest  strategic  position  in  the 
whole  of  Afghanistan,  lying  between  a 
river  and  a  desert.  On  our  left,  facing 
Eussia,  that  desert  was  an  impassable 
flank.  The  irrigated  country  round  the 
city  formed  an  inexhaustible  source  of 
supply.    The  enemy  miiat  pass  by  here  in 
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order  to  approach  our  frontier.  We 
might  stop  him  here,  then,  or  we  might 
let  him  pass  by  here,  in  order  to  give 
him  battle  on  the  Indus.  But  if  he  was 
defeated  on  that  line,  he  would  have  no 
retreat,  and  must  either  succumb  or 
surrender.  As  to  the  temper  of  the 
Afghans,  there  was  a  friendly  and  almost 
a  brotherly  feeling  between  our  officers 
and  the  Afghan  officers,  which  was 
never  before  known  in  the  memory  of 
man.  There  had  been  banquets— as 
shown  by  the  latest  Blue  Books — at 
which  the  Ameer's  officers  had  said  to 
our  officers — **  Now  we  have  for  the  first 
time  eaten  together,  sat  at  the  same 
table,  and  partaken  of  the  same  salt, 
and  we  shall  be  friends  for  ever."  In 
fact,  the  Afghans  had  now  come  to  look 
upon  us  not  as  invaders,  but  as  their 
protectors  against  possible  enemies ; 
they  had  heard  of  all  the  awful  stories 
connected  with  Russian  conquests  in  the 
Turkoman  country ;  they  contrasted  our 
action  with  that  of  the  Russians,  and 
they  had  learnt  to  respect  our  wisdom 
and  to  admire  our  candour  and  forbear- 
ance. The  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
spoken  as  if  there  had  been  no  change  in 
the  position  of  Russia  within  the  last  20 
years ;  whereas  since  then  there  had  been 
all  the  change  in  the  world  in  it.  In 
the  interval  Russia  had  made  great 
advances  in  those  regions — she  had  com- 
pleted her  railway  nystem  to  the  west 
shore  of  the  Caspian,  had  established 
military  flotillas  across  that  inland  sea, 
and  had  constructed  railways  from  the 
eastern  shore  towards  Afghanistan,  her 
nearest  railway  station  now  being  not  far 
off  from  the  new  Russo- Afghan  frontier 
so  lately  demarcated.  Indeed,  Russia 
had  changed  her  position  to  an  immeasur- 
able extent,  and  now  her  frontier  ran 
for  many  hundred  miles  conterminously 
with  that  of  Afghanistan.  In  reply  to 
hon  Members  opposite,  he  quite  believed 
that  it  had  been  imperative!}'  necessary 
for  the  Government  of  India,  in  1885,  to 
increase  their  Army  by  30,000  men, 
including  10,000  European  troops,  be- 
cause it  was  essential  to  show  before 
the  people  of  India,  and  before  the 
world,  that  they  had  two  Army  Corps 
mobilized  on  the  North- Western  frontier 
while  the  Russo  -  Afghan  boundary 
was  unsettled.  Now  that  it  had  been 
settled,  it  was  a  question  whether  it  was 
necessary  to  continue  the  full  amount 
of  that  increase  in  the  Indian  Army 
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at  an  additional  cost  of  £2,000,000  ster- 
ling annually.  Some  of  that  increase, 
needed  for  the  occupation  of  Upper 
Burmah,  at  one  extremity  and  of  Beloo- 
chistan  at  the  other,  must  indeed  be  kept 
up.  But  some  part  might,  he  thought, 
be  spared  to  the  relief  of  Indian  finance. 
In  the  event  of  war  being  threatened 
with  Russia,  it  was  not  10,000  Euro- 
peans additional  that  they  would  have 
to  send  therp ;  it  was  more  like  20,000 
or  30,000  that  they  would  have  to 
despatch,  and  it  was  a  question  whether 
they  should  keep  them  in  this  country 
in  a  good  climate  or  keep  them  in  India. 
Now  that  the  Russo-Afghan  boundaries 
had  been  demarcated,  and  Russia  had 
agreed  to  all  that,  and  we,  on  our  side, 
and  the  Afghans  also  on  their  side,  had 
agreed  to  it,  there  was  no  use  in  com- 
plaining about  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  frontier  line.  If  any  diplomatic 
milk  had  been  spilt  in  those  sandy  regions, 
it  was  idle  crying  over  it.  Before  con- 
cluding, he  ought  to  say  a  word  or  two 
about  Burmah.  Much  had  been  said,  in 
this  debate,  about  Burmah — exclusive  of 
Upper  Burmah,  recently  annexed — not 
paying  the  interest  on  the  debt  incurred 
for  each  successive  conquest.  He  thought 
they  ought  to  have  had  notice  that  such 
a  calculation  was  intended  to  be  put  be- 
fore the  House,  in  order  that  they  might 
compare  the  figures.  If  they  went  back 
30  or  40  years,  however,  they  would 
have  to  reckon  on  the  profits  of  the  old 
Provinces,  now  included  in  British  Bur- 
mah. And  if  the  debt  incurred  for 
the  conquest  of  Pegu  alone  in  Ldrd 
Dalhousio's  day  was  calculated,  he 
rather  thought  it  would  be  found  that 
the  Irawaddy  Delta,  with  its  £3,000,000 
of  revenue,  was  now  in  a  fair  way  of  re- 
paying the  cost  of  its  annexation.  If 
they  took  that  £3,000,000  which  was 
thus  paid  by  Lower  Burmah,  he  believed 
they  would  find  that  not  more  than 
£1,000,000  or  £1,500,000  was  spent  by 
Lower  Burmah  on  itself,  and  that  the 
other  £2,000,000,  or  at  least  £1,500,000, 
were  given  to  the  Empire, thus  defraying 
or  tending  to  defray  the  debt  incurred 
for  the  conquest  of  Pegu.  But  if  they 
went  back  to  the  old  debt  incurred  for 
the  acquisition  of  the  other  parts  of 
Burmah,  the  Provinces  of  Tenasserim 
and  Arraoan,  they  must  consider  what 
had  been  the  profits  derived  from  those 
Provinces  in  the  last  40  years.  That  was 
a  considerable  calculation.     Ho  spokQ 
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feelingly  on  that  point,  because  he  was 
a  Financial  Commissionor  for  the  Con- 
stitution of  British  Burmah   some   27 
years  ago.    In  order  to  make  a  proper 
comparison,  they  ought  to   go  back  a 
whole  generation,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  do  that  at  a  moment's  notice, 
without  knowing  that  the  point  was  to 
be  raised  in  this  debate.     As  regarded 
the  frontier,  he  need  not  repeat  what 
had  been   so   ably  said  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India ;    but  the   general 
terms  were  now  settled  most  peaceably 
and  amicably  with  China.  Indeed  China, 
in  consideration  of  the  receipt  of  a  merely 
honorary  recognition  from  us  from  time 
to  time,  had  entirely  and  formally  agreed 
to  our  Sovereignty  in  Upper  Burmah, 
and  had,  in  general  terms,  agreed  to  a 
line  of  frontier  which  remained  to  bo 
demarcated.    And  as  for  China  invading 
us  in  that  quarter,  as  seemed  to  be  fore- 
shadowed by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site, if  he  would  reflect  on  the  mighty 
mountain  barriers  which  would  have  to  be 
crossed,  and    the  desolate  or  sparsely 
inhabited  uplands  of    Yunnan,  which 
must  be  traversed  before  an  invading 
Chinese  force  could  approach  the  frontier 
of  Burmah,  he  would  see  that  there  was 
no  danger  whatever  from  that  quarter. 
The  danger  in  that  region  which  menaced 
us.  proceeded  from  the  proximity  of  a 
great  European  Power,  which,  happily, 
was  very  friendly  with  us  now  ;  but  it 
was   on   account  of    that   danger  that 
the  annexation  of  Upper  Burmah  was 
determined   upon,    which  had   become 
just    as    well   as  expedient,   from    the 
misconduct  for  many  years  of  the  late 
King.    He  would  conclude  by  reminding 
the  House  of  what  he  had  ventured  to 
urge  on  a  recent  occasion,  to  the  efl'ect 
that  the  people  of  India  wore  not  really 
poor,  and  this  was  the  answer  to  the 
financial  vaticinations  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  this  debate.     They  were  poor 
in  a  certain  sense;  but  in  all  tho  ordinary 
economic  aspects  of  poverty  or   wealth 
they  wore  bettor  to  do,  relatively,  than 
most   of  the  European  nations.     Tliey 
were  multiplying  fast;  the  cultivaion  of 
the   country  was   expanding   fast ;  and 
their  absorption  of  the  precious  metals 
had  boon  among   the   wonders  of  the 
monetary  world.     They  were  becoming 
educated,    and  their    loyalty  had  been 
stimulated  by  recent  events.     Ho  would 
further  remind  the  House  that  if  there 
had  beoa  a  deficit  on  the  whole  balance  i 
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of  accounts  of  revenue  and  expenditure, 
as  was  recently  stated  by  the  Under 
Secretary  for  India,  nevertheless  that 
deficit  was  arrived  at  after  they  had 
paid  no  less  than  £40,000,000  within 
the  last  15  years  for  purposes  which  in 
all  other  countries  were  not  debited  to 
current  revenue  at  all,  but  ordinarily  to 
loans — such  expenditure,  for  instance,  as 
that  incurred  for  famine-relief,  for  irriga- 
tion works,  for  railways,  for  the  preven- 
tion of  tho  consequences  of  drought,  and 
for  various  other   beneficent  purposes. 
Looking  at  all  those  things  he  said  that 
they  might  be  of  good  cheer.     As  an  old 
finance  Minister,  he  said  that  the  limit.s 
of   taxation    in    India    were    not    yet 
reached,  notwithstanding  all  that  had 
been  said  to  the  contrary  in  this  debate. 
He  hoped  that  they  never  would  be ;  but 
if  necessity  should  arise  there  was   a 
margin  left  yet.     The  Income  Tax  was 
only  2J  per  cent.     It  would  bear  much 
more,  and  it  fell  on  the  richer  classes, 
who  were  better  off  in  their  way  than 
our  people  were  in  these  days  of  de- 
pression.   Again,  even  after  the  recent 
alteration  in  the  Salt  Tax,  the  tax  was 
lower  in  many  parts  of  India  than  it 
was  in  his  days  and  in  those  of  his 
Predecessors.     Finally,  tobacco,   which 
was  taxed  in  most  other  countries,  was 
untaxed  in  India.     A  Tobacco  Tax  had 
often  been  proposed  but  not  imposed.  He 
hoped  that  the  necessity  for  it  would  never 
arise;   but  he  repeated,  the  resources 
of  civilization  were  not  exhausted.     If 
they  had  the  enlightened  opinion  of  that 
House,  and  of  England  outside  of  that 
House,  consistently  directed  to  the  affairs 
of  India,  they  had  every  reason  still  to 
hope  that  that  Eastern  Empire  might 
continue  to  be  what  it  was  now — the 
envy  of  all  nations  and  the  admiration 
of  the  world. 

Sir  UGHTEED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  said, 
the  course  which  the  debate  had  taken 
was  such  that  it  would  not  be  necessary 
for  him  to  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  very  few  minutes.  Indeed,  he 
must  ask  tho  indulgence  of  the  House, 
for  he  always  felt  a  diffidence  in  speak- 
ing on  Indian  subjects,  considering  the 
very  short  time  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to 
serve  in  the  India  Office.  He  felt  that 
diffidence  with  especial  force  when  he 
had  to  follow  an  hon.  Gentleman  of 
such  great  experience  and  knowledge  of 
Indian  affair^i,  and  who  bad  filled  so  dis- 
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tinguished  a  place  in  the  Service  of  India 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Evesham  (Sir  Hiohard  Temple),  whose 
words  on  these  subjects  were  entitled  to 
the  greatest  weight  and  consideration. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Slagg)  had  said  nothing  with  regard  to 
that  part  of  the  Motion  relating  to  the 
liquor  traffic.  As  thnt  had  beon  the 
case  in  the  hon.  Member's  speech,  and 
as  he  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth), 
like  the  hon.  Member,  did  not  wish  to 
make  two  speeches  at  a  time,  and, 
further,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Bryce) 
would  probably  have  something  to  say 
on  that  part  of  the  Motion  dealing  with 
the  liquor  traffic,  ho  would  confine  him- 
self to  the  portion  on  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  dwelt.  With  regard  to  tbo 
Motion  itself,  he  could  not  say  that  he 
was  particularly  enamoured  of  its  form. 
To  discuss  two  subjects  on  one  Motion 
was  not  particularly  convenient.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  had 
attacked  the  hon.  Member  for  Burn- 
ley (Mr.  Slagg)  for  the  **  partizan  fero- 
city" of  his  speech;  but  he  (Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth)  did  not  think  that 
that  attack  was  deserved.  He  thought 
the  hon.  Member  rather  deserved  the 
compliments  which  had  been  paid  to 
him  so  graciously  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Evesham,  and  that 
the  attack  came  with  a  particularly  bad 
grace  from  the  noble  Lord,  whose  Indian 
Budfi^et  Speech  of  1885  was  fresh  in  the 
mind  of  the  House  as  having  been  a  new 
departure  in  the  matter  of  Indian  Budget 
Speeches.  As  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Burnley  with  regard  to  the  frontier  of 
Upper  Burmah,  he  had  spoken  as  if  an 
aggressive  policy  towards  China— our 
old  policy  of  forcing  opium  on  that 
country,  and  making  war  for  the  opium 
trade — still  existed.  Those  remarks  at 
the  present  moment  were  rather  unfor- 
tunate. The  hon.  Member  had  entirely 
loft  out  of  sight  that  they  had  now  the 
Cheefoo  Convention,  and  that  the  policy 
of  England  towards  China  had  com- 
pletely changed,  and  that  now  not  only 
was  there  no  fear  of  any  dispute  between 
England  and  China,  but  still  less  was 
there  any  fear  of  such  follies  as  those 
which  occurred  in  past  yearii  in  respect 
of  the  opium  trade.  China  was,  fortu- 
nately, most  friendly  to  India  and  to 


this  country  ;  and  if  they  wanted  strong 
evidence  as  to  the  good  relations  which 
existed  at  the  present  time  between  the 
Government  of  India  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen  and  China,  it  would 
be  found  in  the  speech  that  was  made 
the  other  day — on  the  3rd  February — 
by  the  Viceroy  of  India  to  his  Legis- 
lative Council,  in  which  he  had  given 
some  very  interesting  facts  as  to  those 
happy  relations.  The  Government  of 
India  had  for  some  years  been  fully 
alive  to  the  extreme  importance  of 
maintaining  good  relations  between  those 
two  great  Empires.  He  now  passed  on 
to  the  question  of  the  North- West  Fron- 
tier, and  in  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  he  should  like  to  cite  two  or 
three  of  his  remarks.  The  noble  Lord 
had  said,  with  a  good  deal  of  emphasis, 
that  he  thought  that  the  Khojak  Tunnel 
was  a  new  question  which  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  that  House.  The  question  was 
certainly  one  on  which  the  House  might 
claim  to  have  further  information  from 
the  Under  Secretary  (Sir  John  Gorst). 
All  the  information  given  to  them  by  the 
Under  Secretary  amounted  to  this — that 
the  tunnel  had  been  begun,  and  that  it 
would  be  most  valuable,  as  it  would 
afford  us  the  means  of  making  a  sortie ; 
that  was  to  say,  that,  like  all  our  works 
in  the  direction  of  Quetta — railway  and 
other  works — this  tunnel  was  of  a  defen- 
sive character,  and  that  these  works  of 
a  defensive  character  should  be  made  in 
such  a  form  as  to  enable  us  to  strike  a 
blow,  if  attacked,  in  the  process  of  de- 
fending ourselves.  There  were,  no  doubt, 
two  serious  objections  to  any  advance  be- 
yond tho  neighbourhood  of  Pishin  and 
Quetta,  and  they  were  these.  In  the  first 
place,  there  was  the  enormous  expense 
of  the  tunnel  that  was  in  course  of  con- 
struction, and  there  was  grave  danger 
in  incurring  any  expense  which  would 
add  to  the  financial  didiculties  of  India. 
Secondly,  there  was  the  danger  that 
military  men  would  be  tempted  to  go 
further.  He  thought  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House  if  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, or  someone  on  behalf  of  tho 
Government,  would  give  assurances  to 
the  House  somewhat  of  the  character  of 
those  volunteered  unofficially  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Evesham — assurances 
that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  going  beyond  our 
present  frontier,  and  that  the  Indian  Go- 
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vernment  did  not  intend,  under  present 
circumstances,  to  carry  their  railway  to 
Oandahar.  Then  he  came  to  another 
remark  of  the  noble  Lord's,  and  he  noted 
with  satisfaction  that  ho  also  regarded 
the  great  expenditure  upon  railways 
at  Quetta  and  Pishin  as  having  been 
undertaken  for  defensive  and  not  for 
aggressive  purposes.  The  noble  Lord 
had  then  gone  on  to  lay  great  stress  on 
the  truth  of  the  phrase  contained  in  the 
Motion  before  the  House — **  grave  finan- 
cial difficulties."  He  had  said  that  the 
financial  situation  was  most  grave,  and 
had  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
Famine  Fund  had  gone.  He  had  also 
called  attention  to  the  raising  of  the 
Salt  Tax,  and  had  said  that  nothing  was 
more  startling,  as  it  was  the  only  re- 
source in  case  of  war  or  great  emergency. 
He  had  also  said  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment had  got  to  the  end  of  their  resources. 
The  noble  Lord  might  have  been  using 
exaggerated  language  to  enforce  his 
views ;  but,  whether  or  not,  the  words 
would  have  been  listened  to  with  surprise 
by  the  House,  coming,  as  they  did,  from 
the  author  of  the  policy  which  had  led 
to  the  addition  of  10,000  English  soldiers 
to  the  Indian  Army  and  a  consequent 
large  addition  of  Native  troops.  It  was 
satisfactory  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Evesham  say  that  it  was 

Eossible  to  go  back  from  the  step  which 
ad  been  taken  in  the  direction  of  in- 
creasing the  Indian  Army,  and  that  he 
was  prepared  to  urge  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  or  not  the  Indian 
Army  should  be  reduced.  If  they  did 
not  reduce  it  the  noble  Lord  must  be 
held  responsible  for  a  step  which  had 
landed  the  Government  of  India  in  a 
large  and  permanent  increase  in  the  ex- 
penditure, which  was  a  thing  he  had 
himself  described  as  one  of  the  greatest 
dangers  to  India.  The  European  troops 
in  India  before  the  noble  Lord's  time 
numbered  60,000,  and  to  that  number 
the  noble  Lord  had  added  10,000,  besides 
having  made  a  large  addition  to  the 
Native  Army.  He  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttleworth)  heartily  welcomed — and 
he  was  sure  that  all  who  were  impressed 
with  the  absolute  necessity  for  the  mili- 
tary and  political  safety  of  India  of 
practising  far  greater  economy  in  Indian 
administration  and  Indian  finance  also 
welcomed  most  heartily — the  noble  Lord 
as  a  recruit  to  the  ranks  of  Indian 
economists.     The  Under  Secretary  had  ! 

Sir  Ughtred  Kay-  ^huttleiQorth 


spoken  of  the  political  effect  of  our 
pacific  frontier  policy,  and  had  said  we 
were  now  in  peace  and  friendship  with 
all  the  independent  tribes  between 
Afghanistan  and  British  India.  He 
(Sir  Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle  worth)  thought 
the  hon.  Member  might  have  gone  still 
further,  and  have  called  attention  to  the 
remarkable  facts  which  were  published 
in  the  Blue  Book  lately  presented  to  the 
House  as  to  the  welcome  given  to  Sir 
West  Bidgeway's  Commission  on  its  re- 
turn from  the  North- West  Frontier  of 
Afghanistan — the  way  the  members  of 
the  Commission  were  received  by  the 
Ameer  and  the  officers  and  soldiers  of 
the  Army  and  the  people  of  the  coun- 
try, the  freedom  with  which  they  were 
able  to  move  about  Cabul  and  to  visit 
its  environs.  As  Sir  West  Bid ge way 
had  said,  they  were  "  treated  with 
the  greatest  kindness  and  considera- 
tion." He  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth)  ventured  to  claim  that  among 
many  causes  which  had  contributed  to 
the  increased  friendliness  of  the  Ameer 
and  the  altered  relations  between  the 
British  people  and  the  Afghan  people, 
was  the  policy  which  was  pursued  after 
the  change  in  1880  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  when  he  withdrew  from 
Candahar  and  satisfied  the  people  of 
Afghanistan  that  we  had  no  selfish  mo- 
tives and  no  desire  to  annex  any  part 
of  Afghanistan,  and  that  having  gone 
therefor  certain  purposes,  and  having 
effected  all  that  was  necessary,  we 
were  prepared  at  once  to  retire.  Now, 
the  question  was,  how  were  we  to  pre- 
serve this  friendliness  ?  It  had  always 
been  held  of  the  greatest  importance  that 
we  should  have  a  strong,  independent, 
and  friendly  Afghanistan.  It  might  be 
open  to  some  debate  how  far  Afghanistan 
could  be  strong  and  how  far  she  could 
be  independent ;  but  it  was  now 
proved  that  it  was  possible  to  have 
a  friendly  Afghanistan.  There  was 
one  thing  he  would  venture  to  press 
on  the  Government  —  though  he  did^ 
not  know  whether  it  was  necessary 
to  press  it  upon  them,  and  earnestly 
hoped  that  it  was  not.  The  Under 
Secretary  had  given  them  no  information 
on  the  point.  The  conviction  of  many 
hon.  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House,  and  he  believed  on  the  other 
side  also — it  was  certainly  the  conviction 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
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down — was  this — and  this  was  the  point 
he  would  press  on  the  Government — that 
if  they  were  to  preserve  the  friendliness 
of  Afghanistan  they  must  not  advance 
into  that  country ;  they  must  not  only 
not  annex  any  part  of  it,  but  must  keep 
strictly  within  their  own  boundary.  They 
must  beware  of  going  to  Oandahar  whilst 
the  present  good  relations  with  Bussia 
prevailed,  and  they  must  endeavour  to 
keep  prominently  before  their  minds 
that  friendliness  with  Afghanistan  was 
of  the  greatest  military  and  political  im- 
portance to  India.  He  would  only  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  whatever  military 
measures  might  be  presented  to  the 
Government  of  India  which  they  might 
be  tempted  to  embark  in,  it  was  their 
duty  always  to  remember  that  the  ad- 
vantage of  any  military  measure  should 
be  weighed  against  the  serious  danger 
of  adding  to  the  financial  burdens  of  the 
country,  and  that  the  increase  of  ex- 
penditure was  the  greatest  peril  to  our 
Empire. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  (Oldham)  said, 
he  thought  they  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House  might  be  content  to  rest 
their    case    on     the    picturesque    and 
masterly  speech  delivered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham.    That  speech,  he 
thought,     covered    nearly    the    whole 
ground  which  had  been  occupied  by  the 
Mover  of  the  Besolution  in  bringing  his 
proposal  before   the  House.      But    in 
addition    to    the    speech  of    the   hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Evesham, 
this  debate  had  been  memorable  for  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill).     That  speech  had  been  re- 
markable for  breadth  of  view,  and,  as 
usual,  for  great  vigour  and  clearness 
of    expression,   but    what    was    prin- 
cipally   noticeable  in  it  was  a  decla- 
ration which  had  not  been  touched  on 
by  any  speaker,  official  or  non-official, 
on  the  Ministerial    side  of  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said — and  the  de- 
claration had  been  received  with  cheers 
by  the  opposite  side  of  the  House— that 
'*  finance  depends  on  policy,"  and  he  had 
gone  on  to  elaborate  and  develop  that 
maxim  by  tracing  all  the  trouble  and 
annoyance  which  Hussia  had  given  us 
in  Asia,  and  which  had  led  to  this  great 
increase  in  our  military  expenditure  in 
India,  to  the  mistaken  policy  of  this 
country  in  engaging  in  the    Crimean 
War  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  had  gone  on 


to  say  that  if  this  country  abstained  from 
opposing  the  interests  which  Bussia  had 
in  Europe,  then  Eussia  would  not  use 
the  means  which  she  now  possessed  of 
concentrating  large  forces  on  the  frontier 
of  India  in  order  to  render  us  uneasy 
about  the  maintenance  of  our  Indian 
Empire.  Now,  he  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean) 
ventured  as  an  independent  Member  of 
the  Conservative  Party  to  enter  a  gentle 
protest  against  what  he  conceived  to  be 
the  drift  of  this  important  political  state- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  Great  Britain  had 
important  national  and  commercial  in- 
terests to  defend  in  the  South-East  of 
Europe  and  the  Mediterranean  quite  as 
great  and  as  dear  to  the  people  of  this 
country  as  were  even  the  interests  of  our 
Indian  Empire,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  a  right  policy  for  a  great 
nation  like  this  to  pursue  to  abandon 
our  interests  in  the  Mediterranean  and 
the  South- East  of  Europe  in  the  vain 
hope  of  preserving  India  from  the  danger 
of  invasion.  Depend  upon  it,  that  if  we 
gave  up  our  ancient  policy  in  the 
Mediterranean  and  the  South-East  of 
Europe  in  this  way,  instead  of  saving  our 
interests  in  India,  we  should  only  en- 
courage Hussia  to  further  aggression  in 
Asia.  The  right  policy  for  a  great 
nation  to  pursue  was  to  defend  her  in- 
terests everywhere.  And  what  did  expe- 
rience teach  us  ?  Why,  that  it  was  only 
by  showing  a  firm  front  to  Hussia  that 
we  could  make  her  desist  from  those 
aggressive  courses  upon  which  the  mar- 
tial spirit  and  swarming  instincts  of  her 
people  compelled  her  to  enter.  The  very 
arrangement  which  had  been  come  to 
with  Hussia  in  regard  to  our  frontier  in 
Central  Asia  was  conclusive  evidence  on 
that  point.  When  we  retired  from 
Candahar,  did  that  induce  Hussia  to 
forbear  making  any  further  advance  in 
Central  Asia?  On  the  contrary,  she 
pushed  forward  quickly,  first  to  Merv 
and  then  to  Penjdeh,  and  it  was  then 
that  the  Party  opposite  began  to  discover 
the  danger  that  there  was  in  Hussia's 
designs.  For  a  long  time  previously 
many  Members  of  the  Liberal  Party  used 
to  taunt  the  Conservatives  with  what  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  called  fits  of  Mervous- 
nesB ;  but  as  soon  as  Hussia  got  to  Merv 
and  advanced  to  Herat,  the  Duke  him- 
self was  the  first  to  acknowledge  that 
the  British  Empire  had  at  last  got  an 
inland  frontier  to  defend,  and  that  it 
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would  be  necessary  for  us  to  incur  great 
expense  and  make  extensive  arrange- 
ments to  confront  new  dangers.  He 
(Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  would  not  go  over 
the  events  which  happened  up  to  the 
time  that  the  Convention  with  Bussia 
for  the  demarcation  of  the  boundary 
across  Asia  was  concluded;  but  he 
would  say  this,  that  it  was  the  firm 
policy  of  Lord  Salisbury's  Government 
that  compelled  Hussia  at  last  to 
pause  and  come  to  some  fair  agreement 
with  regard  to  the  Afghan  Frontier. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  recently  in  the 
House  of  Lords  borne  testimony  to  the 
straightforward  and  conciliatory  manner 
in  which  Hussia  had  acted  in  settling 
this  frontier ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
J.  M.  Maclean)  that  it  was  a  great  mis- 
take for  people  to  say  that  the  agree- 
ment which  had  been  arrived  at  only 
constituted  a  **  paper  boundary,"  which 
it  would  be  easy  for  the  Russian  forces 
to  cross  at  any  time.  Why,  what  had 
been  the  great  danger  which  had  beset 
us  in  Central  Asia?  It  had  been  the 
fact  that  the  frontier  was  unsettled,  and 
that  raids  on  one  side  and  the  other 
could  be  easily  made  on  whatever 
pretext  presented  itself.  But  now 
Hussia  had  accepted  a  certain  line  of 
frontier,  and  that  established  our  legal 
right  to  defend  it  against  any  advance 
on  the  part  of  liussia,  who  had  re- 
peatedly, from  the  time  of  Prince 
Gortschakoff,  stated  that  she  regarded 
Afghanistan  as  beyond  her  sphere  of 
influence,  and  as  falling  within  the 
sphere  of  British  influence  in  Asia.  We 
had  now  the  frontier  properly  defined, 
and  the  slightest  sign  on  the  part  of 
Bussia  of  an  intention  to  depart  from  it 
would  give  us  a  clear  right  to  interfere 
for  the  defence  of  Afghanistan.  That 
was  one  great  security  which  we  had 
obtained  so  far  as  the  Western  and 
Northern  Frontier  of  Afghanistan  was 
concerned.  Well,  then,  we  also  had  to 
provide  for  what  might  happen  in  the 
CEise  of  war.  We  had  to  determine 
where  our  troops  should  be  stationed 
in  order,  if  necessary,  to  advance  on 
Afghanistan  for  the  protection  of  our 
allies  there.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  Evesham  and  the  Under 
Secretary  were  rather  inclined  to  mini- 
mize the  real  advance  which  had  been 
made  in  the  adoption  of  a  scientific 
frontier  and  the  organization  of  means 
to    defend    it    in    India.      The    hon. 

Mr,  J.  M»  Maclean 


Member  for  Evesham  had  spoken  of 
Beloochistan  and  Quetta  as  always  being 
under  British  influence.  Tee;  but  we 
had  not  always  large  forces  of  our  own 
troops  stationed  there,  and  we  bad  not 
always  a  railway,  circumstances  which 
constituted  a  distinct  and  substantial 
change  from  the  policy  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  upheld  when  he  was  a 
Member  of  Lord  Lawrence's  Council  in 
India.  It  was  useful  for  us  to  recog- 
nize that  there  had  always  been  two 
opposing  policies  advocated  by  eminent 
and  distinguished  men  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  in  regard  to  the  defences  of 
our  Indian  Frontier.  One  was  known 
as  the  **  Forward  "  policy,  and  the  other 
as  the  **  Standstill'*  policy.  One  school 
of  politicians  said  that  we  should  wait 
in  the  Indus  Valley,  and  never  advance 
beyond  the  mountains  at  all,  which  was 
very  much  the  same  thing  as  saying 
that  the  best  way  in  which  a  man  could 
defend  his  house  when  attacked  by 
burglars  would  be  by  going  and  hiding 
himself  in  the  coal  cellar.  On  the  other 
hand  there  was  the  **  Forward"  school, 
who  wished  to  go  to  Oandahar  or  Herat, 
or  even  beyond  it.  The  present  system 
of  frontier  defence  was,  he  took  it,  a 
compromise.  It  had  been  accepted  by 
both  parties  as  a  compromise  between 
these  two  extreme  views.  We  had  laid 
down  railways  up  to  the  formidable 
Bolan  Pass.  We  had  fortified  all  the 
other  passes  leading  to  India,  and  we 
were  now  trying  to  pierce  the  last 
great  obstacle  which  existed  to  pre- 
vent a  military  force  from  advancing 
upon  Candahar.  Some  trouble  had 
been  taken  with  regard  to  this  proposed 
tunnel  through  the  Amram  Bange  to 
make  out  what  we  were  doing  there  was 
entirely  within  our  own  territory.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  had  said  we 
were  only  making  this  tunnel  in  order 
that  if  it  should  become  necessary  our 
troops  might  make  a  sortie  into  Afghan- 
istan. But  if  one  end  of  the  tunnel  was 
on  British  territory,  surely  the  other  was 
in  Afghanistan. 

Sir  JOHN  GOBST :  No ;  the  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken.  Both  ends  of  the 
tunnel  would  be  on  British  territory. 

Mr.  J.  M.  MACLEAN  said,  that  even 
in  that  case  it  was  a  formidable  new 
advance  for  the  Government  to  under- 
take. It  seemed  to  him  idle  to  affect  to 
believe  that  when  this  tunnel  had  been 
made  at  the  cost  of  £l|500,000  sterling, 
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it  was  not  to  be  used  at  all  except  in 
case  we  required  to  make  a  sortie  on 
Quetta — in  case  our  own  territory  was 
assailed  by  an  enemy.    He  would  much 
rather  take  the  larger  view  of  what  we 
were  doing  beyond  the  frontier  there. 
He   would  say  frankly  that  we  were 
making  a  tunnel  in  order  that  we  might 
extend  our  railways  into  Afghanistan  and 
as  far  as  Candahar.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Evesham  had  told  them  what  many 
connected  with  India  often  heard  from 
the  officers  employed  there  —  namely, 
that  since  we  had  begun  to  construct 
this  railway  a  good  effect  had  been  pro- 
duced on  the  frontier  tribes.     The  fact 
was,  we  had  spent  a  largo  amount  of 
money    on    these  frontier   works,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  not  strange  that  we 
never  heard  of   any  raids  being  com- 
mitted by  the  barbarous  tribes  on  the 
frontier,  who  used  to  bo  so  turbulent. 
The  reason  was  plain.  These  barbarians 
were  not  men  who  liked  war  merely  for 
the  sake  of  fighting ;  they  did  it  in  order 
to   get  food  to   eat,   and  if   we   went 
amongst  them   and    distributed    large 
sums  of  money,  paying  them  such  wages 
as  they  never  received  before,  it  was  not 
to  be  wondered  that  a  good  effect  was 
produced  on  the  national  character,  and 
that  they  were  reconciled  to    English 
civilization.    It  was  very  much  the  same 
thing  as  formerly  went  on  in  the  Scottish 
Highlands  at  the  end  of  the  17th  century, 
of  whom  hon.  Members  would  remember 
Baillie  Nichol  Jarvie  said,  '*  What  was 
it  that  kept  the  Highlands  quiet  in  those 
times  ?  It  was  siller,  Sir  ;  siller."  There 
is  no  doubt  that  the  Indian  rupee  had 
the  same  effect  upon  these  tribes.  If  that 
was  the  effect  of  these  works  of  peace, 
why  should  not  wo,  if  we  were  so  wel- 
come to  the  Afghans,  and  if  they  were 
80  well-disposed  towards  us,   ask    the 
Ameer  to  encourage  the  extension  of 
railways  into  his  own  territory  as  far 
as  Candahar  ?    He  looked  on  this  line 
not   merely  as   a    military  line  which 
we  had  constructed  up  the  Bolan  Pass, 
but  as  the  first  part  of  a  great  Indo- 
European  line  of  railway  which  would 
be  constructed   some  day  across  Asia 
to  carry   Engligh  mails    and    passen- 
gers to  Bombay  and  Calcutta.     To  his 
mind  there  was  nothing  which  should 
make   Englishmen   more    ashamed    of 
themselves  —  men  who   used    to  take 
the  initiative  in  all  euterprizes  of  this 
kind— than  to  think  tha^  BuBsia  had 


laid  down  a  railway  across  Asia  as  far 
as  Bokhara.     It  was  15  years  ago  since 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
passed  a  Eesolution  in  favour  of  giving 
a  British  guarantee  to  a  Company  to 
con  struct  a  railway  through  the  Euphrates 
Valley  to  the  head  of  tho  Persian  Gulf, 
and  not  a  sod  of  this  railway  had  been 
cut,  whilst  the  Eussians,  in  the  mean- 
time, had  laid  down  a  line,  as  he  had 
said,  across  the  Continent,  and  through 
arid  districts  which  had  been  regarded 
as  impracticable.     The  construction  of  a 
trans- Asiatic  railway  ought  to  become 
to  Enofland  one  of   the    first  necessi- 
ties of  the   day,  and  he  agreed  with 
what  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Paddington  had  said,  that  if  the  further 
extension    of  our  railway  frontier  sys- 
tem into  Afghanistan  was  to  be  carried 
out.  then  we  ought  to  consider  whether 
Indian  finances  ought  to  bear  the  whole 
strain  of  the  increased  expenditure.     It 
would  bo   an  interesting    question    to 
have  discussed  by  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  What  was  the  position  of  India 
in  what  might  be  called  the  Imperial 
Federation  ?  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  India  was  treated  very  much  worse 
by  us  than  were  our  Colonies  in   re- 
gard to  all  questions  of  the  defence  of 
the  Empire,  and  if  a  Committee  of  the 
House   were  to    go  into  the  question 
thoroughly,   he  thought    it  would  be 
found  that  the  people  of  this  country 
would  not  grudge  the  expenditure  oven 
of  a  large  sum  of  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  completing  overland  communi- 
cation with  India,  and  in  order  to  give 
the  people  of  this  country  the  advan- 
tages which  the  Kussians  were  about  to 
possess  for  themselves.  But,  meanwhile, 
we  had  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
actual  effect  of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.    Slagg) 
called   "our  new  frontier  policy"   in 
increasing  the  taxation  of  the  people  of 
India.       Well,  he    must  say  that    ho 
thought  that  tho  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington  took  far  too  gloomy  a 
view  of   the  present  financial  state  of 
India.    Tho  noble  Lord  had  spoken  as 
if  India  were  on  the  eve  of  bankruptcy. 
The  hon.   Member  for    the    Evesham 
Division  of  Worcestershire  had  given 
very  wise  reasons  to  show  that  this  was 
not  the  case,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean) 
might  point  out,  in  addition  to  the  rea- 
sons that  the  hon.  Member  had  given, 
that  ft  great  part  of  the  expenditure 
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which  had  caused  an  increase  of  taxa- 
tion had  taken  place  once  for  all.     We 
had  made  these  frontier  railways;  we 
had  established  these  camps ;   we  had 
paid  enormous  sums  of  money  in  nearly 
perfecting  the  scientific  defence  of  our 
frontier,  and  that    expenditure  would 
not  have  to  be  incurred  again.       In 
the  same  way  we  might   fairly  hope 
that    the    great    expenditure    on    the 
Army    now    maintained    in    Burmah 
would  soon  come  to  an  end — that  our 
troops,  or  a  great  proportion  of  them, 
would  be  released  from  service  in  that 
country,  and  that,  in  that  way,  a  great 
source  of  expenditure  would  be  stopped. 
Well,  if  that  was  the  case,  we  might 
fairly  expect  to  get  back  to  the  state  of 
things  which  existed  before  the  present 
year,  when  the  Salt  Tax  was  increased. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  always  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  increase  of  the  Salt 
Tax  was  only  going  back  to  what  was 
the  state  of  taxation  before  Lord  Hipon 
reduced  the  Salt  Tax  some  six  years 
ago.     In  fact,  if  the  Salt  Tax  had  not 
been  reduced  then,  causing  a  loss  to  the 
Revenue  of  India  at  first  of  £1,500,000 
and   afterwards  of  £1,000,000   a-year 
for  several  years,  there  would  have  been 
enough  money  from  the  existing  taxa- 
tion of  the  country  to  pay  for  nearly 
the    whole    of   the    frontier  defences. 
Lord   Kipon  had  chosen  to   leave  the 
money  in  the  pockets  of  the  people.  He 
had  thought  there  was  no  harm  to  be 
apprehended  from  Eussia,  and  went  to 
sleep  in  his  Elysium  at  Simla  until  he 
was  suddenly   awakened   by   a  thrust 
from  a  Cossack  laDce  to  the  necessity  of 
doing  something  to  protect  our  frontier 
from  the  invasion  of  Eussia.     The  Salt 
Tax  had  been  discussed  a  good  deal,  both 
in  the  present  debate  and  in  the  debate 
which  took  place  a  week  or  two  ago  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  and  the 
hon.   Member   for  Flintshire   (Mr.    S. 
Smith),  a  Gentleman  whose  credulity 
was  as  unbounded  as  the  goodness  of 
his  heart,  and  who,  when  he  went  to 
India,  was  apparently  passed  on — like 
the  delegates   who  went  to  Ireland — 
from  one  set  of  Indian  Home  Eulers  to 
another,  until  he  came  back  crammed 
to  the  eyes  full  of  their  views  and  opi- 
nions that  India  was  being  destroyed 
by  English  rule,  and  if  they  did  not  give 
her  Home  Eule  the  natives  would  not  be 
able  to  live  from  one  day  to  another. 
He  (Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean)  had  heard  that 

Ilr.  J,  If.  Maclean 


statement  made  from  gentlemen   like 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  last  25  years. 
India  had  been  on  the  verge  of  bank- 
ruptcy every  day  during  the  whole  of 
that  period.    Meanwhile  the  prosperity 
and  standard  of  living  in  that  country 
had    been    rising.      In    all    outward 
show   the   prosperity    of  India  would 
compare  favourably  with  any  country 
in  the  world  at  the  present  moment, 
and  he  did   not  think  that   the  pre- 
sent slight  increase   in   the  Salt  Tax 
would  cause  any  appreciable  burden  to 
the  Natives.     It  was  stated  that  the 
Natives  would  prefer  to  return  to  the 
duties  on  cotton  goods  rather  than  have 
this  Salt  Tax ;  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member    for    South    Paddington    had 
spoken  of  the  cruel  wrong  done  to  the 
people  of  India  by  the  repeal  of  the 
Cotton  Duties.     Was  the  noble  Lord  of 
opinion  that  these  Cotton  Duties  were 
paid  by  the  manufacturers  in  Lanca- 
shire?   If  he  was,  he  was  labouring 
under  a  mistake,  for,   as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  were  paid  by  the  people  who 
wore  .the  clothing  in  India.     It  was  a 
heavier  tax   upon  them   to  pay  these 
duties  on  their  clothing  than  it  was  to 
pay  a  fractional  part  of  a  fraction  of  a 
farthing    for   the  pinch   of  salt  which 
they  eat  every  day.    There  was  no  com- 
parison between  the  two  modes  of  taxa- 
tion ;  and  another  thing  was  that  the 
people  of  India  were  accustomed  to  pay- 
ing the   Salt  Duty,   and   disliked  any 
strange  form  of  taxation.      The  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  said  he 
was  told  by  millowners  out  there — by 
ver}'  wealthy  men — that  they  preferred 
a  duty  upon  cotton  goods,  and  that  they 
themselves  would   be  ready  to  submit 
to  a  corresponding  Excise  Tax  on  cotton 
of  their  own  manufacture.     No  doubt 
they  would.      The  rich  inhabitants  of 
India  were  all   fond   of  indirect  taxa- 
tion ;    they  would    prefer  that    to   an 
Income  Tax.      Freo   Trade    had   been 
called  "Ihe  creed  of   enlightened  sel- 
fishness,** but  Protection  was  certainly 
the  creed  of  unenlightened  selfishness, 
and  was  found  all  through  India.     The 
Natives  were  everywhere  Protectionists. 
In  the  administration  of  the  great  city 
of  Bombay  he  had  always  found  that  it 
was  impossible  to  get  wealthy  Natives 
to  vote  for  anything  like  direct  taxes  on 
their  houses.     They  always  wanted  to 
put  taxes  on  the  commodities  consumed 
by  the  whole  community.     For  these 
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reasoDS  he  thought  that  the  Salt  Tax 
would  really  give  far  less  offence  to  the 
people  of  India — if  that  was  what  was 
desired — than  would  any  other  tax  that 
could  possihly  be  imposed,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  increase  which  had  now 
been  made  in  it  would  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  imposed, 
and  that  if  any  further  extension  of  our 
frontier  defences  was  required,  the  whole 
question  as  to  whether  the  cost  should 
be  paid  entirely  by  the  people  of  India, 
or  whether  we  should  pay  it  ourselves, 
would  be  considered  by  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Sir  EDWAED  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head)  said,  he  would  not  attempt  to 
follow  hon.  Members  opposite  along  the 
mysterious    path    by  which  they  had 
sought   to    connect    fortifications   with 
morals,  and  the  liquor  traffic  with  the 
defence  of  the  Empire;    but  he  would 
endeavour    to  show   that  our  frontier 
system  was  not  that  absurd  and  extra- 
vagant policy  which  they  would  have  us 
believe.     The  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Slagg)  thought  we  ought  to  defend 
India  within  its  own  frontier.     He  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley)  quite  agreed  that  some 
years  ago  it  might  fairly  have  been 
maintained  that  the  Indus,  if  not  the 
best,  was  at  any  rate  a  sufficient  fron- 
tier, for  at  that  time  we  never  took  the 
Bussian  Army  of  the  Caucasus  into  ac- 
count.   It  was  then  behind  the  Caspian. 
Few  ships  traversed  that  sea,  and  the 
country  between  the  Caspian  and  the 
Afghan  frontier  was,  to  a  great  extent, 
a  barren  waste,  inhabited  by  hostile  and 
warlike  tribes  of  Turkomans.  Therefore, 
we  never  took  the  Army  of  the  Caucasus 
into  account.      Our  attention  was  then 
fixed  upon  the  Bussian  Army  in  Central 
Asia.     It  was  a  small  army,  and  it  was 
at  a  distance ;  and  yet,  small  as  it  was 
and  distant  as  it  was,  it  managed  to  give 
us  a  remarkable  warning.     When  the 
Congress  of  Berlin  was  sitting,  Bussia 
wished,    for    her    own    ends,    to    put 
pressure  on  England,  and  accordingly 
General  Kauffmann,  commander  of  the 
Bussian    forces    in  Central    Asia,   as- 
sembled a  small  Army  on  the  frontiers 
of  Bokhara,  with  the  declared  intention 
of  marching  to  the  frontier  of  Afghan- 
istan.    He  preceded  this  march  by  an 
envoy  to  the  Ameer  of  that  time,  and 
the  envoy  and  the  Ameer  between  them 
entered  into  a  Treaty  hostile  to  England, 
from  which  we  continued  to  suffer  for 


many  years.     This  fact  made  it  clear 
that  Eussia  was  prepared,  whenever  her 
policy  needed  it,  to  put  pressure  on  Eng- 
land, through  her  Indian  frontier,  and 
that  pressure  would  be  enormously  in- 
creased when,  instead  of  a  small  Army 
operating  from  a  distance,  her  vast  re- 
sources would  be  brought  to  bear  on  us 
close  at  hand.    Let  us  see  what  means 
Bussia  had  of  late  years  accumulated 
for  the  purpose.     From  Batoum,  on  the 
Black  Sea,  a  railway  now  ran  through 
the  Caucasus  to  the  Caspian,  and  the 
garrison  of  the  Caucasus  could  easily 
put  into  the  field  an  Army  of  50,000 
men,  as  was  proved  in  the  last  war, 
and  this  Army  of  the  Caucasus  could  be 
reinforced  to  any  extent  from  Southern 
Bussia.    As  to  Northern  Bussia  it  was 
traversed  by  many  canals  and  railways, 
which  ran  to  different  poiatson  the  Volga, 
which  was  the  great  waterway  to  the 
Caspian.     Thus  men  and  material  could 
be  concentrated  to  any  extent  on  the 
Caspian.    A  few  years  ago  there  were 
few  vessels  on  the  Caspian  ;   but  now 
it  was  covered  with  steamers,  owing  to 
the  great  trade  which  had  sprung  up  in 
the  mineral  oil  with  which  the  district 
abounded,  and  consequently  troops  could 
be  transported  to  the  other  shore.     On 
that  shore  there  was  a  railway  which  had 
been     persistently    run     towards     the 
Afghan  frontier,   and    the    first  point 
specially  interesting    to    us    which    it 
reached  was  one  end  of  the  valley  of 
the  Heri  Bud,   at    the    other  end  of 
which  stood  the  city  of  Herat.     It  was 
originally  intended  to  push  the  railway 
along  this  valley,  and  if  it  was  our  pre- 
sent entrenched  camp  which  had  caused 
the  design  to  be  suspended,  that  work 
had  already  done  us  good  service.  Bus- 
sia had  then  directed  the  railway  upon 
Merv,  whence  it  was  continued  to  the 
Oxus,  and  was  to  be  carried  on  through 
Bokhara  to  Samarcand ;  thus  she  would 
have  the  Army  in  Central  Asia,  and  the 
Arm^  in  the  Caucasus  in  direct  com- 
munication with  each  other,   and  the 
whole  of  the  forces  in  that  country  could 
be  combined  for  a  general  advance  upon 
the  Afghan  frontier.      The  people  in 
the  country  were  no  longer  hostile  to 
Bussia ;  they  had  been  conquered,  and 
they  were  willing  to  become  her  auxili- 
aries.    General  Skobeleff,  who  reduced 
them  to  submission,  had  left  a  memo- 
randam  respecting  the  invasion  of  India, 
in  one  passage  of  which  he  said  ho  would 
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propose  to  organize  masses  of  Asiatic  j 
cavalry,  and  hurl  lliem  against  the  fron- 
tier of  India  under  the  banner  of  blood 
and  rapine,   and  thus  bring  back  the 
times  of  Taaierlane.      He  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley)  had  no  doubt  that  programme 
would    have    an    attraction    for    those 
truculent  horsemen,   who  had  hitherto 
lived  by  violence  and  plunder,  and  the 
probabilities  were,  that  if  we  should  see 
the  Kussian  army  advancing  upon  India, 
it  would  be  preceded  by  swarms  of  Tur- 
koman cavalry.   Considering  these  facts, 
it  would  be  seen  that  Kussia  had  had  a 
great,  a  deliberate  plan — a  stupendous 
plan  if  they  considered  the   extent  of 
the  space  and  the  interests  involved— a 
plan  which  she  had  been  executing  with 
astonishing  constancy ;   and    whatever 
else   might  be  thought  about  Eussia, 
they  must  admit  thai  she  seemed  to  bo 
a  Power  that  knew  her  own  mind.    If 
we  were  to  let  her  alone  and  allow  her 
to  do  as  she  pleased,  the  chances  were 
that  if  she  found  occasion  to  threaten 
our  frontier,  she  would  begin  by  an  in- 
vasion of  Afghanistan,  and  when  she 
had  possessed  herself  of  the  three  corner 
cities  of  Herat,  Cabul,  and  Candahar, 
she  would  in  the  space  between  them 
proceed  to  create  an  advanced  base  of 
operations,  by  filling  it  with  immense 
supplies   of   men  and   material    for  a 
campaign  against  India.     This  was  the 
problem  that  our  Indian  officers  had  had 
to  face.     The  frontier  of  the  Indus  for 
the  upper  half  of  its  length  had  beyond 
it  a  great  mass   of   mountain  country, 
pierced  only  by  passes  200  or  300  miles 
long ;    it  thus  formed  a  natural  ram- 
part, and  so  long  as  we  watched  the 
issues  of  the  passes  on  the  Indus  an 
invader  could  only  seek  to  penetrate 
there    at    his    own    peril.      But    the 
lower  half   of    the    frontier,    down  to 
Kurrachee,  was  a  great  plain  stretch- 
ing to  Candahar.     If  wo  were  to  await 
Bussia   behind  the  Indus,    we   should 
certainly,  in  the  event  he  was  imagining, 
find  her  sending  her  troops  across  the 
plain,  and  should  she  succeed  in  placing 
herself  on  the  river  there  she  would  sever 
our  Army  either  from  its  base  at  Kur- 
rachee,  or  from  Bengal,  which  would 
be  a  most  serious,  and  possibly  a  fatal, 
injury.  Besides  that,  our  Indian  officers 
were  agreed  that  nothing  could  be  more 
dangerous    than    to    sustain   even   the 
slightest  reverse  upon  the  soil  of  India. 

Sir  Edward  Hamley 


He  had  another  authority  to  the  same 
effect,  and  that  was  General  Skobeleff — 

*•  Everybody,"  said  Skobeleff,  **  who  has 
concemea  himself  with  the  question  of  a  Russian 
invasion  of  India  would  declare  that  it  is  only 
necessary  to  penetrate  a  single  point  of  the 
Indian  frontier  to  bring  about  a  general  rising. 
Even  the  presence  of  an  insignificant  force  on 
the  frontier  of  India  might  lead  to  a  general 
rising  throughout  the  country,  and  the  collapse  ^' 
of  the  British  Empire." 

Not  only  was  Skobeleff  a  great  fighting 
soldier ;  he  was  a  scientific  soldier  who 
well  knew   the  politics  of  war.      The 
hon.  Member  for   Burnley   was    of    a 
different  opinion ;    but    Indian  officers 
thought  with  General  Skobeleff  that  our 
line  of  defence  should  be  pushed  on,  and 
it  was  fortunate  that  we  had  a  country 
suited  to  carrying  our  resources  forward 
from  the  Indus.     The  railway  ran  from 
Kurrachee  up  the  bank  of  the  Indus, 
meeting  the  railway  coming  from  Cal- 
cutta and  passing  on,  so  that  they  would 
be  able  to  concentrate  on  that  point  of 
junction  at  Sukkur    the    resources  of 
Bengal  on  the  one  side,  and  the  re- 
sources from    England  by   Kurrachee 
on   the  other.      From   this  point    tho 
railway  ran  on  to  beyond  Pishin  and 
Quetta,   and  they  were   now  engaged 
in    constructing    an    intrenched    camp 
which   would   enable    an    Army  there 
to   defend  itself  against  an  enemy  of 
much    greater    force,    and    to    protect 
this  important  line  of  communication. 
The  railway  operations  from  Kurrachee 
to  the  frontier,  and  the  defensive  works 
in  connection  with  them  were  a  work  of 
some  finality,  for  they  might  hope  that 
it  would  give  tranquillity  to  India  for 
generations.     If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  would  candidly  reconsider  the 
case,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  would 
see  that  with  this  short  line  from  Eng- 
land to  Kurrachee,  and  thence  to  the 
last    point    within   our    own    frontier, 
we  possessed  admirable  means  for  de- 
fending India.     The  Amram  Hange  was 
only  four  or  five  marches  from  Canda- 
har, and  in  case  Eussia  should  attempt 
to  make  a  great  advanced  base  of  ope- 
rations in  Afghanistan,  surely  it  would 
not  be  considered  an  offensive  or  aggres- 
sive movement  on  our  part  to  endea- 
vour to  prevent  her,  and  as  we  should 
be   so  much  nearer  to  Candahar  than 
she,   we  could    always  anticipate   her. 
What  an    advantage  it    would    bo   to 
transfer  the  war  into  a  country  which 
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it  was  Dot  of  set  purpose  that  the  Eng- 
lish had  conquered  India :  they  had 
been  led  on  to  conquer  it;  and  the  same 
was  largely  true  of  Hussia  in  Central 
Asia.  He  refused  to  believe  that  our 
officers  and  civilians  in  India  were  really 
of  opinion  that  the  appearance  of  Kussia 
on  the  frontier  would  be  the  signal  for 
a  general  insurrection.  To  believe  that 
would  be  to  cast  an  unjust  and  unworthy 
reflection  upon  the  loyalty  of  our  Indian 
fellow-fiubjects.  There  was  no  ground 
for  saying  that  there  would  be  general 
disaffection  even  if  Eussia  were  at  the 
gates  of  the  Suliman  range.  But  what- 
ever the  views  of  Members  individually 
might  be,  either  with  regard  to  the 
purposes  of  Eussia  or  with  regard  to 
the  loyalty  of  our  Indian  subjects,  they 
all  agreed  that  the  North- West  Frontier 
of  India  ought  to  be  put  into  the  same 
condition  of  defence  as  if  it  was  certain 
that  Eussia  desired  to  attack  it,  and  that 
a  revolt  in  our  rear  might  be  dreaded. 
But  the  question  which  they  had  now  to 
ask  themselves  was  whether  they  would 
be  justified  in  sanctioning  the  expendi- 
ture of  £1,500,000  for  the  purpose  of 
piercing  the  Khqjak  Tunnel.  That  was 
an  expenditure  which  the  revenues  of 
India  could  scarcely  bear,  and  it  must 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  wo 
should  have  reached  the  level  plain 
leading  to  Candahar  the  temptation  to 
go  on  to  Candahar  itself  would  be  almost 
irresistible,  and  the  dangers  and  respon- 
sibilities, political  as  well  as  military,  of 
such  an  advance  would  be  very  great 
indeed.  Those  were  the  two  main 
grounds  upon  which  hon.  Members 
objected  to  this  expenditure  of 
£1,500,000.  The  view  of  the  House  in 
1881— -a  view  affirmed  by  a  large  majo- 
rity— ought  not  to  be  forgotten.  It  was 
that  the  political  results  of  the  occupa- 
tion of  Candahar  and  of  the  consequent 
breaking  up  of  Afghanistan  would  Se  far 
too  serious  to  be  lightly  faced,  and  would 
outweigh  any  advantages  that  might 
accrue  from  such  a  course  of  action.  In 
connection  with  the  subject  of  the 
Indian  liquor  traffic,  he  wished  to  lay 
before  the  House  some  facts  relating 
to  the  attempts  to  introduce  the  use  of 
liquors  into  Upper  Burmah.  Under  the 
Native  Monarchs  the  use  both  of  opium 
and  of  ardent  spirits  was  prohibited  in 
accordance  with  the  precepts  of  Bud- 
dhism, and  nothing  was  more  rare 
than  to  see  a  drunken   person  in  thq 


afforded  admirable  defensive  positions, 
and  to  meet  Eussia  with  the  support 
of  our  Afghan  allies.  That  was  not  all 
that  was  to  be  said  for  this  railway. 
When  Sir  Frederick  Eoberts  and  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  were  making  their 
campaign  in  Afghanistan,  they  drew 
their  supplies  of  pack  animals  of  all 
sorts  from  the  neighbouring  districts 
of  India,  and  the  destruction  of  those 
animals  was  shocking  and  horrible.  Sir 
Donald  Stewart,  writing  to  him  on  the 
subject,  said — 

"  The  experience  of  the  last  war  proved  con- 
clusively that  without  railways  the  movement 
of  large  bodies  of  troops  in  the  region  before 
and  adjoining  the  frontier  becomes  well  nigh  an 
impossibility.  We  contrived  to  got  along,  no 
doubt,  but  at  what  cost  and  at  what  sacrifice  to 
human  and  animal  life !  It  is  appalling  to 
tliink  of  the  sacritice  of  animals  that  tho  Afghan 
war  cost  us,  and  I  doubt  if  the  country  has  yet 
recovered  these  losses— I  mean  tho  loss  of 
camels  and  pack  animals.*' 

Ho  (Sir  Edward  Ilamley)  in  fact  believed 
there  could  be  little  doubt  that  the 
railway  could  have  been  made  at  less 
cost  than  the  sacrifice  of  these  animals. 
But  that  was  not  all,  because  the  dis- 
tricts from  which  these  animals  were 
taken  had  not  yet  recovered  the  loss 
thereby  entailed  upon  trade  and  agricul- 
ture. Ho  trusted  that  there  were  many 
people  in  tho  House  and  the  country 
who  would  consider  that  this  decried 
frontier  policy  was  really  a  wise  and 
sagacious  policy,  that  it  was  the  reverse 
of  aggressive,  and  that  if  we  were  to 
hold  India  at  all  it  must  be  held  by  that 
plan,  and  by  no  other,  and,  as  it  was  in- 
dispensable for  the  security  of  India, 
the  best  thing  we  could  hope  for  was 
that  it  should  be  completed  with  all  pos- 
sible expedition. 

Mr.  BEYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said, 
they  were  all  indebted  to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Slagg)for  an  interesting  debate,  though 
he  was  bound  to  admit  that  it  would 
have  been  better  if  the  Eesolution  had 
not  linked  together  two  subjects  distinct 
from  one  another,  each  of  which  might 
well  have  occupied  an  evening.  He  had 
been  much  struck  with  the  clearness  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir 
Edward  Hamley) ;  but  he  thought  that 
exactly  the  same  arguments  which  were 
used  to  explain  the  advance  of  Eussia 
might  be  used  to  explain  the  steady 
advance  of  England  in  India.  In  reality 
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street.      The    few  Chinese   wbo    were 
under  Native  jurisdiction  were  allowed 
to  smoke  opium  and  consume  liquor,  but 
the  prohibition  was  enforced  in  the  case 
of  the  Burmese  themselves,  and  practi- 
cally there  was  no  consumption  of  liquor 
before  we  annexed  the  country.     After 
the  annexation  in    1886  it  was  found 
that  money  was  wanted,  and  the  idea 
occurred  to  British    officials  of  intro- 
ducing the  system  of  licensing  the  sale 
of  spirits  and  granting  a  monopoly  of 
opium.     The  officers  in  charge  of  dis- 
tricts in  Upper  Burmah  were  consulted 
by  the  Government,  and  they  returned 
answers  adverse  to  the  proposal — they 
advised  that  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
things  as  they  were.      He   had  been 
assured  on  high  authority  that^  the  Na- 
tive view  was  also  opposed  to  the  plan. 
This  took  place  early  last  year,  and  as 
far  back  as  April  last,  in  spite  of  the 
advice  given  by  the  officers,  a  certain 
number  of  licences  were  issued  for  the 
sale  of  spirits  and  opium.  He  questioned 
the  India  Office  in  July  last,  and  was 
promised  information,   but    none    had 
been   so  far  given.      Eeturns  on    the 
subject   were    ordered    by  the   House 
last  August.     Recently  he  (Mr.  Bryce) 
addressed  some  questions  relating  to  this 
matter  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst),  who,  however,  did  not  appear  to 
have  received  any  additional  informa- 
tion. The  House  had  reason  to  complain 
of  this  inordinate  delay,  which,  however, 
he  did  not  believe  to  be  owing  to  the 
Office  at  home,  but  to  some  functionaries 
in  India,  who  seemed  to  desire  to  keep 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  dark  in 
regard  to  this  subject.     It  was  said  that 
these  licences  were  to  be  granted  in  order 
to  regulate  the  traffic,  but  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  had  met  the 
case  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Barrow   (Mr.   Caine).      If  the  licences 
tended   to   diminish  the    consumption, 
how  was  it  that  the  consumption  steadily 
increased  ?    It  appeared  to  him  that  in 
Upper  Burmah,  at  any  rate,  it  was  the 
pressure  of  the  cost  of  administration 
and  the   desire  to   relievo  the  Central 
Government  of  India  which  led  to  the 
expedient  of    granting   licences  being 
resorted  to.     He  hoped  that  the  India 
Office  had  been  frank   and  candid  in 
saying  that  revenue  was  no  part  of  the 

Mr,  Bryce 


object  in  the  granting  those  licences. 
But  what,  then,  was  the  motive  ?  Why, 
in    Upper    Burmah,    did    the    British 
officers  in  charge  of  districts,  as  well  as 
the  Native  Burmese,  object  if  the  ten- 
dency was  to  diminish  consumption  ?  It 
must  have  been  because  they  feared  that 
the  introduction  of  the  Indian  licence 
system  would  have  the  effect  of  stimu- 
lating the  use  of  opium  and  spirits.  The 
House  used  to  hear  a  great  deal  before 
we  annexed  Burmah  about  the  mas- 
sacres by  King  Thebaw  and  the  tyranny 
and  oppression  that  went  on  under  the 
Native  Kings  of  Burmah ;  but  the  harm 
done  by  a  King  of  Burmah  during  the 
whole  of  his  reign  would  not  be  as  great 
as  the   demoralization  of    the  people, 
which  seemed  likely  to  be  introduced  by 
this  licence  system.   This  was  not  a  case 
in  which  there  was  any  danger  of  illicit 
manufacture  or  sale  to  apprehend  from 
refusing  the  licences,  because — as  he  had 
said — before  the  annexation  there  was 
little  or   no   consumption  amongst  the 
Natives  of  spirits  or  opium.     Therefore 
this  country  was  open  to  the  reproach  of 
introducing  vices   which  were   scarcely 
known  before.     He  trusted  the  matter 
would  have  the  serious  attention  of  the 
Government,    and  that  hon.  Members 
recognizing    the    heavy    responsibility 
that  lay  upon   England   in  regard    to 
these  comparatively  weak  Indo-Chinese 
races,  would  do  their  utmost  to  prevent 
the  traffic  both  in  opium  and  in  spirits 
from  taking  root  in  our  newly-conquered 
temtor  1  es 

The    under     SECRETARY    of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said,  he  thought  that  it  would  not  be 
necessary    for   him   to    do   more    than 
answer  one  or  two  of  the  questions  which 
had  been   raised  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  since  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  spoke,  because  he  considered 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg)  had   been  pretty 
otiectually  disposed  of  by  speakers  who 
had  preceded  him.     In  his  (Sir  James 
Fergu8son*s)  opinion  the  Motion  in  itself 
was  one  of  the  strangest  which  had  ever 
been  put  on  the  Motion  Paper  of  the 
House.       It     contained     irreconcilable 
matters  aud^^an  absolute  fallacy.  He  had 
observed  that  the   hon.   Member   had 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion  of  a  simple 
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oharacter — namely,  to  call  attention  to 
the  frontier  policy  of  the  Government, 
and  to  move  a  Resolution  with  regard 
to  the  existing  financial  difficulties. 
That  morning,  however,  the  matter  of 
intoxicating  liquors  had  been  intro- 
duced, and  this  was  absolutely  fatal  to 
the  logical  character  of  the  Motion, 
since  this  excise  was  of  a  local  character 
and  devoted  to  local  objects,  and  so  could 
not  have  anything  to  do  with  the  frontier 
policy  of  the  Government.  But  matters 
had  emerged  from  the  somewhat  common 
place  level  at  which  they  had  been  left 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover  of  this 
Motion.  The  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  elicited  some  interesting  speeches 
from  great  Indian  authorities,  and  he 
ventured  also  to  hope  that  the  effect  of 
these  speeches  would  be  to  remove  from 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  some 
deeply-rooted  prejudices  which  he  had 
expressed,  not  for  the  first  time.  The 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  the 
Government  of  India  did  not  exist  or 
labour  for  the  benefit  of  the  Natives  of 
India,  that  their  policy  was  founded  on 
prejudice  and  carried  on  in  a  spirit  con- 
trary to  the  true  interests  of  the  Natives. 

Ma.  SLAGG  said,  he  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that 
such  was  the  purport  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech.  With  regard  to  the 
frontier  policy  of  the  Government,  the 
hon.  Member  wholly  disapproved  it. 
The  hon.  Member  was  under  this  mis- 
fortune, that  he  believed  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  carried  their  railway  into 
Afghanistan,  and  that  they  were  at  this 
moment  occupying  that  country.  That 
belief  had  been  shown  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  to  be  absolutely  unfounded.  We 
were  well  within  our  own  frontier ;  and 
in  answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Clitheroe  Division 
of  Lancaster  (Sir  Ughtred  Kay- Shuttle- 
worth),  who  had  put  the  question,  he 
would  say  that  there  was  no  question  of 
having  any  intention  to  cross  the  British 
frontier.  They  had  established  com- 
munications which  made  that  frontier  a 
strong  one,  but  without  any  intention  of 
passing  beyond  that  frontier.  He  con- 
tended that  there  was  not  the  slightest 
ground  for  the  idea  that  in  strengthening 
the  frontier  of  India  we  were  either  hold- 
ing out  a  defiance  to  any  other  Power 
or  manifesting  any  distrust  of  the  ia- 


tentions  of  any  other  Power.    They  did 
not  express  any  distrust  of  the  honesty 
or  good  faith  of  their  neighbours  by 
putting  their  frontier  in  a  proper  state 
of  defence.  They  did  not  express  distrust 
of  their  neighbours  in  France  because 
they  maintained  forts  at  Dover.      No 
country  would  be   wise  if  it  did  not 
maintain  its  frontiers  in  such  a  state  of 
defence  that  at  all  times  it  would  be 
prepared    for    any    emergency    which 
might  occur.     It   was  absolutely  con- 
trary to  the  policy  of   Her  Majesty's 
Government   and  the    Government    of 
India  to  say  that  the  construction  of  a 
well-defined  scientific  frontier  was  any 
defiance  to,  or  expressed  any  mistrust 
of,  any  other  nation  in  the  world.     But 
in  the  last  few  years,  when  it  had  been 
necessary  to  strengthen  the  defences  of 
India,  the  public  credit  had  been  greatly 
improved  thereby  and  very  gratifying 
results  had  followed.     Some  of  the  great 
feudatories  of  the  Empire  had  made 
expressions  of  loyalty  and  offers  of  sup- 
port of  which  he  thought  this  country 
was  very  sensible,  and  which  went  far 
to  prove  that  our  government  of  India 
had  not  been  distasteful  to  the  Natives 
of  India.     The  admirable  speeches  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Evesham    Division   of  Worcester    (Sir 
Richard  Temple),  himself  a  great  Indian 
statesman,  and  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Sir  Edward 
Hamley),  a  great  scientific  soldier,  had 
placed  this  question  upon  a  just  footing, 
and  shown  that  the  Government  of  India 
was  not  narrow  or  short-sighted,  but  far- 
reaching  and   statesmanlike.     He  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)did  not  think  anything 
had  been  said  to  give  any  support  to  the 
purport  of  the  Motion  which  had  been 
moved,  to  the  effect  that  that  House 
mistrusted  the   frontier    policy  of  the 
Government  of  India.     It  was  true  that 
there  had  been  an  increase  of  expenditure 
on  account  of  these  precautions.    It  was 
a  pity  they  had  not  been  taken  sooner, 
because,  to  his  personal  knowledge,  the 
burdens  on  the  resources  of  India  had 
been  largely  caused  by  the  want  of  rail- 
ways which  were  now  completed.    In 
1885,  when  certain  precautionary  mea- 
sures had  been  neceseary,  immense  ex- 
penses had  been  incurred  for  the  trans- 
port of  troops  which  would  have  been 
avoided  if  railways  had  existed  then  which 
existed  now.     The  construction  of  these 
railways  had  enormously  strengthened 
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the  resources  of  India.  He  would  hare 
been  p^lad  to  have  avoided  the  bathos  of 
reverting  to  the  Excise  questioii ;  but  he 
vas  compelled  to  notice  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  lUembor  for  South  Aberdeen 
(Mr,  Bryce),  who  had  somewhat  unjustly 
referred  to  the  measures  of  the  (Jovern- 
ment  of  India  with  respect  to  Burmah. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  had  not  been  able  Co 
inform  the  House  fully  as  to  the  licences 
to  be  given  in  Burmah,  and  he  might 
add  that  the  Government  of  India  had 

f'iven  stringent  orders  that  no  opium 
icences  were  to  he  given  in  Burmah, 
except  in  parts  where  there  was  a  Ohinese 
population.  There  was  a  distinct  differ- 
ence between  the  encouragement  and 
the  regulation  of  the  sale  of  liquor.  It 
was  only  a  question  whether  the  sale  of 
opium  and  liquor  should  be  under  regu- 
lation or  not.  Therefore,  giving  licences 
to  places  where  there  were  no  Burmans 
was  not,  as  had  been  represented,  en- 
couraging the  Burmans  to  practices 
from  which  they  were  happily  free. 
The  hon.  Member  lor  Flintshire  (Mr. 
Samuel  Smith)  had  quoted  from  a  pam- 
phlet on  India  which  he  had  endorsed 
in  a  preface,  and  in  which  the  writer 
quoted  an  official  despatch  purporting  to 
come  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Government  of  India,  in  which  it  wae 
questioned  whether  the  temperance 
movement  should  be  permitted  to  spread. 
The  Papers  before  Parliament  showed 
that  tho  espressions  attributed  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  were  from  a  despatch 
of  the  Acting  Commissioner  of  Oustoms 
to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  it  was  not 
stated  that  this  was  a  temperance  move- 
ment, but  a  strike  against  the  high  rate 
of  licences  on  liquor  and  spirits  imposed 
by  the  Government  of  Bombay.  Those 
interested  in  the  profits  from  the  sale 
of  spirits  at  a  cheaper  rate,  disliking 
the  high  rate  of  duty,  had  intimidated 
people  into  refusing  to  use  spirits. 
Hon.  Members  who  spent  a  month  in 
India  should  be  cautious  in  taking  up 
ideas  end  believing  stories  against  Eng- 
lishmen who  were  administering  the 
affairs  of  tho  country  under  very  great 
difficulties,  and,  he  believed,  with  a 
high  sense  of  duty  and  every  desire  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  people. 
To  his  personal  knowledge  they  had 
accomplished  with  very  seanty  means  a 
great  deal  in  the  cause  of  theamelioration 
of  the  condition  of  the  people  of  India, 
Sir  Jomet  Ferpuston 


and  he  would  ask  the  House  to  reject 
decisively  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley. 

Mr.  0HILDER8  (Edinburgh  9.)  aaid, 
that  before  the  Motion  went  to  aDivision, 
he  should  like  to  explain  the  way  in 
which  he  regarded  it.  Two  days  ago, 
two  distinct  Motions  were  before  the 
House— one  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Slagg),  raising  the  whole 
question  of  the  frontier  policy  of  India, 
and  the  other  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  (Mr.  Oaine)  calling  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  what  had  happened  in 
connection  with  the  liquor  traffic.  Ho 
(Mr.  Ohilders)  would  have  supported 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bar- 
row ;  but  now  the  two  Motions  on  en- 
tirely different  questions  had  been 
merged  into  one,  and  the  way  in  which 
frontier  policy  and  the  liquor  traffic  were 
now  mixed  up  placed  him  in  a  some- 
what difficult  position.  He  could  not 
vote  for  a  Motion  in  which  they  were 
asked  to  condemn,  as  unwise,  our  fron- 
tier policy.  As  one  who  was  responaible 
for  our  Indian  policy  two  or  three  years 
ago,  it  was  impossiblfl  for  him  to  con- 
demn the  frontier  policy,  as  settled  then 
and  but  slightly  modified  since,  as  un- 
wise. The  declaration  which  had  just 
been  made  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  that  the  rail- 
way, although  carried  through  the 
Khojak  Tunnol,  would  not  pass  oeyond 
the  Indian  frontier,  took  away  any  doubt 
he  might  have  had  as  to  these  recent 
modiScations,  and  he  therefore  must 
abstain  from  supporting  Ms  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Slagg). 

Sir  EOPEE  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  rose  to  address  the  House, 
when — 

Mn.  CAINE  rose  in  his  place,  and 
claimed  to  move,  "That  the  Question 
be  now  put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,"  put  accordingly,  and  agreid  to. 

Question  put. 

"  That,  ID  the  opinion  ol  thii  Home,  the 
unwice  Frontier  Policy  of  the  Oovemment  of 
India  is  producing  aiaya  fi uncial  difficullioi  in 
that  country,  Iwding  not  only  to  increased 
burdens  of  Uxutton,  but  to  the  exteoMon  of  the 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  Jtorenua  par- 
poBca,  with  serious  results  to  the  moral  and 
material  welfare  of  the  people,"— (if r.  Sfajj.) 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  72  ;  Noes 
122  :  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  37.) 
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PAUPER    LUNATICS'  ASYLUMS    (IRE- 
LAND)       OFFICERS      SUPERANNUA- 
TION BILL.-[BiLL  136.] 
{Mr,  Johmtottf  Mr.  Chance.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Johnston.) 

Mr.  BIGGAR  (Oavan.  W.) :  I  object. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.):  I 
appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  to  use  his  influence 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEAJjY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  would  ask  my  hon.  Friend  not  to  per- 
sist in  his  opposition  to  this  Bill. 

Mr.  BIGGAR :  I  object,  Sir. 

Committee  deferred  till  Thursday, 

FISHERY     ACTS    AMFiNDMENT    (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  32.] 

{Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  E,  Harrington,  Mr.  P. 
McDonald,  Mr.  FoUy.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.),  in 
moving  that  the  House  go  into  Com- 
mittee, said,  he  accepted  the  Amendment 
which  the  Government  had  put  upon  the 
Paper. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."—  (  Colonel  Nolan,) 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
object,  Sir. 

Conmiittee  deferred  till  To-morrow^ 


ARMY   ESTIMATES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  examine  into  the  Army  Estimates, 
and  to  report  their  observations  thereon  to  the 
House.— (iTr  Secretary  Stanhope,) 

NAVT    ESTIMATES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  examine  into  the  Nayy  Estimates, 
and  to  report  their  observations  thereon  to  the 
House. — {Lord  Oecrge  Hamilton.) 

REVBNOE  DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  examine  into  the  Elstimates  for  the 
Revenue  Departmemta,  and  to  report  their 
observations  to  the  House. — (Mr,  Jackson.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  I4th  Mdreh,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Selbctt    Committeb  —  First 

Eeport—VuhUc  Accounts  [No.  87]. 
Private  Bill  {by   Order) — Second  Heading  — 

Thames  Tunnel  (Black wall).* 
Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Heading  — 

Parliamentary  Voters  •  [171]. 
Second   Reading — Oaths  I7J;  Metropolis  Local 

Government*  [14]^  deferred, 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  BA  Y. 

OATHS  BILL,— [Bill  7.] 
{Mr  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr.  Kelly,  Mr. 
Courtney  Kenny,    Mr,   Burt,   Mr,   Coleridge, 
Mr.   lUingworth,  Mr.  Richard,  Colonel  Fyre, 
Mr,  Jesse  Colling s.) 

SEOOND  BBADIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  BRA.DLAUGH  (Northampton), 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  that  it  consisted 
only  of  two  clauses,  expressed  in  almost 
the  same  language  as  that  which  was 
used  in  the  Affirm^ion  Act  for  Quakers. 
The  only  diflference  was  that  it  had  been 
suggested  to  him  that  he  should  make 
it  differ  from  the  Affirmation  Act,  which 
applied  to  the  Society  of  Friends,  by 
introducing  words  to  provide  that  the 
initiative  should  be  taken  by  the  person 
who  desired  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
affirming.  To  meet  that  suggestion, 
which  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  un- 
reasonable, he  had  introduced  the  words, 
in  the  first  line  in  the  clause — ''Upon 
objecting  to  being  sworn.''  He  wished 
now  to  point  out,  as  briefly  as  he  could, 
the  class  of  persons  whom  the  Bill 
touched,  and  the  class  of  grievances  it 
was  intended  to  remedy.  In  the  firat 
place^  as  the  law  now  stood,  in  reference 
to  jurors,  jurors  who  were  without  reli- 
gious belief,  or  who,  having  religious 
belief,  did  not  believe  in  future  rewards 
and  punishments,  when  summoned  as 
jurors,  could  neither  take  the  oath  nor 
affirm.  There  was  no  provision  to  allow 
a  person,  under  those  circumstances,  to 
affirm,  except  the  provision  which  related 
to  jurors  who  had  religious  belief,  and 
that  was  clearly  marked.  He  did  not 
know  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  make 
any  long  statement  on  that  point.  The 
law  was  clearly  put  by  Lord  Bramwell, 
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in  1881,  when  he  said  that  the  class  of 
persons  mentioned  in  Section  4  of  the 
Act  of  1 8  69  — namely,  that  persons  who  at 
that  time  would  be  incompetent,  but  for 
that  Act,  to  give  evidence  owing  to  want 
of  religious  belief — that  such  persons 
should  not  be  permitted  to  serve  on 
juries  on  condition  of  merely  making  a 
solemn  declaration  or  affirmation,  in- 
stead of  taking  the  oath.  That  view 
was  concurred  in  by  the  Lords  Justices 
of  Appeal.  Suppose  a  juror  without 
religious  belief  to  have  been  sworn  by 
mistake,  or  because  the  matter  had  not 
been  brought  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Oourt;  suppose  a  juror  to  have  affirmed 
under  what  might  be  called  the  Eeligious 
Belief  Clause,  then  it  was  quite  clear 
that  in  a  criminal  trial  error  might  be 
brought  after  conviction  and  sentence, 
and  a  murderer  might  escape  punish- 
ment. The  law  upon  that  point  was 
very  clear,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  labour 
the  matter.  In  1838  Lord  Denman, 
moving,  in  the  House  of  Lords,  a  Bill 
for  the  substitution  of  Affirmations  for 
Oaths,  drew  attention  to  a  defect  which 
was  remedied  soon  after,  in  which  Dr. 
Cooke,  a  Presbyterian  clergyman  in 
Ireland,  had  insisted  on  being  sworn 
according  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Presbyterians  thought  the  oath  binding 
on  them ;  but  he  had  not  been  sworn  in 
the  usual  method  required  by  law.  The 
point  was  raised  after  conviction  and 
after  sentence,  and  the  objection  was  sus- 
tained. The  consequence  was  that  the 
prisoner  who  was  convicted  in  that  case 
escaped  the  sentence  which  had  been 
passed  upon  him.  During  the  last  three 
vears  there  had  been  a  large  number  of 
lurors  who,  being  without  religious  be- 
lief, or,  at  any  rate,  claiming  to  be  with- 
out religious  belief,  had  been  ordered  to 
stand  aside.  They  were  persons  sum- 
moned to  serve  and  sit  as  jurymen,  and 
when  they  bond  fide  brought  the  matter 
under  the  notice  of  the  Court,  or  made  a 
claim  to  be  exempt  on  the  ground  of 
having  no  religious  belief,  they  were 
able  to  escape  the  performance  of  their 
duty.  In  either  case,  it  was  equally  bad 
for  the  rest  of  the  public  that  these 
men  were  not  allowed  to  act  as  jurymen. 
They  could  not  affirm,  and  they  could  not 
take  the  oath.  It  had  been  held  beyond 
the  possibility  of  question  by  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  sitting  at  Bar,  by  their 
Judges,  and  affirmed  on  appeal,  that  if 
a  person  without  religious  belief  did,  what 
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he  could  not  call  ''take  the  oath,"  but, 
adopting  the  words  used  by  the  Judges, 
if  he  went  through  the  form  of  taking 
the  oath,  however  regularly  it  might 
be  administered  to  those  who  went 
through  the  form,  it  would  not  be 
the  taking  of  the  oath,  because  the  per- 
son to  whom  it  was  administered  was 
incapable  of  taking  it.  It  was  to  avoid 
the  possible  consequence  of  that  state 
of  things  that  he  would  appeal  even  to 
those  who  took  a  somewhat  hostile  view 
of  the  Bill,  whether  legislation  on  this 
question  would  not  be  wise,  so  as  to 
avoid  the  serious  effect  of  error  being 
alleged  after  the  conclusion  of  a  trial  ? 
There  was,  however,  another  view  of  it 
which  appeared  to  him  to  be  even  more 
painful.  A  grave  doubt  often  arose, 
especially  in  Coroners'  Courts,  where  a 
deputy  Coroner  was  sitting,  as  to  whether 
persons  summoned  as  jurymen  were  en- 
titled to  affirm  or  not,  and  occasionally 
squabbles  occurred  on  matters  of  re- 
ligious opinion.  He  thought  he  was 
within  the  mark  in  saying  that  he  had 
noted  within  the  last  two  or  three  years 
some  20  or  30  such  cases,  and  he  had 
brought  some  of  them  before  the  House 
in  the  form  of  questions  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General.  Sometimes 
the  deputy  Coroner  decided  in  one  way, 
and  sometimes  in  another,  and  great 
suffering  was  thus  often  entailed  on  the 
relatives  of  the  deceased  who  were  await- 
ing the  inquest.  He  would  suggest  to 
the  House  that  this  was  a  reason,  if 
other  things  were  reasonable,  why  there 
should  be  a  disposition  to  make  the  law 
clear  on  the  point.  In  regard  to  jurors, 
he  would  put  the  matter  in  this  way  : 
Jurors  without  religious  belief,  or  jurors 
having  religious  belief  of  some  kind, 
who  yet  did  not  believe  in  future  re- 
wards and  punishment,  were  by  law  in- 
capable of  taking  the  oath,  and  were 
not  by  law  permitted  to  affirm.  Leaving 
that  class,  he  came  next  to  cases  con- 
nected with  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  In 
that  case,  there  was  no  provision  made 
by  the  law  for  affirming  at  all,  except 
for  Quakers,  Moravians,  and  Separatists. 
A  Christian,  in  the  fullest  sense  of  the 
word,  who  conscientiously  objected  to 
take  the  oath  on  the  ground  he  had 
heard  many  Christians  put  forward, 
that  oath  taking  was  unlawful  by  the 
terms  of  their  own  creed — such  persons 
were  not  entitled  to  affirm  their  allegi- 
ance.   There  was  no  provision  for  a  case 
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of  that  kind  in  our  law  at  all,  and  yet 
the  Oath  was  taken  not  only  by  Members 
of  Parliament  and  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
but  by  the  barristers,  solicitors,  a  variety 
of  constables,  officers,  and  the  rank  and 
file  in  the  Army,  and  both  warrant  and 
petty  officers  in  the  Navy.     He  would 
point  out  a  very  serious  difficulty  which 
had  arisen  in  connection  with  Justices 
of  the  Peace.     There  was  a  decision  of 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  confirming  that  of 
the  Court  of  Three  Judges,  and,  for  the 
purposes  of  debate  that  day,  that  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  of  Appeal  must  be 
assumed  to  bo  good  law.  It  was  a  decision 
of  Judges  of  the  very  highest  eminence, 
and  was  used  by  the  present  Lord  Chief 
Justice    of    England    and    two    other 
Judges  sitting  at  Bar.     The  decision, 
with    the    arguments,    had   been    re- 
ported, and    might  be  found    in    the 
Library  of  the  House,  and  its  effect  was 
that  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  who  was 
without  religious  belief  could  not  have 
the  oath  administered  to  him,  and  conse- 
quently his  acts  were  open  to  challenge  in 
a  variety  of  ways ;  ways  with  which  he 
need  not  trouble  the  House  at  length.  If 
that  decision  were  good,  any  soldier  who 
fell  within  that  category  could  not  be 
properly  attested,  the  administration  of 
the  oath  being  legally  required.  He  need 
hardly  enlarge  on  the   serious  incon- 
venience which  would  follow  a  decision 
of  that  effect.    He  had  no  wish  to  deal 
with  the  matter  simply  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  as 
taken  at  the  Table  of  the  House.     He 
was  happy  to  say  that  he  was  able  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as  no 
longer  a  Party  measure.   It  had  upon  its 
back  the  endorsement  of  Members  sitting 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It  was  within 
his  own  knowledge  that  a  very  large 
number  of  Members  on  the  opposite 
Benches  considered  this  measure  a  fair 
and  proper  solution  of  an  extremely  diffi- 
cult  problem,   and  he  trusted  that  it 
might  bo  dealt  with  and  settled  now 
without  a  particle  of  bitterness,  or  even 
of  recollection.    There  had  necessarily 
been  present  to  his  mind  the  considera- 
tion of  objections  which  Members  might 
fairly    feel    in    dealing    with    such    a 
measure  as  this.     In  the  first  instance, 
he  would  point  out  that  the  whole  ten- 
dency of  the  legislation  of  this  country 
for    the    last   six  years  had   been  to 
diminish  oaths  as  much  as  possible,  and 
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to  abolish  a  great  many  oaths  that  were 
once  considered  necessary,  substituting 
for  them,  in  cases  of  testimony,  affirma- 
tions which  could  carry  with  them  all 
the  legal  consequences  which  attached  to 
the  oath,  so  that  a  false  statement  made 
under  affirmation  should  bear  with  it  the 
same  penalty  as  a  false  statement  de- 
scribed as  **  perjury."  He  had,  how- 
ever, seen  that  several  hon.  Members 
had  written  to  their  constituents  with 
reference  to  this  measure,  saying  that 
they  had  no  objection  to  it  as  far  as  it 
applied  to  the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  but 
that  they  did  object  to  it  as  far  as  it 
applied  to  witnesses.  He  would,  how- 
ever, point  out  to  those  hon.  Members 
that  the  law  already  gave  witnesses  who 
were  without  religious  belief  the  right 
to  affirm,  so  that  they  were  raising  a 
difficulty  which  did  not  occur.  It  might 
be  said  that,  **  if  so,  why  do  you  not 
exempt  witnesses  from  the  operation  of 
your  Bill  ?  "  Ho  would  answer  that 
question  at  once.  It  was  because,  un- 
fortunately, the  wording  of  the  Evidence 
Amendment  Act  of  1869  and  the  Evi- 
dence Further  Amendment  Act,  1870,  was 
so  peculiar  that  it  had  given  rise  to  a 
variety  of  practices.  The  words  were 
these — 

"  If  any  person  called  on  to  givo  cvidenco  in 
anj  Court  of  Justice,  whether  in  ciTil  or  criminal 
proceeding!*,  should  object  to  take  the  oath,  or 
should  be  objected  to  as  incompetent  to  take  that 
oath." 

Now,  the  only  persons  who  could  be  ob- 
jected  to  as  incompetent  to  take  the  oath 
were  those  who  came  now  with  all  their 
incompetency  swept  away,  except  a  wife 
in  a  criminal  proceeding.  The  only 
person  who  could  be  objected  to  as  in- 
competent to  take  the  oath  was  a  person 
without  religious  belief,  or  a  person 
who,  having  religious  belief,  did  not 
believe  in  a  state  of  future  rewards  and 
punishment.  Such  persons  should,  if 
the  presiding  Judge  were  satisfied  that 
the  taking  of  the  oath  would  not  be 
binding  on  his  conscience,  make  '  a 
promise  and  declaration  which  now,  un- 
fortunately, had  given  rise  to  much  diffi- 
culty. In  1875  a  case  was  brought  before 
the  old  Oourt  of  Queen's  Bench,  the  late 
Lord  Ohief  Justice  presiding.  It  was  a 
case  in  which  Mr.  Woolryoh,  the  police 
magistrate,  had  refused  to  receive  the 
evidence  of  a  man  named  Lennard,  who 
had  said,   ''I  am  an  Atheist."    The 
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Court  of  Queen's  Bench  made  the  rule 
absolute  for  a  mandamus,  requiring  Mr. 
Woolrych  to  take  the  evidence,  on  the 
ground  that  he  ought  to  have  been 
satisfied  that  an  oath  would  have  had  no 
binding  effect  upon  Lennard's  evidence. 
Unfortunately,  the  case  was  not 
reported.  It  was,  however,  traceable 
by  lawyers ;  there  was  a  record 
of  it  in  the  Eule  Office,  but  no 
official  report  of  the  case.  The  conse- 
quence had  been  that,  especially  in  pro- 
ceedings before  the  magistrates,  and  in 
the  Inferior  Courts,  a  curious  looseness 
had  been  observed  in  the  construction 
of  the  words — *'  The  Judge  shall  be  satis- 
fied that  an  oath  has  no  binding  effect 
upon  his  conscience."  In  view  of  that 
fact,  he  had  received  a  letter  only  that 
day  from  a  gentleman  describing  his 
experience,  and  putting  it  so  clearly,  and 
in  language  so  much  better  than  the 
language  he  could  use,  that  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  it.  The 
writer  says— 

**  A  witness  in  a  Court  of  Law  objects  to  tiko 
the  oath,  and  says  that  he  is  without  belief  in  a 
future  state  of  rewards  and  punishments,  but 
confesses  to  a  belief  in  the  existence  of  a  Supremo 
Being,  and  declares  that  the  taking  of  the  oath 
would  have  a  binding  effect  on  his  conscience.  In 
such  a  case,  if  I  rightly  understand  the  law,  as  it 
at  present  stands,  ihe  witness  would  bo  utterly 
incompetent,  and  his  testimony,  therefore,  wholly 
inadmissible.  For  not  possessing  the  required 
hsHef  as  to  a  future  state  of  rewards  nr.d  punish- 
ments (Reg.  V.  Taylor,  Peake  11  ;  M<iden  v. 
Catanach,  31  L.J.  Ex.  118),  ho  would  be  un- 
qualified to  take  oath,  even  if  he  changed  his 
mind  and  waived  his  objection  to  taking  it  ;  and 
the  opportunity  of  affirming  would  bo  denied  to 
him,  because,  as  it  seems,  to  the  right  to  affirm 
there  is  att«iched  a  condition  precedent  that  the 
Judge  must  be  satisfied  ihat  the  taking  of  the 
oath  would  have  no  binding  effect,  &o. — a  condi- 
tion which,  in  the  present  case,  clearly  remains 
unsatisfied." 

He  was  present  at  a  trial  in  which  the 
present  Lord  Chief  Justice  asked  the 
witness  if  his  evidence  would  be  bind- 
ing on  his  conscience,  and  the  witness 
said  if  ho  took  the  oath  it  would  be 
binding  on  his  conscience,  because  he 
would  take  no  pledge  and  take  no  oath 
by  which  he  did  not  intend  to  be  bound. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice,  with  his  usual 
kindness,  took  a  groat  deal  of  trouble 
to  explain  the  matter  to  the  witness.  He 
did  not  ask  him  if  the  truth  would  be 
binding  on  him,  but  whether  the  oath, 
in  the  sense  of  an  appeal  to  some  Being 
who  would  act  in  some  fashion  hostilely 
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or  otherwise  in  consequence  of  untruth- 
fulness, had  any  binding  effect  upon 
the  witness.  A  short  discussion  took 
place,  in  which  an  explanation  was 
given  on  the  part  of  the  witness,  and  an 
interpretation  on  the  part  of  the  Bench, 
which  occupied  some  seven  or  eight 
minutes  before  it  could  be  ascertained 
whether  the  oath  would  hare  a  binding 
effect  upon  the  witness's  conscience.  In 
minor  proceedings,  such  as  those  in  the 
Coroners'  Courts  and  before  the  magis- 
trate, cases  of  this  kind  constantly  oc- 
curred, and  they  had  arisen  because  the 
wording  of  the  Evidence  Amendment 
Acts  did  leave  room  for  much  miscon- 
struction in  practice  and  misinterpreta- 
tion. It  was  known  to  all  who  watched 
the  progress  of  the  Acts  of  1869  and 
1870  when  they  were  before  the  House 
of  Commons,  as  he  had  done  very 
closely,  the  present  Mr.  Justice  Denman, 
then  a  Member  of  the  House,  having 
been  kind  enough  to  allow  him  to  wait 
on  him  in  reference  to  both  Bills.  Every- 
one who  had  watched  the  progress  of 
those  measures  would  be  aware  that 
when  they  left  the  House  they  were 
without  any  of  the  words  in  them  which 
had  caused  all  the  difficulty.  Those 
words  were  simply  supplemented  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  probably  to  meet  some 
objection  which  had  occurred  to  the 
mind  of  some  noble  Lord  at  that 
moment.  It  had,  however,  the  effect  of 
importing  into  the  matter  an  element  of 
extreme  difficulty.  In  England,  Ireland, 
and  Wales  all  witnesses,  whether  they 
had  religious  belief  or  none,  should 
affirm.  In  Scotland  that  was  not  the 
case,  so  that  this  Bill  would  also  relieve 
witnesses  in  Scotland  as  the  Acts  of 
1869  and  1870  did  relieve  witnesses  in 
England,  Ireland,  and  Wales.  To 
illustrate  the  necessity  for  the  Bill  he 
would  instance  a  case  which  came 
before  the  Court  of  Aberdeen  last  week, 
and  was  roportod  in  the  Aberdeen 
journals.  The  evidence  of  a  man  was 
objected  to  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
an  Atheist.  The  man  claimed  to  affirm, 
but  the  Sheriff  said — **  I  have  no  au- 
thority to  take  this  man's  affirmation." 
The  Act  which  gave  the  right  of  affir- 
mation in  Scotland  only  gave  it  those 
who  had  religious  belief,  and  to  those 
who  took  the  oath  in  accordance  with 
their  religious  belief.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  Sheriff  was  aware  that  this 
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Bill  was  about  to  be  brought  forward, 
but  the  learned  gentloman  used  these 
words — 

"  Suppuing  thii  man  were  the  onlj  vitneu  io 
a  marder  cmf,  the  murderer  mutt  oicape,  be- 
caute  ola  toahnical  objeotion  to  the  evidence." 
He  submitted  to  the  House  that  there 
bad  been  a  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Parliament  during  the  last  60  years— a 
disposition  which  had  been  ealarged  bf 
the  Evidence  Amendment  Acts  in  cri- 
minal cases,  which  was  intended  to  ex- 
haust  Bverj  possible  way  of  getting  at 
the  truth  in  all  cases  by  getting  rid  of 
every  incompetency  to  gire  evidence. 
There  waa  an  Amendment  upon  the 
Paper  which  asked  the  House  not  to 
consider  the  Bill,  but  to  refer  the  griev- 
aoce  to  a  Boyal  Commiasion.  He  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Os- 
westry Division  of  Shropshire  (Mr.  S. 
Leigbton),  in  whose  name  the  Amond- 
ment  stood,  that  he  could  hardly  have 
paid  any  attention  to  what  had  already 
happened  in  connection  with  oaths.  A 
Aoyal  Oom mission  was  appointed  in 
1667,  and  issued  no  fewer  than  five  Re- 
ports altogether,  one  being  signed  by 
five,  some  by  three,  some  by  two,  and 
one  by  only  one  Member.  The  Beport 
from  which  he  now  quoted  was  signed 
by  Lord  Lyveden,  Mr.  E.  P.  Bouverie, 
Mr.  Lowe  (now  Lord  Sherbroolie),  Sir 
WilHam  Stirling  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  H. 
H.  Milman.  Ho  would  trouble  the 
Hoiise  with  only  one  or  two  passages 
from  that  Beport.    It  said — 

"  U.iMii  of  Allegiance  hue  aeldom,  if  erer,  been 
round  to  ba  of  aaf  practical  beneSt  to  the  per- 
■on)  or  the  inalitutioDS  whoie  ufetf  and  atitbililj 
it  lina  been  tooglit  to  maintnin  bf  impoaing  them. 
In  prnccrul  and  proaperous  limca  Ihej  arc  not 
needed  ;  in  limei  of  difBcultf  and  danger  the;  are 
not  obaeried." 

The  Commission  gave  an  instance  which 
he  might  mention  to  the  Hoase.  They 
said — 

"  Aa  an  example  of  an  oath  which  appeari  to 
01  open  to  nearl;  OTcrf  posalble  objeetion,  ve 
mar  cile  the  Oath  of  Allegiance  impoaed  bj  the 
Hutinr  Aol  00  recruiii  for  the  Armjp,  whicli  the 
CanimiiBiaa  in  it*  Report  recommendi  to  be 
malnluincd.  This  o.ith  ta  a  part  of  the  eeremonf 
of  atteatation  whioh  ia  neccainrf  to  complete  the 
enhatment.  It  ma;  ba  taken  before  Bay  Jualioe 
of  the  Peace  Dot  being  an  officer  in  the  Armf ,  and 
in  London  it  ii  oommDolf  taken  before  the  ma- 
giatrateat  [he  Wrat minster  Police  Court.  There, 
■t  certain  flied  hour*,  berore  and  after  tbe  other 
baiineai,  recruiti  are  atteated  and  the  oath  ii 
adminiaicred  to  theia  in  a  bodj  bj  the  Uihfr  of  tbe 
Court,  the  rwrujting  Mrgeant  and  bi*  batch  of 


recruit*  being  surrounded  bj  an;  persons  vho 
happen  to  bo  prcacnt,  and  who  are  not  required 
to  BUipend  anjr  conieranlion  in  wliich  they  ma/ 
be  engaged.  It  would  be  idle  to  doacribe  this 
oeremoDj  a*  either  eolemn  or  impresaive,  nor 
doei  it  appear  certain  that  it  is  eren  intelligiblo 
to  tho  Inda  wlio  ore  thua  bidden  to  inioke  the 
AlmighlT." 

Ho  would  pass  by  the  historical  portion 
of  the  Beports  of  tbe  Commission,  be- 
cause it  did  not  affect  what  he  desired 
to  put  to  the  House.  There  was,  how- 
ever, an  objection  whioh  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  consider,  and  which  had  been 
urged  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
J.  Q.  Hubbard),  who  was  a  Member  of 
the  House  last  Session,  but  was  now  a, 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords.  That 
right  hon.  Qentleman  said  the  feeling  of 
the  House  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Although 
he  opposed  it,  with  tho  generosity  of  a 
frana  opponent  he  made  an  appeal  to 
the  House  to  pass  that  stage.  The 
main  objection  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  was  that  the  Bill  was  so 
sweeping  that  it  included  the  Corona- 
tion Oath  and  the  Episcopal  Enthrone- 
ment Oath.  He  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  frankly 
said  that  he  had  considered  it  imperti- 
nent to  make  any  exception  ;  but,  if  tho 
Bill  went  into  Committee,  he  would  not 
object  to  such  exceptions  being  made,  tt 
the  House  thought  it  right  to  make 
them.  Last  Session  gave  him  great  en- 
couragement. There  were  two  Divi- 
sions taken  nominally  on  the  question  of 
adjournment,  but  really  on  his  declara- 
tion that  tho  Members  voting  would  be 
considered  to  be  voting  for  or  against 
the  Bill.  In  the  first  Division  there 
was  a  majority  of  91  in  its  favour, 
and  in  tbe  second  a  majority  of  104. 
He  hoped  he  had  not  been  tiresome 
to  the  House  in  what  hs  had  put 
forward  as  reasons  for  the  Bill.  He 
had  no  desire  to  avoid  any  part  of  the 
question.  He  had  been  almost  silent  in 
reference  to  the  past,  because  he  thought 
the  House  would  consider  it  better  on 
his  part,  now  it  was  no  longer  a  question 
in  regard  to  which  Party  bitterness 
arose,  but  one  in  connection  with  which 
Members  on  both  sides  of  tho  House 
were  trying  to  find  a  solution  of  a  serious 
difficulty,  that  he  should  no  longer  refer 
to  mere  matters  of  personal  relief  to 
himself.  He  should  certainly  be  glad 
if  the  House  would  permit  him  to  do 
that  by  law  which  he  would  have  done 
by  inclination  eight  years  ago.  He  was, 
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however,  pleading  for  a  large  cumbi 
rases  in  wliich  serious  evils  might  arise. 
He  was  pleading  in  favour  of  the  rocog- 
nition  of  a  principle  whioh  the  late  Mr. 
Justice  Mellor  had  clearly  and  distinctly 
put  in  his  marvellouslj  able  pamphlet. 
Speaking  of  the  legiBlatioa  of  1869  and 
1870  on  this  questioD,  the  learned  Judge 
s^d — 

"Tbe  LegUUtoro  hni  cnitbleil  evon  Atheiiti  to 
depoHi  without  an;  obligation  of  tnking  nn  o&tb, 
but  at  the  aamo  lime  m&king  them  liable  to 
puniihmeat  for  false  teitimonf,  as  if  thsy  bad 
oommitled  perjarf.  riofoandtj  ootiTinccd  bj  a 
long  judicial  experience  of  llio  general  worthtein- 
neas  of  oalbs,  ef  peoiHlly  in  tnaea  in  whioh  their 
fnliitj  cnnnot  ba  toted  bj  oress-eiami nation,  or 
bo  crimiiiallj  penithcd,  I  have  bceoniD  nn  adro- 
cnlo  for  the  abolition  of  o»thi  as  the  test  el 
(ruth  ;  but  t  nould  retain  tlie  punishment  for 
fniiD  doiarntiona  whereter  at  preaent  the  law 
preicribei  a  penaltj  for  a  false  oath." 

He  knew  that  his  argument,  if  it  was 
worth  anything,  went  to  the  question  ot 
abolishing  oaths  altogether ;  but  be  was 
not  prepared  to  ask  the  House  to  do  that, 
because  he  knew  there  wore  many  men 
— Tery  conscientious  men — who  thought 
they  ought  to  be  permitted  to  swoar 
tbeir  allegiance,  and  who  desired  to 
make  the  appeal  they  now  made  before 
good  evidence.  He  did  not  propose  to 
interfere  with  their  tender  consciences 
in  any  way.  He  only  asked  an  option 
for  all  who  were  either  disabled  by  law 
at  present,  or  who  desired  to  be  relieved 
from  a  position  which  often  became  in- 
tolerable. Ho  thanked  the  House  for 
its  attention,  and  begged  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  tho  Bill  bo  now  road  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Bradlaugh.) 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shrop- 
abire.  Oswestry),  in  rising  to  move  the 
fallowing  Amendment : — 

•'  That,  hairing  regard  to  (ho  fact  Ihnt  tho  Bili 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  Law  as  to  Oaths  re- 
lates not  onlj  to  the  Pari  in  men  tar;  Oath,  but 
iiitolvcs  grave  queationa  of  Conititutionsl  uaage 
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;il  llio  whole  subject 
has  been  iiivestigated  by  ft  Roj.il  Commiaaion," 

said,  he  thought  it  a  matter  for  satis- 
faction that  the  House  could  approach 
the  consideration  of  the  question  free 
from  those  local  and  personal  prejudices 
which,  on  other  occasions,  had  animated 
their  debates.  It  was  also  a  matter  of 
congratulation  that  th«y  could  deal  with 
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it  free  even  from  Party  traditions ;  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  in 
noquarter  would  the  question  be  debated 
in  a  fairer,  more  tolerant,  or  more  libaral 
spirit  than  in  tbe  quarter  of  the  House 
from  which  he  rose.  He  should  discuss 
it  from  a  somewhat  wider  standpoint 
than  tbe  hon.  Member — for  it  was  a 
question  not  of  forms,  but  of  morals  and 
religion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Xorth- 
ampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  showu 
how  much  of  pure  technicality  was  in- 
volved in  the  issue.  But  he  had  not 
pointed  oat  its  comprehensive  and  far- 
reaching  character.  It  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  Leighton)  that  such  a  question 
ought,  above  all  others,  to  be  in  the 
hands,  not  of  a  private  Member,  but  of 
the  Qovernmant.  Ho  doubted  whether 
a  question  of  this  sort  could  be  brought 
to  fruition  in  the  bands  of  a  private 
Member.  They  all  knew  the  dangers 
which  accompanied  amateur  le^slation. 
They  all  desired  to  remove  grievances; 
but  they  also  desired  to  respect  scruples 
of  conscience.  The  present  system  was 
not  a  vestige  of  ancient  legislation ;  it 
was  constructed  upon  modern  lines  of 
thought,  and  was  the  work  of  recent  Acts 
of  Parliament.  The  Coronation  Oath 
was  not  more  than  200  years  old,  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance  had  been  changed 
three  times  during  the  last  200  years, 
and  had  not  been  improved.  Its  original 
words  were — 

"  I  will  bo  true  and  f.iithful  to  the  King  nnJ 
bia  heira,  and  truth  and  fnitli  will  bear  to  bim  of 
life  and  limb  and  tnrreno  honoui-.  and  *ill  not 
knew  or  hear  ofanr  ill  or  damage  intended  hita 
without  defending  him  tborefroni." 
These  noble  words,  converted  by  1  6to. 
I.  into— 

"  I  do  alncorel;  promiic  and  swear  that  I  will 
be  f:iiibrul  and  he.nr  true  nllogiaDCO  to  Ilia 
Majcatji." 

And  again,  in  186B,  into  the  unmeaning 
formula — 

-  I  do  awpar  I  n-ill  he  faithful  nnd  bear  truo 
alifgiiinco  to  Hor  llnjesly  Queen  Victoria,  heirs, 
nnd  Bucccaaora  according  to  tho  law." 

Tho  whole  history  of  legislation  In  refer- 
ence to  oaths  and  adirmations  had  been 
one  of  continuous  change.  But  every 
compromise  and  every  re-adjustment  had 
been  founded  either  on  religious  motives 
or  to  secure  the  ends  of  justice.  It  was 
only  on  the  grounds  of  religion  that 
jurors  had  been  released  from  the  oath. 
The  principle  had  always  been  to  pre- 
serve the  sanctity  of  the  oath  wherever 
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it  WA8  possible.  Wherever  the  oath  had 
no  binding  effect  on  the  consc  ience,  then, 
in  the  case  of  a  witness,  the  Judge  might 
dispense  with  the  oath,  but  not  so  in  the 
case  of  a  juror.  The  oath  could  only  be 
dispensed  with  in  the  ease  of  the  juror 
on  nis  declaration  that  he  held  a  *^  reli> 
gious"  objection  to  the  oath.  In 
Courts  of  Justice  the  discretion  whether 
a  witness  or  juror  was  to  swear  or  afBrm 
was  in  the  hands  of  the  Judge,  and  never 
of  the  witness  or  juror  himself.  The 
Judge  might  accept  evidence  of  a  witness 
if  he  were  satisfied  that  the  taking  of  an 
oath  would  have  no  binding  effect  on 
his  conscience.  In  that  case  only  the 
witness  had  a  right  to  affirm.  The  op- 
tion and  discretion  was  in  the  Judge. 
But  the  Bill  reversed  all  this,  and  placed 
the  option  in  the  juror  or  witness.  A 
!Roy(u  Commission  sat  on  this  question 
20  years  ago.  The  Beference  to  that 
Commission  was  of  a  very  limited  cha- 
racter. To  that  Commission  was  not 
referred  the  whole  question  of  Oaths 
and  Affirmations';  clerical,  judicial,  and 
Parliamentary  Oaths  were  withdrawn 
from  their  consideration.  What  did 
that  Commission  report  ?  Thev  reported 
that  the  oaths,  in  the  cases  oi  jurymen, 
officials,  soldiers,  and  sailors,  should  be 
retained.  The  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  one  great  landmark  in  relation 
to  this  subject  in  modem  times;  and 
another  landmark  was  the  rejection,  only 
throe  years  ago,  of  a  certain  Bill  called 
the  "  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill,"  brought 
in  by  a  Radical  Government  in  a  Badical 
Parliament.  Some  3,000  Petitions  were 
presented  against  that  Bill,  and  only 
700  in  its  favour.  How  many  Petitions 
had  been  presented  in  favour  of  the 
present  far  more  sweeping  Bill  ?  He 
did  not  think  there  had  been  a  single 
one.  He  vas,  therefore,  justified  in  say- 
ing that  the  whole  tendency  of  modern 
thought,  as  far  they  had  any  Parlia- 
mentary record,  was  opposed  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member.  The  record 
of  the  Eoyal  Commission  was  against  one 
part  of  the  Bill — the  rejection  of  the 
6ill  three  years  ago  against  the  other 
part.  He  hoped  the  House  would  ap- 
preciate the  comprehensive  nature  of  this 
measure — the  Bill  virtually  abolished  all 
oaths.  Christians  did  not  consider  that 
oaths  ought  to  be  taken  unless  it  was 
obligatory  bylaw  that  it  should  be  taken. 
Unnecessary  oaths  were  unlawful,  and  he 
wished  to  have  that  position  very  clearly 


understood.  By  the  39th  Article  of 
the  Church  it  was  laid  down  that  the 
'^  Christian  religion  doth  not  prohibit 
but  that  a  man  may  swear  when  the 
magistrate  requireth;"  but  if  the  Bill 
passed  no  magistrate  would  be  any 
longer  able  to  require  a  man  to 
take  an  oath.  No  oath  would  be 
obligatory ;  every  oath  would  bo  merely 
voluntary.  What  would  be  the  prac- 
tical effect  of  the  measure  in  Courts 
of  Justice?  Did  the  sanction  of  an 
oath  give  any  guarantee  that  a  witness 
would  speak  the  truth?  He  was  quite 
aware  that  many  men  would  speak  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth,  in  all  places  and  at  all  times, 
without  taking  any  oath  at  all ;  but 
ho  regretted  to  say  that  that  was 
not  universal.  When  he  looked 
upon  the  grave  and  reverend  seigniors 
who  sat  upon  the  two  Front  Benches  of 
that  House  and  listened  to  the  way  in 
which  they  described  the  speeches  of 
their  opponents  as  full  of  suppressions 
of  the  truth,  and  of  the  suggestions 
false,  he  was  inclined  to  say  that  truth 
was  not  to  be  found  among  political 
gentlemen.  He  saw  some  time  ago  in 
a  newspaper  that  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  charged  with  committing 
wilful  and  corrupt  perjury  in  a  Courfc  of 
Justice,  and  the  only  reason  why  he 
was  not  punished  for  that  offence  was 
that  the  point  upon  which  the  false 
assertion  was  made  was  not  pertinent  to 
the  issue.  Ho  thought  it  was  said  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  question  had 
availed  himself  of  the  privilege  of  affirm- 
ing, as  one  upon  whose  conscience  an 
oath  had  no  binding  effect. 

Mb.  BEADLAUQH  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  excuse  me  if  I  remark  that 
there  has  only  been  one  such  case,  and 
that  is  mine,  and  it  is  only  justice  to  say 
tbat  I  gave  the  noble  Lord  who  made 
the  charge  of  perjury  against  me  an 
opportunity  of  substantiating  the  charge 
in  a  Court  of  Justice,  but  he  avoided  it. 

Me.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  said, 
the  hon.  Member  had  put  on  the  cap 
himself,  for  he  (Mr.  8.  Leighton)  did 
not  desire  to  import  personalities — it 
mattered  not  to  his  argument  if  a  '*  lying 
spirit "  was  abroad,  with  whom  it  had 
taken  up  his  abode.  [CV-»m  o/  **  Oh !  "] 
All  he  desired  to  point  out  was  that  the 
spirit  of  truth  was  not  always  to  be  found 
amongst  political  gentlemen  in  political 
controversies,    nor    ^ot     amon^     com- 
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raercial  gentlemen.  The  Common  Law 
had  been  obliged  to  introduce  a  maxim 
of  caveat  emptor  in  the  matter  of  bar- 
gains and  sales,  and  certainly  every- 
one who  had  bought  a  horse  would 
understand  the  meaning  of  that  maxim. 
Mr.  Justice  Stephen  the  other  day  was 
reported  to  have  made  a  statement  from 
the  Bench  which  illustrated  the  question 
whether  ordinary  men,  unfettered  by 
the  obligation  of  an  oath,  wore  to  be 
relied  on  to  speak  the  truth.  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  was  reported  to  have  used  these 
words — 

"The  standard  of  public  moralit/  is  so  low 
with  respect  to  Income  Tax  returns  that  an  ad- 
mission of  baring  made  false  returns  should  not 
invalidate  a  man's  claim  to  bo  believed  on  oath 
in  relation  to  private  affairs." 

So,  according  to  the  learned  Judge,  any- 
one who  solemnly  affirmed  all  sorts  of 
lios  in  his  Income  Tax  returns,  when  he 
went  into  the  witness-box  and  had  his 
sense  of  conscience  solemnly  appealed 
to  might  be  trusted  on  his  oath.  Those 
who  frequented  Courts  of  Justice  koew 
the  subterfuges  to  which  witnesses  who 
did  not  intend  to  speak  the  truth  would 
resort  in  the  endeavour  to  save  them- 
selves from  the  subsequent  pricking  of 
their  conscience.  Some  of  them  belisved 
that  the  oath  had  no  valid  effect  unless 
the  sign  of  the  cross  was  on  the  Book, 
or  unless  they  had  three  hands  on  the 
Book,  or  if  they  kissed  their  thumbs,  or 
if  they  had  their  gloves  on.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  was  full  of  absurdities. 
It  left  two  courses  open  to  a  witness ;  he 
might  either  take  the  oath,  or  he  might 
affirm,  and  under  it  he  might  one  day 
take  the  oath  and  the  next  day  affirm, 
just  as  he  chose.  The  result  would  be 
that  an  immoral  pagan,  who  cared 
nothing  for  the  sanctity  of  an  oath,  would 
always  swear,  so  that  greater  credit 
might  be  given  to  his  evidence;  while 
the  superstitious  Christian  who  wanted 
to  lio  would  always  affirm,  in  order 
that  ho  might  give  false  evidence  with- 
out, as  he  might  think,  committing  the 
crime  of  perjury.  A  great  deal  of  per- 
jury there  undoubtedly  was  in  Courts  of 
Justice,  even  under  the  sanction  of  an 
oath ;  but  far  more  would  bo  committed 
if  that  sanction  were  taken  away.  But, 
after  all,  an  oath  was  a  religious  test,  and 
was  always  intended  to  be  so,  and  the 
jury  had  to  go  through  this  religious 
test  before  they  were  allowed  to  return 
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a  verdict  in  this  Christian  country. 
They  had  to  declare  their  religion, 
either  by  taking  the  oath,  or  by  declaring 
a  **  religious  "  objection  to  it.  Perhaps 
the  time  had  come  for  the  abolition  of  all 
tests.  But  this  Bill  did  not  propose  to 
abolish  all  tests ;  it  only  abolished 
religious  tests.  It  still  kept  in  force 
secular  tests.  The  Bill  did  not  go  far 
enough  even  from  the  standpoint  of  the 
hon.  Member.  If  the  time  had  arrived 
for  the  abolition  of  all  tests,  let  Parlia- 
ment consider  the  question  ;  but  do  not 
let  them  abolish  religious  tests,  and  leave 
secular  tests.  The  hon.  Member  had 
called  attention  to  the  Commission  of 
1867  ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber appeared  to  be  ignorant  as  to  what 
it  was  that  Commission  reported.  He 
(Mr.  S.  Leighton)  had  already  referred 
to  the  Report  of  the  majority  ;  but  the 
minority  on  that  Commission,  consisting 
of  five  distinguished  men,  which  was 
worth  recalling  at  the  present  moment, 
after  considering  that  matter  as  a  whole, 
and  from  a  much  wider  standpoint  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  made 
this  Report — 

'*  Oaths  of  Allegiance  are  seldom,  if  ever,  of 
practical  value.  Political  oaths  are  of  doubtful 
utility  ;  declarations,  as  might  have  been  ex- 
pected, are  as  nugatory  as  oaths.  No  declaration 
or  promissory  obligation  ought  to  be  imposed 
without  penalties  being  attached  for  its  non- 
observance,  and  which  tho  Executive  is  willing 
to  enforce." 

That  was  the  Minority  Report  of  the 
Commission  of  1867.  With  regard  to  the 
Parliamentary  Oath,  what  penalties  were 
provided?  He  had  never  heard  of  an 
Executive  imposing  penalties  for  the 
violation  of  the  oath.  Then  let  them,  if 
they  desired  to  abolish  test?,  abolish  them 
altogether,  and  abolish  the  scandalous 
spectacle  of  men  of  honour  coming  to 
that  Table  and  solemnly  affirming  their 
allegiance  to  institutions  which  they 
deemed  it  their  duty,  the  moment  they 
entered  the  House,  to  do  their  utmost  to 
upset.  There  were  a  number  of  incon- 
sistencies  and  absurdities  in  the  Bill. 
Even  the  hon.  Member  himself  declared 
the  Bill  required  amendment,  and  was 
willing  to  except  from  its  provisions  th& 
Coronation  Oath  or  Clerical  Oath.  He 
confessed  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  could 
not  be  carried  forward  in  its  entirety. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  thought  a 
Royal  Commission  was  the  best  tribunal 
to  which    to    refer    such    a    technical 
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and  compreheneiye  question .  The  whole 
question  of  promissory  oaths  should  be  re- 
ferred to  such  a  Commission,  as  well  as 
oaths  in  the  witness  box,  and  oatlis  in  the 
jury  box,  and  of  Caths  and  Affirmations 
at  the  Table  of  the  House.  Without  dis- 
paraging the  judgmentof  the  House,  he 
thought  the  deliberate  opinion  of  12  or  15 
selected  men  would  carry  more  weight 
with  the  country  than  thejudgmentof  600 
Gentlemen  whom  the  chances  of  a  popular 
election  had  brought  there  to-day,  and 
who  might  be  dismissed  to-morrow. 
They  ought  to  ask  such  a  Commission 
to  inform  the  House  how  far  in  the 
witness-box  the  oath  was  a  guarantee  of 
truth  ;  how  far  it  would  be  satisfactory 
to  the  country  that  jurors  should  be 
allowed  to  sit  and  decide  on  the  liberties, 
the  lives,  and  the  property  of  the  people 
of  this  country  without  a  test  of  their 
religious  principles.  The  proposal  con- 
tained in  his  Amendment  was  in  ac- 
cordance with  historical  precedent.  It 
was  the  roost  dignified  course  to  pursue, 
and  he  beliered  it  would  be  fruitful  of 
results.  At  all  events,  it  was  a  com- 
promise, and  in  English  politics  they  had 
always  been  fond  of  compromises.  But, 
whatever  the  result  of  the  debate  that 
day  might  be,  let  the  House  honestly 
realize  the  magnitude  of  the  resolution 
on  the  threshold  of  which  they  were 
standing.  The  House  was  not  re-casting, 
as  it  had  done  over  and  over  again,  the 
form  of  the  Oath  on  religious  grounds. 
They  were  entering  on  a  new  departure. 
Up  to  this  time  they  had  recognized  and 
established  in  the  matter  of  Oaths  the 
scruples  of  every  religious  denomination ; 
but  they  were  now  asked  to  recognize 
and  establish  the  scruples  of  Atheists. 
They  owed  a  duty  in  this  country  to 
Christians  as  well  as  to  Atheists,  and  if 
they  suddenly  passed  this  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
they  would/ail  in  their  duty  to  them,  and 
offend  the  consciences  of  many  people. 
He  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid) 
said,  he  took  no  exception  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The  hon 
Gentleman  certainly  deserved  the  praise 
of  all  men  for  the  courage  and  honesty 
with  which  he  had  fought  his  battle ; 
and  if  at  the  present  day  the  cause  of 
Christianity  and,  as  he  (Mr.  de  Lisle) 
believed,  of  truth,  in  its  highest  aspect, 


was  faih'ng  in  the  country,  it  was  be- 
cause those  who  were  Christians  were 
rotten  and  broken  down  in  their  beliefs ; 
whereas  those  who  were  the  champions 
of  unbelief  had  the  courage  and  manli- 
ness to  state  what  they  apprehended. 
Nevertheless,  openly  professed  unbe- 
lievers, the  Christian  religion  taught, 
stood  in  the  way  of  everlasting  perdi- 
tion, although  there  was  always  hope 
for  them  according  to  the  dictum  of 
St.  Augustine — **  Every  impious  man 
lives  either  to  be  converted  or  to  exer- 
cise the  good."  He  was  aware  that 
the  opinions  he  held  were  more  or  less 
despised  at  the  present  day  by  those  who 
had  adopted  the  revolutionary  ideas  of 
modern  thought,  and  that  therefore,  in 
discussing  questions  of  this  kind,  it  was 
neither  right  nor  prudent  to  dwell  too 
much  upon  theological  arguments.  But 
even  amongst  religious  men  there  was 
the  very  greatest  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  whether  it  was  wise  to  maintain 
the  ancient  forms  of  oaths.  TVhen  the 
great  Affirmation  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  was  before  the 
country,  the  religious  world  was  almost 
unanimous  in  opposing  the  measure — 
witness  some  3,000  Petitions  against  the 
Bill,  and  a  joint  protest  of  the  whole 
Eoman  Catholic  Hierarchy.  There  was, 
however,  one  great  and  noble  voice 
which  proclaimed  an  utterly  opposite 
opinion.     Cardinal  Newman  said — 

"  I  onnnot  consider  the  AflSrmation  Bill  in- 
▼olves  a  religious  principle,  for,  ns  I  h.i?e  had 
occasion  to  observe  in  print  more  than  30  years 
ago,  what  the  political  and  social  world  meanu 
by  the  word  God  is  too  often  not  the  Christian 
God,  the  Jewish  God,  or  the  Mnhomedan  God, 
nor  a  personal  God,  but  an  unknown  God.  .  .  . 
Hence  it  little  concerns  religion  whether  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  swears  by  no  God,  or  by  an  impersonal 
material,  or  an  abstract  or  ideal  something  or 
other." 

In  the  opinion  of  Cardinal  Newman, 
nothing  would  have  been  lost  to  the 
cause  of  religion  by  the  adoption  of  the 
Affirmation  Bill.  That  opinion  deserved 
great  respect,  and  there  were,  no  doubt, 
many  men  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
who  would  vote  for  the  present  Bill  in 
the  sense  of  the  words  of  Cardinal 
Newman.  He  (Mr.  [de  Lisle)  differed 
from  the  argument  expressed  by  his 
Eminence,  because  he  could  not  conceive 
it  possible  for  any  man  to  repeat  to 
himself  the  words  **  So  help  me  God" 
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without  attacliiug  to  that  symbol  a  real 
xneaniDg  —  namely,  that  God  was  a 
living  God ;  that  He  had  knowledge  of 
what  passed  on  this  earth  ;  and  that  He 
would  reward  or  punish  according  to 
the  rectitude  of  purpose  with  which 
He  was  appealed  to.  Looking  at 
the  Bill  on  its  merits,  he  objected 
to  it  for  several  reasons,  but  chiefly 
because  it  contained  two  or  three  false 
assertions.  Ho  had  no  doubt  that  they 
were  not  intended  by  the  hon.  Member ; 
but,  taking  the  words  in  their  ordinary 
sense,  he  maintained  that  the  measure 
contained  several  false  statements  which 
should  be  eradicated  from  it.  In  the 
first  instance,  he  noticed  the  absence  of 
a  Preamble  to  the  Bill.  Why  was  this  ? 
All  previous  measures  of  the  kind  had 
been  introduced  to  the  notice  of  Parlia- 
ment with  a  Preamble  ;  why,  therefore, 
should  the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  which 
was  introduced  in  order  to  relieve  the 
consciences  of  various  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  object  to  put  in  a 
Preamble  in  order  to  express  their  reason 
for  the  measure  ?  He  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  modify  the  Bill  in 
this  sense — 

*'  Whereas  it  is  expedient  and  reasonable  that 
the  simple  nffirmation  ot  persons  of  the  persuasion 
of  the  people  called  Atheists  and  o(  Agnostics 
should  bo  allowed  in  all  cases  where  an  oath  is  or 
shall  be  required  by  law,  Bo  it  enacted,  ttc." 

He  (Mr.  do  Lisle)  could  conceive  no  ob- 
jection to  that  Preamble,  and  it  would 
be  an  encouragement  to  him  to  vote  for 
the  Bill  if  a  Preamble  of  this  kind  were 
introduced.  If  the  measure  was  in- 
tended to  relieve  the  consciences  of  per- 
sons called  Atheists  and  Agnostics,  so  be 
it ;  but  lot  the  fact  be  stated  in  the  Bill. 
He  would  read  the  measure,  not  as  it 
stood,  but  as  he  thought  it  ought  to 
read — 

"  I.  Every  person  upon  objecting  to  being 
sworn  shall  be  permitted  to  make  simple  affirma- 
tion, instead  of  taking  an  oath,  in  all  places  and 
for  all  purposes  where  an  oath  is  or  shall  bo  re- 
quired by  law,  which  affirmation  shall  be  of  the 
same  legal  force  and  effect  as  if  ho  had  taken  tho 
oath  ;  and  if  any  person  making  such  alfirmaiion 
shall  wilfully,  falsely,  and  corruptly  affirm  any 
matter  or  thing  which,  if  deposed  on  oath,  would 
have  amounted  to  wilful  and  corrupt  pojjury,  he 
shall  bo  liable  to  prosecution,  indictment,  sentence 
and  punishment  in  all  legal  respects  as  if  ho  had 
formerly  committed  wilful  and  corrupt  perjury." 

And  in  like  manner,  in  Clause  2,  he 
would  substitute  the  word  "simply" 
for  the  word  **  solemnly."     The  reason 
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he  wished  to 'strike  out  "solemn"  and 
add  "legal,"  and  put  in  "formerly," 
was  to  save  a  statement  which  seemed 
to  him  a  misleading  and  false  one,  for 
it  seemed  to  him  very  doubtful  whether 
a  "solemn  affirmation"  was  not  the  same 
as  an  oath. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  the 
words  "  solemn  affirmation  "  were  words 
that  had  already  been  enacted  in  Parlia- 
ment— ^inthe  Acts  of  1869  and  1870— 
in  reference  to  persons  without  religious 
belief. 

Mr.  de  lisle  said,  that  the  fact 
that  in  two  previous  Acts  bad  laws  had 
been  enacted  was  no  reason  why  ho 
should  agree  to  their  re-enactment  in 
further  legislation.  Tho  Bill  contained 
several  statements  of  alleged  facts  which 
were  not  real  facts,  and  which  no  power 
on  earth  could  make  facts.  It  declared 
that  when  any  person  made  a  "  solemn  " 
affirmation  instead  of  taking  an  oath, 
his  affirmation  had  the  same  force  and 
effect  as  if  he  had  taken  the  oath — and 
he  was  doubtful  whether,  on  the  hypo- 
thesis of  "  solemnity,"  it  was  not  an 
act  of  self-deification,  because  when  the 
appeal  to  the  Deity  was  ignored  a  man 
was  simply  put  in  the  position  that  he 
could  swear  by  no  one  greater  than  him- 
self. He  maintained  that  though  they 
might  declare  that  an  affirmation  should 
have  the  same  legal  force  and  effect  as  an 
oath,  they  could  not  give  to  it  the  actual 
sanctity  of  an  oath,  the  essence  of  which 
lay  in  the  asseveration  made  to  the 
Divine  Being,  and  that  was  his  reason 
for  desiring  the  insertion  of  the  word 
"legal."  The  whole  essence  of  oaths 
was  that  those  who  took  them  believed 
that  if  they  committed  perjury  they 
would  incur  not  only  legal  and  temporal 
penalties,  but  also  punishment  in  the 
land  beyond  the  grave.  He  objected, 
therefore,  to  the  statement  that  making 
an  affirmation  would  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  as  taking  an  oath,  be- 
cause it  was  not  true.  As  to  the  use  of 
the  word  "  solemn  "  as  applied  to  an 
affirmation,  he  had  consulted  a  great 
many  dictionaries,  and  he  found  that  in 
all  languages  the  word  was  taken  to  im- 
ply an  idea  of  religiousness  of  some  sort 
or  other.  The  real  test  of  the  solemnity 
of  an  act  had  reference  to  the  relation 
between  the  human  doer  of  the  act  and 
the  Highest  Power.  Heathen  and  classic 
writers  had  clearly  expressed  tho  idea, 
and  tho   jurisprudence    of  tho    whole 
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world  was  in  favour  of  tbe  sanctity  of 
oaths.  Oioero,  the  moat  eloquent  of 
Bomao  juriats,  aaid — 

"  Who  >li*ll  deny  that  thoM  opiniona  are  uaornl 
when  ho  understand!  how  matiT  tbing*  an  made 
fim  b;  (hs  swMring  ofaa  oath  1  What  lafelf  ia 
ntlaohed  la  TrciLiai  bj  religion  I  How  minj  Etie 
fear  o(  punlahincat  from  God  hni  reoalled  rrom 
crime  I  lloir  liolf  is  Ihu  inlercourae  of  ciliuni 
nmangit  tlicmaclvcB  »hcn  Iho  immortal  godi  nre 
introduced,  somotiraei  ni  iudgea,  aometimca  as 
witneeaei." 

When  the  question  as  to  Affirmationa 
was  under  discussion  in  tbe  House  some 
time  ago,  he  wrote  a  pamphlet  on  the 
Parliamentary  Oath,  and  from  the  line 
whirh  he  then  took,  after  careful  exami- 
nation of  the  matter,  he  had  never  de- 
parted. He  had  held  that  the  divorce 
of  religion  from  morality  would  have 
the  effect  of  sapping  the  foundations  of 
society,  and  that  to  sap  the  foundstiona 
of  society  was  to  prepare  the  downfall 
of  Kngland.  England's  great  power 
tested  on  the  manliness  of  character  of 
the  English  people,  and  on  the  sound- 
noBB  and  goodneas  of  her  lawa ;  and  as  the 
lawa  were  the  reault  of  tho  religiouabe- 
liof  and  the  character  of  the  people,  ao  he 
held  that  if  they  tampered  with  the  laws 
which  had  worked  so  well  in  the  paet, 
and  lowered  them  to  meet  the  lower 
aspirations  of  the  present  day,  they 
would  strike  a  fatal  blow,  not  only  at 
the  character  of  the  Britiah  people,  but 
at  the  stability  and  endnrance  of  the 
British  Empire.  He  might  be  allowed 
to  quote  the  noble  words  used  by  tho 

§  resent  Emperor  of  Germany,  not  many 
ays  old,  under  the  moat  solemn  and 
impreaaive  circumatances — namely — 

implioitj  < 
mOTBii  can  poiactB  aumaisnt  reaiaiing  poirei  I 
OTersoma  tho  dangera  which,  in  a  time  of  lapid 
eeocomienl  movement,  ariae  for  the  enlira  oom> 
mnnitjr,  tbroogh  Ibe  •xamptei  ol  (ho  hlgblf 
lux utioD*  lire  of  indiiiduala." 

For  himself,  he  believed  that  it  was 
the  fear  of  God  that  the  great  German 
Empire  was  established,  and  that  it  was 
becBuae  of  the  want  of  the  fear  of  Qod 
that  the  French  Empire  was  destroyed. 
And  it  was  becauae  he  did  not  wiali  thb 
British  Empire  to  follow  the  fate 
of  that  of  France  that  he  took  up  hie 
present  attitude.  In  a  work  of  the 
light  ban.  Gentleman  the  Member  fat 
Uid  Lothian  on  the  Homeric  writings, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to 


divorcing  tfae  religions  sentiment  from 
the  mot&l  law,  remarking — 

I  aak  pormlision  to  protest  agnintt  the  idea 
tbnt  an;  Socrates  whatoior  wae  the  pntonlne  of 
thai  aentiment  of  rigbt  snd  wrong  wliioh  is  tbo 
moat   preciouB   part  of  tbe   patrimonj  or  man- 

It  is  when  religion  nod  morality 

lorn  asunder  that  (he   eiiateDoe  of  moral 
ia  cndsngcred.^' 

Those  were  formerly  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's views,  and  be  had  no  donbt  they 
were  still  his  views.  He  would  like  to 
urge  upon  the  House  that  it  waa  impos- 
sible to  make  a  thing  solemn  by  calling 
it  solemn.  The  natural  position  for  any 
man  to  take  up  when  he  wished  to  be 
believed  waa  to  make  the  highest  kind 
of  assertion  which  he  considered  that  he 
could  make;  he  swore  by  his  honour 
if  he  thought  there  waa  nothing  higher 
than  hia  honour ;  if  be  was  a  Iioyalist 
he  might  swear  by  the  King's  honour, 
as  a  thing  higher  than  his  own  ;  if  hs 
was  a  Sepublican  he  might  swear  by 
the  Cap  of  Liberty ;  there  were  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  ways  of  swearing.  - 
Btit  now  they  proposed  to  put  human 
beings  in  the  position  of  saying  that 
there  was  nothing  greater  or  more 
sacred  than  themaelvea.  And  therefore 
he  had  aerions  doubt  as  to  whether  they 
were  not  asserting  a  sort  of  self-deifica- 
tion. This  might  not  meet  the  views  com- 
monly held  in  the  present  day,  but  it 
waa  in  accordance  with  the  opiniona  of 
theologians,  Protestant  as  well  as 
Catholic,  of  past  days  and  also  of  the 
present  day.  He  (Mr.  de  Lisle)  re- 
minded the  House  that  St.  Paul,  in  his 
Sixth  Epistle  to  the  Hebrews,  wrote — 

"  For  men  verily  a«eat  by  tbe  greater,  and 
an  oath  for  conflrmatioa  ii  to  them  an  ond  of 

In  the  nest  verse  they  found  St.  Paul 
representing  tbe  inscrutable  ways  of 
Providence  thus — 

"Wherein  God,  willing  mnro  abundantly  to 
ahow  onto  the  heinof  promise  the  immutabi- 
lity of  Uii  counsel,  confirmed  itby  an  oath.  .... 
For  when  Ood  made  promise  to  Abraham, 
because  He  could  swear  by  do  greater,  lie  swore 
by  Himself ." 

His  (Ur.  de  Lisle's)  contention  was  that 
if  they  were  going  to  make  the  affirma- 
tion" solemn"  they  were  going  to  put 
a  man,  in  the  words  of  St.  Paul,  in  the 
position  of  being  able  to  swear  by  no 
greater  than  himself — to  make  a  man, 

!  in  faot,   aasume  the  position  of  Deity. 

<  The  e»s«noe  of  morality,  as  ho  under- 
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stood  it,  did  not  coDsist  in  conferring 
upon  a  man  attributes  which  he  could 
not  possibly  possess. 

Mr.  \V.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory)  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
really  speaking  to  the  Question  before 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  see  no  reason  to 
interfere  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  DE  lisle  said,  he  thanked  Mr. 
Speaker  for  the  sanction  he  had  given  to 
the  line  of  argument  he  was  pursuing. 
From  his  point  of  view,  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  oath  would  be  much  less  ob- 
jectionable than  to  leave  the  word 
"  solemn,"  as,  if  the  word  "  solemn  " 
were  struck  out,  a  man  might  make  a 
simple  affirmation.  If  they  did  not 
abolish  the  oath  altogether,  but  left  it 
optional,  they  put  the  temptation  in  the 
way  of  the  bad  Christian  to  affirm  when 
he  ought  to  swear,  and,  therefore,  to  tell 
a  lie  and  commit  real  perjury,  while 
they  gave  occasion  to  bad,  reckless, 
irreverent  Atheists  to  mock  and  scoff 
at  religion  if  they  chose  to  take  the 
oath.  If  they  were  to  abolish  the 
oath,  let  them  do  it  absolutely,  on  the 
ground,  as  Cardinal  Newman  put  it, 
that  the  word  **God"  had  ceased  to 
have  any  moaning  with  the  English 
people.  So  far  as  he  had  been  able  to 
form  an  opinion,  he  should  say  of  the 
average  man  who  went  into  the  Law 
Courts  that  it  would  be  more  advantage- 
ous to  him  to  tell  a  falsehood  than  to 
tell  the  truth.  In  cases  of  fraud  or 
assault,  or  seduction,  or  adultery,  he 
could  not  conceive  what  advantage  a  man 
had  to  gain  by  telling  the  truth,  and, 
therefore,  looking  at  self-preservation 
as  the  highest  law  according  to  certain 
modern  philosophy,  the  man  would  tell 
a  falsehood.  He  was  not  ashamed  to 
say  that  he  did  not  maintain  that  he  was 
bound  on  all  occasions  to  tell  ^'the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth."  He  was  quite  certain  that 
it  would  not  be  denied  that  the  law  of 
honour  considered  that  in  certain  cases 
a  man  was  compelled  to  tell  a  lie  for  the 
sake  of  somebody  else's  honour,  when 
that  honour  was  of  more  particular  ad- 
vantage to  the  public  than  his  own.  On 
the  grounds  urged  for  this  Bill,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  Declaration  of 
Allegiance  to  Her  Majesty  should  not  be 
abolished,  as  there  were  those  in  the 
House  who  were  as  opposed  to  the  Hoyal 

J/r.  de  Lisle 


Sovereignty  as  there  were  to  religion. 
In  Committee  he  should  certainly  put  in 
a  plea  for  criminals  that  they  might 
claim  to  be  judged  by  jurors  who  pro- 
fessed a  belief  in  God.  In  conclusion, 
he  would  only  remark  that  he  believed 
that  the  religious  convictions  and  feel- 
ings of  the  majority  of  the  Queen's  sub- 
jects in  this  country  were  against  a  Bill 
of  this  kind.  So  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  understand  their  feelings,  he  believed 
that  a  measure  such  as  this  was  dis- 
tasteful to  them ;  but  whether  it  were 
distasteful  or  agreeable,  he,  for  ono, 
would  never  condescend  to  represent 
any  constituency  which  asked  him  to 
do  anything  towards  the  abolition  of  tho 
Oath. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tho 
end  of  the  Queation,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  BiU  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  Law  as  to  Oaths  relates 
not  only  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath,  but  in- 
volves grave  questions  of  Constitutional  usage 
afifecting  every  class  of  persons  within  these 
Realms,  this  House  declines  to  make  any  altera- 
tion in  the  present  Law  until  the  whole  sub- 
ject has  been  investigated  by  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion,"— {Mr.  Stanley  Leight<m,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Sir  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  said,  he 
rejoiced  that  that  important  question  had 
passed  out  of  the  region  of  Party  politics, 
and  that  it  was  being  discussed  in  a  tono 
that  befitted  the  occasion  and  the  dignity 
of  the  House.  There  was  an  extraordinary 
discrepancy  between  the  speeches  of  tho 
Proposer  and  tho  Seconder  of  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Stanley  Leighton)  who  proposed  the 
Amendment  occupied  the  whole  of  his 
speech  with  protests,  repeated  again 
and  again,  against  the  abolition  of 
oaths,  while  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
spoke  last  would  sweep  away  oaths 
entirely  and  substitute  affirmations  in 
every  case,  rather  than  leave  the  law  as 
the  Gentleman  who  proposed  the 
Amendment  desired  it  should  be.  The 
hon.  Member  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment (Mr.  De  Lisle)  was  anxious  for  a 
Preamble  to  the  Bill.  Well,  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  do  better  than,  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  propose  the 
extract  which  he  had  read  from  the 
letter   of  Cardinal   Newman.     There 
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could  not  be  a  better  Preamble  than 
that  extract,  expreBsed  at  once  forcibly 
and  elegantly,  by  that  eminent  man, 
and  he  (Sir  John  Simon)  ventured  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  misgivings 
about  the  abolition  of  oaths  might  have 
found  some  relief  from  Cardinal  New- 
man's letter.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
protested  that  the  abolition  of  the  oath 
or  the  giving  of  an  option  would  be  an 
offence  to  religious  feeling  and  to  the 
consciences  of  men.  Well,  it  was  be- 
cause of  the  deep  reverence  in  which  he 
(Sir  John  Simon)  and  the  religious 
body  to  which  he  belonged  held  the 
name  of  the  Supreme  Being  that  he  pro- 
tested against  the  continuance  of  this 
system  of  oath-taking,  which  was  simply 
a  profanation,  and  was  no  prevention  of 
untruth  or  perjury.  The  hon.  Member 
protested  against  a  subject  of  this  kind 
being  dealt  with  by  a  private  Member, 
and  spoke  almost  contemptuously  of 
what  he  called  private  Members'  legisla^^ 
tion.  He  (Sir  John  Simon)  did  not 
know  how  long  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  in  the  House ;  but  he  himself  had 
been  there  long  enough  to  have  seen 
Bills  of  great  usefulness  brought  for- 
ward and  carried  successfully  by  private 
Members.  He  had  also  seen  Bills  pro- 
posed by  private  Members  the  sound- 
ness of  which  was  such  that  Govern- 
ments became  convinced  of  their  neces- 
sity, and  took  them  up  and  passed  them 
into  law.  It  might  be  that,  if  this  Bill 
was  thrown  out,  the  Government  would 
ultimately  take  up  the  subject,  and  deal 
with  it  on  their  own  authority;  but 
until  that  was  done,  he  thought  that 
those  who  felt  deep  reverence  for 
God's  name,  and  who  held  the  opinions 
which  he  (Sir  John  Simon)  held  in  re- 
gard to  oaths,  should  be  considered,  as 
well  as  the  section  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  referred.  It  was  not 
from  any  indifference  to  the  religious  test 
that  he  now  acted,  and  not  from  any 
indifference  to  the  penetrating  appeal 
which,  in  some  instances,  he  admitted 
the  oath  did  make  to  the  consciences  of 
men,  but  it  was  because  of  that  rever- 
ence in  which  he  held  the  Supreme 
Being  that  he  thought  they  ought  not 
to  subject  His  name  to  desecration  by 
bringing  it  forward  in  all  their  wordly 
affairs,  in  promises  and  matters  of  con- 
tract between  man  and  man — invoking 
the  sacred  name  of  the  Deity,  and  the 
next  moment  forgetting  that  they  had 


done  so.  Take  the  case  of  Courts  of 
Justice.  He  had  had  as  large  experience 
as  any  other  barrister  of  his  standing  of 
the  effect  of  an  oath.  A  witness  came 
into  the  box ;  the  book  was  presented 
to  him ;  a  little  private  conversation 
went  on  between  him  and  the  crier  of 
the  Court,  who  uttered  a  few  words  in 
a  very  inaudible  way,  and  the  witness 
kissed  the  Book.  The  very  manner  of 
administerine  the  oath  was  such  an 
empty  form  tnat  there  was  nothing  in 
it  calculated  to  awaken  conscience,  or 
touch  the  religious  feelings  of  the 
witness.  Then  the  witness  was  exa- 
mined by  counsel,  and  what  came  next? 
The  counsel  on  the  other  side  got  up 
and  cross-examined  him,  and  treated 
him  just  as  though  there  had  been  no 
oath  at  all — treated  him  like  a  man  who 
had  not  come  there  to  tell  the  truth. 
He  did  not  think  such  a  system  was 
calculated  to  preserve  reverence  for  an 
oath,  or  to  enforce  truth.  Then  let 
them  take  the  case  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  At  the  commencement  of  a 
Parliament  they  knew  the  state  of  con- 
fusion in  which  theOathwas  administered. 
Tables  were  placed  on  the  floor  of  the 
House;  Members  oame  in  in  large 
batches,  crushing  against  one  another, 
the  Oath  was  repeated,  and  they  all 
kissed  the  Book.  Could  there  be  anything 
more  irreverent  than  that  system  ?  He 
would  quote  what  Lord  Shaftesbury 
said  upon  it.    In  his  diary  he  wrote — 

'*  12th  November,  1852  :  To  the  House  of  Lords 
to  tako  the  Oath.  What  a  modo  of  administering 
a  saorcd  office !  Can  thero  be  any  value  in  such 
an  affirmation?" 

The  hon.  Member  opposite  said  the  Bill 
purported  to  remove  oaths  altogether. 
The  Bill  did  nothing  of  the  kind ;  it  was 
optional.  Then,  again,  the  hon.  Member 
said  that  every  change  in  the  Oath  had 
been  founded  on  religious  motives.  He 
was  at  issue  with  him  there.  If  the  hon. 
Member  meant  that  every  relief  had 
reference  to  religious  and  conscientious 
feelings,  he  said  it  was  not  true.  The 
Statutes  of  1869  and  1870  were  based 
upon  the  absence  of  religion.  Parlia- 
ment gave  relief  not  to  the  religious 
man  who  had  a  conscientious  ob- 
jection on  account  of  religion,  but  it 
gave  relief  to  the  Atheist — to  the  man 
who  did  not  acknowledge  the  name  of 
God  as  binding  upon  his  conscience. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the 
subterfuges  to  which  recourse  was  had 
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by  witnesses ;  but  that  was  one  of  the 
strongest  arguments  against  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Oath  that  they  could 
oonceive  of.  The  hon.  Member  mentioned 
the  subterfuge  of  kissing  the  thumb  in- 
stead of  the  Book,  and  he  (Sir  John 
Simon)  had  himself  been  told  of  wit- 
nesses who  did  not  consider  themselves 
bound  even  by  kissing  the  Book  unless 
there  was  a  cross  upon  it.  Therefore, 
was  it  not  idle  and  absurd,  and  he 
might  say  profane,  to  continue  a  system 
which  was  open  to  these  subterfuges, 
and  which,  so  far  as  these  subterfuges 
were  practised,  did  not  bind  the  con- 
science of  the  swearer  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last  objected  to  the 
•  Bill  in  its  present  form.  He  (Sir  John 
Simon)  might  tell  the  House  that  such 
an  Act  in  the  same  words  was  already 
the  law  in  New  Zealand.  The  objec- 
tions which  the  hon.  Member  took  to 
the  Bill  could  be  dealt  with  in  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Amendment  referred  to  the  relief 
which  had  been  given  to  Quakers  and 
Moravians.  That  relief  was  first  given 
under  a  Statute  of  William  III.  There 
were  other  Statutes  extending  the  same 
relief  to  Separatists,  and  in  the  1st 
&  2nd  of  the  present  reign  there  was 
enacted  a  Statute  which  enabled  a  per- 
son who  had  been  once  a  Quaker  to 
affirm  instead  of  taking  the  oath.  So 
that  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had,  at  any  time  in  his 
life  been  a  Quaker,  he  might  have  come 
to  the  Table  and  affirm  under  that 
Statute.  Surely  that  was  not  a  reason- 
able state  of  the  law.  Would  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  contending  for  the 
sanctity  of  an  oath  support  a  law  which 
enabled  a  man  who  had  thrown  off  the 
character  of  a  Quaker  or  a  Moravian, 
and  who  was  an  Atheist,  to  take  advan- 
tage of  an  Act  which  was  never  intended 
for  an  Atheist  ?  The  sooner  they  got  rid 
of  such  a  state  of  the  law  the  better. 
Nothing  could  be  more  painful  than  the 
spectacle  they  had  seen  in  that  House 
from  time  to  time  when  questions  had 
been  raised  as  to  what  a  man's  belief 
was  at  a  particular  time,  and  when  his 
rights  as  a  citizen  were  determined  by 
a  House  carried  away  by  Party  feelings, 
religious  antipathies,  and  strong  pre- 
judices. It  was  time  they  got  rid  of  such 
a  state  of  things,  and  he  should  think 
that,  so  far  from  opposing  this  measure, 
it  would  have  rejoiced  the  heart  of  every 

Sir  John  Simon 


1 


Member  of  the  House  to  put  an  end  to 
those  unseemly  controversies  about  a 
man's  conscientious  belief — to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House  sitting  as  a  Court  to 
form  judgment  upon  what  concerned  a 
man's  relation  to  his  Maker. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport), 
who  had  a  Notice  upon  the  Paper  for 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  said :  I  desire 
to  explain  to  the  House  the  reasons  why 
I  must  oppose  this  Bill.  It  affects  three 
kinds  of  oaths ;  and  it  is  necessary  to 
consider  why  those  oaths  were  originally 
imposed,  and  the  effect  of  doing  away 
with  them.  With  regard  to  the  Oath 
of  Allegiance,  I  agree  in  principle  with 
the  Beport  which  was  read  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and 
am  willing  to  support  any  Bill  which 
abolishes  that  Oath,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
does  away  with  any  Affirmation  of  Alle- 
giance. I  see  no  good  in  requiring  a 
very  small  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  thus  to  testify  to  their  loyalty. 
Private  soldiers  in  the  Army  have  to 
take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance;  officers 
need  not  do  so.  The  Oath  is  taken,  per- 
haps, by  hardly  1  per  cent  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  it  would  be 
ridiculous  to  say  that  the  99  per  cent  who 
do  not  take  it  are  not  as  loyal  as  the 
small  minority  who  do  ;  and  experience 
has  shown  that  if  men  are  determined  to 
rebel  or  commit  high  treason,  the  fact 
that  years  before  they  took  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  does  not  prevent  them.  Some- 
how or  other,  they  persuade  themselves 
that  their  conduct  is  not  inconsistent 
with  it.  But,  as  the  law  stands,  a  man 
who  has  to  take  the  Oath  is  bound  to 
show  his  allegiance  to  his  Monarch  and 
his  reverence  to  the  Almighty,  either  by 
taking  the  Oath,  or  by  declining  to  take 
it,  because  of  the  religious  scruple  that 
he  considers  it  derogatory  to  the  Al- 
mighty to  invoke  Him.  If,  then,  you 
abolish  the  Oath,  but  retain  the  Affir- 
mation of  Allegiance,  you  declare  that 
you  consider  it  necessary  for  a  man  to 
respect  the  King,  but  not  to  respect  the 
King  of  Kings ;  and  I  consider  it  better 
for  the  State  that  its  men  in  authority 
should  consist  of  God-fearing  Eepub- 
lioans  than  of  Atheistical  Monarchists. 
If  a  man  be  both  an  Atheist  and  a  He- 
publican,  neither  Oath  nor  Affirmation 
will  keep  him  out.  Next,  as  to  the 
oath  in  Courts  of  Justice.  This  is  a  thing 
of  universal  practice.  In  all  ages  of  the 
world's  history,  and  in  every  civiUze^ 
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or  semi-ciyilized  country  on  the  globe, 
oaths  have  been  required  in  Courts  of 
Justice.  They  arise  from  the  necessity 
of  securing  the  most  accurate  truth  from 
witnesses,  and  are  based  upon  the  uni- 
versal conviction  in  men's  minds  that 
an  oath  is  the  best  means  of  obtaining 
this  result.  The  State  is  the  dispenser 
of  justice,  and  has  a  right  to  see  that 
the  facts  are  truly  stated.  It  is  said 
that  it  is  immoral  to  recognize  two  kinds 
of  truth,  and  this  might  be  eo  if  the 
State  had  to  do  with  metaphysical 
philosophy ;  but  it  has  to  do  with  facts 
and  opinions  as  it  finds  them,  and  there  is 
no  doubt  that  in  most  men's  minds  there 
are  two  kinds  of  truth,  and  when  the 
name  of  the  Almighty  is  invoked  a  deeper 
sense  of  seriousness  and  responsibility 
is  felt.  A  man  who  has  no  wish  to  be 
untruthful  will  yet  state  things  to  which 
lie  would  not  swear.  My  long  experience 
as  a  solicitor  leads  me  to  believe  that  if 
the  sanction  of  the  oath  were  done  away 
with  in  Courts  of  Justice  many  more 
untrue  statements,  and  certainly  a  great 
many  more  inaccurate  statements,  would 
be  made  by  witnesses  than  are  made 
under  the  existing  system.  Everyone 
acquainted  with  the  Law  Courts  knows 
that  counsel  very  frequently  find  it 
efficacious  to  remind  witnesses  that  they 
are  upon  oath.  The  gravity  of  the  oath, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  humbler  and  less 
educated  classes,  is  placed  beyond  all 
doubt  by  the  subterfuges  to  which  people 
often  have  recourse  in  order  to  avoid 
being  fully  sworn.  It  is  by  no  moans 
unusual  for  a  witness  to  kiss  his  thumb 
instead  of  the  Book.  And  with  regard 
to  the  middle  classes,  I  will  describe  to 
the  House  a  scene  of  which  I  was  an  eye- 
witness. In  an  important  case  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  three  or  four  Presby- 
terians from  Scotland — very  respectable 
tradesmen — were  being  examined.  Each 
of  them  had  previously  sworn  to  written 
affidavits,  upon  which  they  were  cross- 
examined.  The  statements  made  in 
Court  were  greatly  at  variance  with 
those  contained  in  the  written  affidavits. 
On  being  asked  to  explain,  each  in  turn, 
after  swearing  that  he  was  a  God-fearing 
man,  who  went  to  kirk  regularly,  stated 
that  he  had  told  the  truth  in  Court,  be- 
cause there  he  had  been  sworn  in  the 
regular  Presbyterian  fashion  holding 
up  his  right  hand ;  but  that  the  oath 
which  he  had  taken  when  making  his 
affidavit  was  only  taken  in  the  English 


manner  by  kissing  the  Book,  and  it  wos, 
therefore,  not  binding  upon  his  con- 
science. And  with  regard  to  the  higher 
classes,  I  have  long  noticed  the  won- 
derful difference  that  there  is  between 
the  statement  made  in  the  first  instance 
to  a  solicitor  of  the  facts  of  a  case  upon 
which  he  is  to  advise,  and  that' which  is 
afterwards  made  when  the  proofs  are 
taken  for  counsel,  with  a  view  to  the 
trial,  and  with  the  evidence  actually 
given  at  the  trial.  Far  greater  pains  are 
taken  at  the  last  to  be  carefully  accurate, 
and  the  witness  who  has  pledged  his 
word  to  the  first  statement  demurs  and 
tones  it  down  when  he  finds  that  he  has 
to  swear  to  it.  I  can  only  remember 
one  instance  of  a  witness  declining 
to  be  sworn  without  being  able  to  state 
that  he  had  a  conscientious  objection  to 
an  oath.  It  was  an  arbitration,  and 
things  were  at  a  deadlock,  when  the 
arbitrator  inquired  if  he  was  a  Quaker, 
and  he  replied  that  his  parents  were 
Quakers,  and  he  had  never  been  bap- 
tised, upon  which  he  was  allowed  to 
affirm  as  a  Quaker.  The  reason  of  his 
declining  to  be  sworn  was  soon  painfully 
evident,  for  his  evidence  consisted  of  a 
tissue  of  lies,  and  when  he  was  severely 
cross-examined  by  the  opposing  counsel, 
he  showed  his  conscientious  objection  to 
an  oath  by  swearing  at  the  counsel. 
This  is  the  only  specimen  I  have  seen  of 
the  people  whom  this  Bill  will  benefit. 
It  is  true  that  the  universal  appreciation 
of  such  an  oath  in  Courts  of  Justice  has 
of  late  years  been  relaxed ;  but  the  re- 
laxation has  been  made  not  in  the 
interest  of  witnesses,  but  in  the  interest 
of  the  State,  in  order  that  testimony 
might  be  obtained  which  would  have 
been  lost  if  the  witnesses  had  not  been 
allowed  to  affirm ;  and  in  making  the  re- 
laxation the  Legislature  took  care  that 
in  the  case  either  of  a  Moravian  or  a 
Quaker  who  objected  to  be  sworn,  the 
Court  should  know  the  reason  of  the  ob- 
joction,  and  that  in  the  case  of  a  person 
who  avowed  himself  an  Atheist,  or  with- 
out a  belief  in  a  future  state,  the  ground 
of  his  objection  should  be  known,  so  that 
the  Judge  and  jury,  knowing  the  state 
of  his  mind,  might  form  an  estimate  of 
the  value  of  his  evidence,  and  take  it  for 
what  it  was  worth.  But  under  this  Bill 
a  witness  will  be  entitled  to  refuse  to 
take  the  oath  without  assigning  any 
reason  whatever.  The  jury  will  thns 
have  nothing  to  guide  them  in  esti- 
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mnting  the   value   of   his   Btatements ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  most  probable  that 
the    effect    of    giving    witnesses    the 
option  of  declining  to  be  sworn  with- 
out  assigning   any   reason   will  be  to 
abolish  the  oath  altogether,  and  unsworn 
witnesses  will  allow  themselves  as  much 
licence  in  statements  in  the  witness-box 
as  hon.  Members  do  in  and  out  of  this 
House.    It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that 
witnesses  will  still  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion for  giving  false  evidence ;  but  the 
chances  of  prosecution  are  so  small  that 
hardly    one    witness    in    1,000    would 
be  deterred  from  telling  an  untruth  by 
the  fear  of  it.     You  must  fibrst  find  your 
prosecutor,  then  you  must  show  that  the 
false  statement  was  upon  a  point  mate- 
rial to  the  issue,  then  you  must  prove 
its  falsity  up  to  the  hilt,  or  a  jury  will 
give  the  accused  the  benefit  of  the  doubt 
and  acquit  him.     The  poorer  classes  are 
not  afraid  of   prosecution  for   giving 
false  testimony,  but  they  are  afraid  of 
being  damned,  and  it  seems  to  me  de- 
sirable,  in  the  interest  of  truth   and 
justice,  that  the  State  should  avail  itself 
of  this  fear  as  the  best  known  means  of 
securing  trustworthy  evidence.     Lastly, 
I  come  to  the  oaths  taken  by  jurors,  and 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  this 
Bill  is  revolutionary  in  its  character,  for 
it  proposes  to  abolish  trial  by  jury.  Men 
in  the  jury-box  will  no  longer  be  jurors 
if  they  are  not  sworn.     If  this  measure 
passes,  every  juryman  will  refuse  to  be 
sworn  through  a  natural  unwillingness 
to  take  upon  his  conscience  higher  obli- 
gations than  are  absolutely  necessary, 
and  the  confidence  which  is  now  felt  by 
parties  to  an  action  and  by  criminals,  in 
the  fact  that  their  case  will  be  tried  by  12 
men  who  have  sworn  to  do  justice  will 
be  fatally  shaken.    In  a  paper  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  which  bears  the  names 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
and  several  other  Members,  several  rea- 
sons are  given  in  support  of  the  Bill,  and 
amongst  others  it  is  stated  that  in  *^  JKx 
parte  Lennard  " — a  case  heard  in  April, 
1875,  but,  unfortunately,  not  reported 
— the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  unanimously  declared  that  after 
the  proposed  witness  had  said,  ^*  I  am  an 
Atheist,''  the  magistrate  ought  to  have 
been  satisfied  that  Lennard  was  a  person 
upon  whom  conscience  would  have    no 
binding  effect.  It  appears,  then,  that  an 
Atheist   is   a  man    upon  whom    con- 
science has    no   binding  effect.     [Mr. 

Jilr.  Sydney  Qedge 


B&ADLAUGH  was  Understood  to  dispute 
the  inference  drawn  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber.] I  say,  Sir,  that  I  am  reading  the 
paper  before  me — that  it  contains  this 
statement  of  the  decision  of  the  Court, 
and  it  certainly  is  not  repudiated  in  the 
paper  by  the  Gentlemen  whose  names  are 
upon  it.  If  this  be  so^and  it  is  not  for 
me  to  dispute  it — I  submit  that  it  forms 
an  additional  reason  why  we  ought  not  to 
entrust  the  property, theliberty,  or  thelife 
of  any  man  to  a  jury  among  whom  there 
may  be  persons  upon  whom  conscience  has 
no  binding  effect.  The  proposal  to  relax 
the  oath  in  the  case  of  jurors  is  not  made 
for  the  sake  of  getting  better  verdicts, 
but  for  the  sake  of  Atheists  and  others 
who  are  supposed  to  desire  to  go  into 
the  jury-box  without  taking  the  oath. 
At  present  such  persons  are  altogether 
relieved,  and  I  hope  they  always  may 
be.  It  does  not  then  appear  to  me  that 
any  case  of  hardship  has  been  made  out 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  in  support 
of  the  measure.  No  one  desires  that 
Atheists  should  be  compelled  to  take  the 
oath  as  jurors;  let  them  go  their  own 
way  and  escape  liability  to  serve.  It 
has  been  judicially  decided  that  a  man 
who  says  there  is  no  Gx)d  is  one  on  whom 
conscience  has  no  binding  effect ;  a  far 
higher  authority  has  declared  his  stupen- 
dous folly;  and  I  must  express  my  earnest 
hope  that  the  House  will  take  no  step 
tending  to  make  Courts  of  Justice 
different  from  what  they  have  been — 
namely.  Courts  in  which  the  authority  of 
God  is  duly  recognized,  and  the  sanctions 
in  favour  of  telling  the  truth  and  giving 
a  verdict  according  to  conscience  are 
such  as  every  man  who  fears  a  Supremo 
Being  entirely  recognizes.  For  those 
reasons  I  shall  oppose  the  Bill. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle)  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Sydney  Gedge) 
seemed  to  have  argued  the  case  be- 
fore the  House  as  if  there  were  no 
such  thing  as  an  affirmation  already 
known.  He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  could  tell 
the  hon.  Member  that  by  the  17th  and 
18th  Victoria  in  civil  cases,  and  by 
the  24th  and  2dth  Victoria  in  criminal 
cases,  a  witness  had  a  right  to  ask  the 
Court  to  hear  him  upon  his  a£STmatioa 
if  his  conscientious  scruples  prevented 
him  from  taking  an  oath.  It  was  for 
tho  Court,  of  course,  to  be  satisfied  that 
the  witness,  not  being  a  Moravian  or 
Quaker  or  Separatist  who  had  a  right 
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to  affirm  without  question,  had  a  bond  fide 
conscientious  scruple.  So  far  as  he  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  had  read  the  Statutes,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Court  had  no 
right  to  ask  a  witness  any  further 
question  after  he  had  declared  a  con- 
scientious objection  to  taking  the  oath 
unless  there  were  reasons  for  doubting 
his  bona  fide%.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Leicestershire  (Mr.  De  Lisle) 
made  about  an  hour  ago  a  very 
long  speech  on  this  subject,  and  said 
that  no  one  could  make  solemn  that 
which  was  not  solemn — solemn  by  Act 
of  Parliament.  They  had  often  heard 
of  ''a  solemn  farce,"  and,  without 
applying  that  to  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  in  the  slightest  degree,  he  must 
say  that  the  hon.  Member  had  seemed 
to  go  through  an  argument  which  was 
really  hundreds  of  years  old  upon  this 
question.  He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had 
had  to  look  up  Parliamentary  pre- 
cedents on  this  great  question  of  the 
Oath.  The  first  man  whom  he  be- 
lieved presented  himself  at  the  Table 
of  the  House  to  affirm  did  so  in  the  year 
1698,  when  John  Archdale,  elected  Mem- 
ber for  High  Wycombe,  refused  to  take 
the  Oath  on  conscientious  grounds — on 
the  ground  that  George  Fox  had  de- 
clared as  his  objection  to  all  oaths. 
George  Fox  said — **  You  say,  *  Kiss  the 
Book; '  and  the  Book  says  'Swear  not  at 
all.'"  Those  were  the  simple  words 
which  influenced  John  Archdale,  who 
declared  that  he  was  perfectly  willing  to 
discharge  his  duty  to  his  Sovereign  and 
his  country  if  he  were  permitted  to  do  so 
without  taking  the  Oath.  The  Speaker 
laid  John  Archdale's  letter  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  but  the  House 
directed  a  new  Writ  to  issue.  Nearly 
150  years  then  elapsed  before  the 
question  was  again  raised,  when  it 
came  up  again  in  the  case  of  a  rela- 
tive of  his  own,  who  was  elected  Mem- 
ber for  South  Durham  in  the  first 
Eeform  Parliament.  This  Gentleman, 
as  a  Quaker,  had  a  conscientious  scruple 
against  taking  the  Oath.  There  were 
in  his  day,  as  there  were  now-a-daye, 
a  number  of  men  who  objected  to 
Affirmations  quite  as  strongly  as  those 
who  had  to-day  addressed  the  House  at 
such  length.  The  case  of  Joseph  Pease 
was  considered  very  carefully,  and  a  very 
remarkable  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  look  into  the  question.  On  the 
8th  Februaryi  183d|  a  Committee  was 


struck,  oonsistingof  Viscount  Althorp,  the 
Attorney  General,  the  Solicitor  General, 
Mr.  Williams  Wynn,  Mr.  Abercromby, 
Dr.  Lushington,  Mr.  O'Connell,  Mr. 
Littleton,  Sir  Edward  Knatchbull,  Mr. 
Cartwright,  Mr.  Scarlett,  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  Lord  John  Eussell,  Mr.  Pollock, 
Viscount  £brington,SirEobertH.  Inglis, 
Mr.  Goulbum,  Mr. Wrottesley,  Mr.  Bon- 
ham- Carter,  Mr.  Nicolson  Calvert,  and 
Mr.  Warburton.  The  question  was  evi- 
dently considered  most  important,  as 
this  was,  perhaps,  the  strongest 
Committee  that  the  House  of  Commons 
of  that  day  could  afford.  They  sat, 
and  reported  their  conclusion  that  a 
Quaker,  at  any  rate,  had  a  right  to 
sit  in  that  House  on  his  Affirmation. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  been  allowed 
to  take  his  seat  in  that  House  in  six 
Parliaments  on  taking  his  Affirmation, 
and  many  others  had  taken  their 
seats  on  their  Affirmation  under  this 
decision.  When  he  first  took  the 
Affirmation  it  was  accompanied  with 
a  very  long  rigmarole — he  was  going 
to  say,  but  that  word  would  not 
be  perhaps  decorous — at  any  rate,  it  was 
accompanied  by  a  long  declaration  of 
loyalty,  but  that  had  been  abolished  for 
many  years  past.  Ever  since  1833  a  long 
roll  of  Members  had  been  allowed  to  sit 
upon  their  Affirmation.  In  Courts  of 
Law,  although  he  had  never  served 
upon  a  petty  jury,  he  and  others 
with  him  had  been  special  jurymen, 
and  he  and  his  friends  who  were  simi- 
larly situated  had  been  allowed  to 
affirm,  and,  he  thought  he  might  say, 
had  always  done  their  duty.  He  had 
had  the  honour  of  not  unfrequently 
serving  his  Queen  and  country  upon  the 
Grand  Jury,  and  sometimes  had  been 
called  upon  to  act  as  foreman  of  the 
jury,  and  it  was  worthy  of  remark  that 
at  these  times  the  gentlemen  whom 
he  headed  had  sworn  to  ''  observe  and 
keep"  those  things  to  which  he 
had  previously  affirmed.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  opposed  this  measure  sought 
to  set  up  a  double  standard  of  truth 
— one  standard  of  truth  to  which  a  man 
was  to  pledge  his  word  ;  another  to 
which  he  was  to  pledge  his  oath — 
which  he  thought  would  be  very  detri- 
mental to  true  morality.  The  objection 
to  Affirmations  had  not  been  confined  to 
that  House.  In  the  Eeign  of  William 
and  Mary,  previous  to  1696,  an  Act  was 
passedi  and  there  was  a  declaration  of 
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faith  before  iaktDg  an  AffiimatioD.    In 

1696  that  was  altered,  and  the  Quaker 
affirmed  "hefore  (Jod  and  the  World." 
But  in  1721  the  simple  form  of  Affir- 
mation, which  was  now  taken,  became 
law—"  I,  A,  B.,  do  Bolemnly,  aineerely, 
and  truly  declare  and  affirm,"  fto. 
This  WBB  brought  into  the  HoQse  of 
Lords,  and  passed  in  that  House  as  in 
this  House.  But  in  that  day  there  was 
a  great  objootion  to  so  aimple  a  form  of 
Affirmation  being  taken,  and  a  clause 
was  moved  and  ne^^tived  to  the  effect — 
"That  no  Quaker  or  reputed  Quaker  Bhal! 
have  or  enjoy  any  benefit  intended  bf  this  Act 
wbo  shall  not  have  suliscribad  the  profeHsion  of 
their  Christioa  belief  Ret  down  and  required  b; 
an  Act  pawed  in  the  firat  year  of  the  reign  of 
King  Williiim  and  Mary." 
To  this  declaration  he  had  just  referred. 
That,  as  he  said,  was  negatived,  but 
reference  to  the  records  of  the  other 
House  would  show  that  a  Protest 
was  lodged  there  agninst  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  which  was  signed  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  York,  the  Bishops  of  Oxford 
and  Bochester,  and  Lords  Oower, 
Mount  joy,  Strafford,  St.  John  of 
Bletao,  Salisbury,  Aberdeen,  TreTor, 
and  Compton.  The  Protest  was  in  this 
form — 


"  Because  we  look  upon  the  Qoakers  who  ra- 

{'ect  the  true  Sacrament  of  Christ — and  are,  so 
ar  BB  they  lo  do,  unworthy  of  the  name   of 
ChristiaDS— to  be  on   that    account  unworthy 
bUo  of  receiving  such  distincuiahed  marks  of 
favour,  because  whore  Nobles, Clergy,  and  Coi 
mODB  take  the  oath,  this  sect,  who  refuied  to 
soldiers,  should  not   bo   exempt.    Since   it 
natural  to  expect  that  pereane  bo  indulged 
to  the  manner  of  professing  and  the  manner 

Grfarming  their  allegiance  should  by  dogrc 
induced  totally  to  withdraw  it  till  they 
become  as  bad  subjects  as  the;  are  Christians. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease)  thought  he 
night  appeal  to  history  to  show  that 
Quakers  had  never  been  either  bad  sub- 
jects or  bad  Ohristians.  The  real  way 
to  make  bad  subjects  and  bad  Ohristians 
was  by  carrying  matters  of  such  kind 
too  far.  He  thought  there  was  nothing 
which  had  occurred  on  this  subject 
more  detrimental  to  the  solemn  cha- 
racter of  an  oath  than  to  see  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brnd- 
laugb)  swearing  himself  at  tho  Table, 
knowing,  aa  everyone  did,  the  views 
that  he  held.  He  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
had  never  been  one  otthose  who  had  voted 
with  the  Members  generally  of  his  own 
Party,  as  he  had  either  not  voted  or  had 
gone  into  the  Lobby  against  the  hon. 
Sir  Jouph  Ptait 


Member  for  Northampton  taking  tho 
Oath.  The  hon.  Member,  in  cxamiaation 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  CFentleman 
the  Member  for  Bnry  (Sir  Henry 
James),  had  made  the  declaration  that 
the  lost  words  in  the  oath  were  to  him 
merely  a  form  of  asseveration."  After 
thathe(SirJoBephFeass)bad  never  gone 
intotheLobbyinfavourof  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber taking  theOath.  Tears  passed  by,aQd 
the  sad  scenes,  if  he  might  call  them  so, 
of  1882  and  1883  passed  away.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had, 
on  the  catling  of  a  new  Parliament, 
at  last  went  up  to  the  Table  and 
took  the  Oath,  no  one  objecting  to 
his  doing  so.  The  lion.  Member  had 
taken  his  seat,  and  siace  then  had 
taken  a  very  active  part  in  the  Business 
of  the  House.  Were  they  to  go  back 
to  scenea  of  the  kind  they  had  wit- 
nessed OS  scenes  to  be  again  enacted 
in  the  future,  or  have  one  standard  of 
truth  ?  Should  they  not  adopt  thesyatem 
which  prevailed  in  civil  and  in  cri- 
minal oases  in  Courts  of  Law,  and 
under  which  many  Members  of  the 
Houee  had  taken  their  seats?  The  House 
had  no  right  to  ask  a  man  what  his 
religious  belief  was — whether  he  be- 
lieved in  a  Ood  or  whether  he  did  not 
believe  in  a  Ood,  or  whether  he  believed 
in  eternity  or  whether  he  did  not  be- 
lieve in  eternity,  or  whether  he  believed 
in  transubstnntiation  or  did  not  believe 
in  transubstantiation.  They  had  no 
right  to  ask  such  questions.  To  his 
mind  more  damage  was  done  to  the 
cause  of  religion  and  truth  by  trying 
to  force  these  distiaotiona  into  Acts  of 
Parliament  and  into  the  condunt  of 
men  than  would  be  done  by  leaving 
men  to  act  upon  their  simple  declara- 
tions, standing  up  before  Qod  and  their 
fellow-men,  if  they  believed  in  Ood, 
declaring  they  would  do  that  which 
was  right  according  to  their  con- 
sciences, 

Mr.  darling  (Deptford)  said,  that 
ho  did  not  approach  the  consideration 
of  tho  Bill  with  any  irreconcilable  feeling 
of  hostility,  or,  indeed,  with  ony  feeling 
of  hostility  at  all.  If  ho  thought  tliat 
any  safoguarde  were  providt^d  against 
the  latitude  it  allowed,  or  that  it  were 
poasiblo  to  introduce  such  safeguards, 
he  would  voto  for  the  measure.  In 
listening  to  the  opeuiog  remarks  of  the 
hon,  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  and  of  other  hon.  Members 
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daring  the  debate,  he  was  struck  by 
the  fact  that  in  what  professed  to  be  a 
riiumi  of  the  law  upon  the  subject  all 
reference  to  the  Acts  of  Parliament  to 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  Barnard  Castle  Division  of  Durham 
(Sir  Joseph  Pease)  had  alluded  for  the 
first  time,  was  omitted.  He  meant  the 
Acts  17  and  18  Vict,  and  24  &  25 
VicLf  as  to  Civil  and  Criminal  Courts 
respectively.  These  Acts  were  much 
less  stringent  as  to  declarations  to  be 
made  by  persons  not  Christians  than  the 
Acts  which  were  afterwards  passed.  He 
confessed  that  if  this  Bill  had  contained 
such  a  clause  as  that  to  be  found  in 
17  &  18  Fict.  c.  25  s.  20,  it  would  meet  the 
objections  that  he  and  many  who  sat 
around  him  felt  to  the  Bill.  The  32  & 
33  Fict.  c.  68  had  been  quoted,  by  which 
an  affirmation  was  permitted  if  the  pre- 
siding Judge  should  be  satisfied  that  an 
oath  had  no  binding  efifect  upon  the 
conscience  of  the  person  about  to  be 
sworn.  But  17  &  18  Fict,  c.  25  as  to  civil 
causes,  and  24  &  26  Fict,  c.  66  as  to 
criminal  matters,  provided  that  if  any 
person  called  as  a  witness  should  refuse 
or  be  unwilling,  from  any  alleged  con- 
scientious objection,to  be  sworn,it  should 
be  lawful  for  the  Court  or  Judge,  being 
satisfied  of  the  sincerity  of  the  objection, 
to  permit  him  to  make  an  affirmation. 
That  was  a  most  valuable  provision 
which  was  altogether  omitted  from  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. Under  the  present  Bill  a 
person  had  simply  to  say,  *'  I  object  to 
be  sworn," — although  he  might  have 
been  sworn  many  times  before — and  not 
**  I  object  to  take  any  oath."  It  was  a 
fact  within  his  experience,  and  he  had 
noticed  it  particularly  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  the  Principadity,  in  Shropshire, 
and  Monmouthshire,  that  there  wore 
many  persons  with  particularly  scrupu- 
lous consciences,  who  nevertheless  did  not 
intend  to  tell  the  exact  truth  and  who 
went  through  various  dodges,  such  as 
had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Oswestry  Divi- 
sion of  Shropshire  (Mr.  Stanley  Leigh- 
ton),  to  get  out  of  taking  an  oath,  though 
all  the  time  subjecting  themselves  to  a 
prosecution  for  pcTJury.  This  was  no 
visionary  objection,  for  there  were 
numbers  of  men  who  would  commit 
perjury  on  a  simple  statement,  though 
they  would  tell  the  truth  if  they  called 

VOL.  CCCXXIIL    [third  series.] 


God  to  witness  their  act.  He  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Sir  John  Simon)  say  that 
in  Courts  of  Justice,  where  he  and  others 
had  cross-examined,  the  witnesses  were 
not  treated  as  truthful  even  when  they 
had  taken  the  oath  to  tell  the  truth.  He 
was  glad  to  say  that  was  not  his  experi- 
ence in  the  Courts  in  which  he  himself 
had  practised.  However  mush  that  might 
be  the  case  on  the  Northern  Circuit,  on 
the  Oxford  Circuit,  with  which  he  was 
acquainted,  it  was  not  suggested  to 
witnesses  under  cross-examination  that 
they  were  not  going  to  tell  the  truth,  but 
the  fact  was  merely  recalled  and  brought 
home  to  their  notice  that  they  were 
standing  upon  their  oath.  The  im- 
portant objection  to  this  Bill  was  that 
the  latitude  it  allowed  was  too  great, 
and  that  it  had  not  sufficient  safeguards. 
As  it  stood,  it  came  to  this,  that  the  Bill 
aimed — and  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
had  admitted  it — at  the  abolition  of  the 
oath.  That  in  his  opinion  would  be  a 
dangerous  course  to  take.  He  admitted 
that  with  regard  to  freethinkers  the 
abolition  of  the  oath  would  have  no 
effect  at  all,  but  with  regard  to  the 
enormous  class  who  believed  in  the 
obligation  of  an  oath — and  they  were 
by  far  the  majority — the  simple  aboli- 
tion of  the  oath  would  set  them  free 
from  an  obligation  which  at  present 
pressed  upon  them.  His  point  was, 
that  there  being  men  upon  whom  an 
oath  had  a  particular  binding  effect, 
which  it  had  not  upon  men  who  did  not 
hold  any  religious  opinions,  the  State 
was  justified  in  demanding,  when  a  man 
came  to  give  his  testimony,  that  it  should 
be  given  with  the  greatest  security  for 
its  truth  that  could  be  obtained.  There 
had  been  many  cases  in  which  a  man, 
not  thinking  he  was  giving  the  highest 
security  known  to  his  conscience,  yet 
trifled  with  his  oath.  He  would  quote  an 
authority  that  would  probably  meet  with 
the  respect  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  It 
was  the  well  known  case  of  Harold,  who 
took  the  oath  of  fealty  to  the  Duke  of 
Normandy,  but  afterwards  finding  ho 
had  been  pledged  over  the  relics  of  saints 
while  he  was  taking  that  oath,  he  broke 
it,  alleging  that  he  was  ignorant  of  the 
presence  of  the  relics  when  he  swore. 
The  one  historian  whom  hon.  Members 
opposite  allowed  to  be  entitled  to  much 
weight  (Professor  Freeman),  writing  of 
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this  particular  inetance — and  he  (Mr. 
Darlii));)  thought  the  remark  waa  of 
goaeral  application — said — 

■'  In  an]'  cnlightsneil  vim  of  marxlltr,  ono 
promiso  is  oa  binding  manotber  ;  the  iroril  ofnn 
honeit  m.in  i>  an  i.ii;rci]  ni  a  thousand  oathi.  But 
the  Tact  Ihnt  oalha  nre  required  amonf  all  nnlioni 
and  under  all  rcligiont  >ba«a  Ibat  thji  ii  n 
moralitj  ao  high  Ihat  the  maas  ofmanliind  do  not 
rutiMlly  Mt  upon  it." 

As  a  practical  matter  and  adjudicature 
was  that,  thoy  were  bound  to  get  the 
greatest  security  thoy  could  that  truth 
would  be  spoken  ;  and  according  to  Pro- 
fosaor  Freeman  nothing  but  an  oath 
bound  the  consciences  of  a  large  body  of 
men.  But  Professor  Freeman  only  said 
what  had  been  said,  in  effect,  long  before 
by  the  great  lawyer,  Sir  William  Black- 
stone.    Hewrote{3  Com.,  341)— 

"  It  muit  be  owned  grent  numbera  rIU  ccr- 
laintjipcak  truth  without nn  oath  ;  and  luo  mnnj 
will  not  Bpenk  it  with  one.  Hut  the  gcnerniitj 
ol  mankind  are  of  a  middlo  aort ;  neither  lo 
virlnoat  KB  to  he  HiMf  truatod,  <n  cnsea  of  im- 
portance, on  Ihoir  bare  word,  iior  jct  ao  aban. 
doned  ai  to  Tiolato  n  more  aolcmn  engageiuont. 
Accordinglj  we  And  by  oipcrienco  that  man/  will 
boldlj'  aa;  what  lhc!j  will  bf  no  meana  adienture 
toawsar,  and  the  difference  which  tlii;;  make  bs. 
twcen  these  two  thingt  is  often,  indeed,  much 
greater  limn  the)!  should,  but  atill  it  ahowa  the 

If  that  were  true  in  the  time  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Blackstono,  it  was  just  as  true 
now.  Hoc  Members  from  Scotland 
would  admit  the  authority  of  Lord  Stair, 
who  in  his  Inetifales  of  thi  Lams  of 
Scotland,  p.  692,  said— 

"  It  it  the  duty  of  Judges,  in  taking  the  oalhs 
of  wttneaaei,  to  da  it  in  those  forms  that  will 
moat  tOQoh  the  conscience  of  the  swearera  accord- 
ing to  Iheir  perauasion  and  euatom." 
He  was  not  concorned  in  afBrming  that 
what  the  hon.  Member  offered  was  not 
the  strongest  form  of  sacurity  for  those 
who  held  no  form  of  religious  belief, 
but  there  were  believers,  and  thoy  had  a 
right  to  ask,  in  the  words  of  Sir  William 
Blackstone,  for  the  "strongest  security" 
that  a  witness  spoke  the  truth,  and  if  an 
oath  provided  that,  then  the  oath  should 
not  be  abolished.  Moreover,  it  wns  not 
only  a  matter  which  concerneiiClirislians. 
Chinese,  Mahomedans,  and  other  per- 
sons professing  Eastern  religions,  fto- 
Juently  gave  evidence  in  our  Courts  of 
ustico,  and  at  preseut  the  Judge  had 
to  find  out  what  kind  of  oath  these 
men  considered  was  binding  on  their 
consciences.  Unless  the  various  dpscrip- 
tions  of  foreigners  were  sworn  according 
Mr.  Darling 


to  oaths  that  bound  their  consciences, 
there  was  no  security  that  they  would 
speak  the  truth.  Everyone  knew  that 
in  the  case  of  Chinamen,  it  was  the 
breaking  of  a  saucer,  the  witness  be- 
lieving that  he  would  be  broken  also  if 
he  did  not  tell  the  truth.  Those  who 
bad  anv  experience  of  the  Natives  of 
India  also  knew  that  there  wore  certain 
books  and  ceremonies  which  bound  them 
to  speak  the  truth,  and  that  no  other 
books  or  ceremonies  would  bind  them. 
Such  persons  might  come  into  our  Courts 
and  say  they  objected  to  be  sworn,  and 
would  then  simply  have  to  make  an 
affirmation  which  they  did  not  value 
one  straw.  That  was  a  consideration 
which  ought  not  to  be  put  out  of  sight 
when  thoy  voted  upon  this  measure.  It 
had  been  long  recognized  that  a  Judge 
ought  to  find  out  what  was  the  best 
sanction  which  he  could  get  when  a 
promise  to  give  testimony  was  made. 
What  ho  had  referred  to  as  being 
given  by  Lord  Stair  put  the  matter 
in  such  a  way  that  it  would  dsal 
with  all  the  people  of  the  various  re- 
ligions to  which  he  [Mr.  Darling)  had 
referred.  But  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  that  if  every  witness  had  the  loop- 
hole which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton would  provide  for  him.  In 
various  States  of  America  a  difficulty 
had  arisen  which  would  bo  certain  to 
arise  under  the  present  Bill.  If  a  man 
objected  to  be  sworn,  that  fact  might 
afterwards  be  commented  on  by  counsel 


.d  not  say  every  counsel 
would  do  it;  but  he  objected  to  the 
possibility  of  subjecting  witnesses  to 
such  an  indignity.  Seeing  that,  the 
law  had  provided  the  means  in  Courta 
of  Justice  for  a  witness  to  give  his  testi- 
mony on  affirmation  where  there  had 
been  a  grievance  which  made  it  neces- 
sary to  alter  that  law,  and  to  leave  out 
all  kinds  of  appeals  to  a  man's  con- 
science. The  Courts  at  present  might 
say  that  an  objection  raised  by  a  witness 
was  a  conscientious  objection  ;  but  this 
Bill  would  allow  him  to  make  an  objec- 
tion whether  the  objection  was  con- 
EctentiouB  or  not.  He  should  like  to  say 
a  word  with  regard  to  the  case  of  Len- 
nard,  to  which  reference  had  been  made. 
He  took  it  that  every  maD,«whether  he 
believed  in  God  or  not,  could  not  escape 
having  a  conscience,  and  lie  was  free  to 
admit  that  au  Atheist  acted  accordinj^  to 
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his  conscience  as  often  as  a  believer  did. 
In  that  case,  the  magistrate  decided 
wrongly,  and  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  by  issuing  a  mandamui  instantly, 
put  the  matter  right.  The  case  was  not 
reported,  he  imagined,  simply  because 
there  was  an  egregious  blunder  on  the 
part  of  the  magistrate,  which  no  magis- 
trate could  possibly  make  again.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  with  his 
specialist  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
could  only  adduce  this  single  case. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  said,  he  quoted 
another  case  before  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  in  which  several  witnesses  were 
challenged,  and  a  delay  of  seven  or  eight 
minutes  occurred  because  this  point  was 
raised. 

Mr.  DAELING  said,  he  would  accept 
the  hon.  Member's  correction.  And  so 
it  appeared  that,  in  the  course  of  many 
years,  owing  to  the  law  as  it  stood  being 
in  operation,  a  delay  of  seven  or  eight 
minutes  had  taken  place  in  a  particular 
case.  After  all,  was  that  a  valid  reason 
for  changing  the  law  of  the  land  ?  Ho 
was  anxious  to  have  the  law  altered  as 
far  as  it  related  to  the  Parliamentary 
Oath,  and  also  as  to  oaths  of  a  different 
character,  if  there  were  a  difficulty  in 
regard  to  them.  He  saw  no  necessity, 
however,  for  altering  the  law  in  regard 
to  oaths  and  affirmations  in  Courts  of 
Justice.  If  it  were  altered  he  should 
like  to  see  it  done  on  the  lines  of  the 
Acts  of  the  17th  and  18th  and  24th  and 
25th  Victi,  to  which  he  had  already 
alluded.  If  he  had  seen  anything  like 
that  in  the  Bill  he  would  have  voted  for 
it.  Indeed,  if  he  saw  any  certain  pro- 
spect of  such  an  Amendment  coming 
into  the  Bill  he  would  vote  for  the  second 
reading  now  ;  but  as  he  could  not  see 
that,  and  the  Bill  was  to  remain  as  it 
was,  he  was  unable  to  support  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory)  said,  he  had  had  no 
personal  quarrel  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Do  Lisle), 
and  he  only  interrupted  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman because  he  introduced  so  much 
theology  into  his  speech,  and  he  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  did  not  think  that  such  con- 
siderations really  tended  in  any  way  to 
clear  the  issue  before  the  House.  He 
had  listened  with  great  interest,  as,  no 
doubt,  all  Members  present  had,  to  the 
speech  in  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
}aagh)  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 


Bill,  but  he  could  not  help  thinking  thaf , 
after  all,  the  hon.  Gentleman  scarcely 
touched  the  most  important  point  which 
they,  as  legislators  and  as  statesmen, 
had  really  to  consider.  Surely  the  ques- 
tion on  this  occasion  was  not  what  their 
personal  feelings  or  wishes  might  be,  not 
what  was  convenient  to  them  as  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  not  what  was  agree- 
able to  the  educated  classes  generally, 
but  how  they  could  best  bring  it  to  pass 
that  there  should  be  as  much  speaking 
of  the  truth  and  as  little  perjury  in  our 
Courts  of  Justice  as  possible.  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not  think  any  of  the  argu- 
ments he  had  heard  on  his,  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House,  really  met  the 
difficulty,  and  he  was  glad  this  was  an 
entirely  open  question,  and  free  from  all 
considerations  of  party.  Everybody 
knew  there  was  an  immense  deal  of 
perjury  in  our  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
Parliament  should  do  everything  in  its 
power  to  prevent  the  chance  of  that  per- 
jury being  increased.  He  had  not  the 
smallest  doubt  that  there  was  a  con- 
siderable number  of  ignorant  people 
who,  if  this  Bill  passed  in  its  present 
form,  would  make  it  an  excuse  for  not 
telling  the  truth  in  Courts  of  Justice, 
because  they  might  affirm  instead  of 
taking  the  oath.  That  was  one  point 
which  pressed  very  heavily  on  his  mind  ; 
it  was  the  point  which  he  considered 
really  worthy  of  careful  consideration. 
He  should  be  glad,  like  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Darling)  who 
had  just  addressed  the  House  for  the 
first  time,  and  to  whoso  speech  they  all 
listened  with  interest,  to  relieve  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  all  those  upon 
whose  conscience  the  taking  of  an  Oath 
pressed,  from  the  necessity  of  taking  that 
Oath,  but  the  words  of  the  Bill  were  too 
wide,  they  embraced  too  many  persons, 
and  were  too  liable  to  abuse.  The  words 
were — 

**  Every  person  objecting  to  being  sworn 
shall  bo  permitted  to  make  his  solemn  affirma- 
tion." 

He  let  hon.  Members  consider  the  prac- 
tical consequences  of  such  words.  He 
knew  more  about  Ireland,  perhaps,  than 
about  other  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, but  he  was  sure  the  same  thing 
occurred  in  England  and  in  Scotland  as 
in  Ireland.  There  were  many  people 
who  would  be  slow  to  speak  falsely,  if 
they  Uiought  they  would  havo  to  tako 
God  to  witness  that  they  were  speaking 
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tho  truth ;  wliereas  they  would  think  it 
a  much  less  heinous  offence  to  speak 
untruly  if  they  were  allowed  to  make  a 
mere  affirmation.  He  wanted  to  tell  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  quite 
frankly  that  he  felt  exactly  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Darling).  If  he  were  satisfied  that  in 
Committee  words  would  be  introduced 
into  the  Bill  which  would  make  it  quite 
clear  that  it  was  only  persons  who  had 
conscientious  objection  to  taking  the 
Oath  who  would  be  relieved  in  this  man- 
ner, he  would  at  once  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  such 
words  wore  not  introduced,  if  the  pre- 
sent latitude  remained,  and  if  there  was 
the  present  liability  to  abuse,  he  could 
not  conscientiously — and  he  had  tra- 
velled 27  miles  to-day  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  this — he  could  not  conscientiously 
vote  for  the  Bill. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
the  debate  had  been  conducted  in  a 
temper  which  both  sides  of  the  House 
must  approve.  It  had  cleared  away  any 
atmosphere  of  Party  spirit  and  any  de- 
sire to  discuss  this  question  except  on 
the  broadest  possible  lines.  One  hon. 
Member  had  objected  that  this  measure 
was  not  taken  up  by  the  Government ; 
but  he  thought  it  was  satisfactory  that 
the  Government  should  not  take  it  up, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  a  question  which 
ought  to  be  separated  altogether  from 
Party  bias,  and  they  should  express  their 
feelings  with  perfect  freedom.  He  do- 
sired  to  say  a  few  words  upon  what  was 
the  real  principle  of  this  Bill,  because  it 
was  to  the  principle  of  tho  13ill  that  ho 
objected.  The  Bill  was  open  to  very 
serious  attack,  and  he  wished  to  declare 
his  intention  of  voting  against  the  second 
reading.  This  was  au  attempt  to  re- 
move from  everybody  by  a  simple  ob- 
jection the  responsibility  of  taking  an 
oath  without  any  reason  being  given  for 
tho  objection.  Nobody  who  had  had 
legal  experience,  or  who  had  studied 
the  history  of  Courts  of  Justice,  would 
deny  that  not  a  few  men  had  been 
chocked  in  saying  what  was  false  by 
taking  an  oath.  What  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  propose  ? 
Though  a  witness  might  be  one  of  those 
men  who  was  prepared  if  he  were  not  put 
upon  oath  to  make  a  statement  which 
ho  \vould  not  make  if  he  were  sworn, 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  that,  without 
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giving  any  reason,  that  man  by  simply 
objecting  might  remove  the  security 
which  in  other  circumstances  would  exist 
for  bis  telling  the  truth.  The  State  was 
entitled  and  bound  to  get  the  highest 
security  which  a  man  could  give  for  the 
absolute  truth  of  what  he  stated  in  Courts 
of  Justice.  Assuming  that  only  once 
in  100  times  a  witness  was  checked 
by  the  fact  that  he  had  called  the 
Almighty  to  witness,  they  ought  not  to 
remove  that  safeguard  in  favour  of  the 
security  that  truth  was  being  told.  Uo 
desired  to  say  a  fow  words  with  regard 
to  his  own  personal  experience.  He 
did  not  think  that  anyone  who  had 
been  engaged  in  cases  in  which  the 
lower  order  of  the  people  wore  witnesses 
would  deny  that  over  and  over  again 
men  had  gone  back  from  what  they  had 
previously  said,  and  had  told  the  truth 
when  they  were  reminded  that  they 
were  giving  their  evidence  upon  oath. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dept- 
ford  (Mr.  Darling)— and  he  must  be 
allowed  to  congratulate  him  on  his 
speech — said  truly  that  what  was  re- 
quired was  to  get  the  highest  security  a 
man  could  give  as  to  the  absolute  truth 
of  what  a  man  said  in  a  Court  of  Justice. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and 
learned  Serjeant  opposite  (Sir  John 
Simon)  say  he  thought  an  oath  did  not 
have  the  effect  of  inducing  witnesses  to 
tell  the  truth,  as  the  contrary  was  con- 
clusively shown  by  the  subterfuges 
which  some  witnesses  resorted  to,  sUch 
as  avoiding  to  kiss  the  Book.  We  ought 
not  to  remove  this  safeguard,  which,  in 
his  own  experience,  had  been  found  to 
be  of  very  considerable  value.  But 
there  were  other  serious  objections  to 
the  measure  as  it  stood.  On  what 
grounds  of  public  policy  or  convenience 
was  a  man,  simply  by  saying  ** I  object," 
and  without  stating  his  reasons,  to  be 
allowed  to  avoid  the  oath?  The  case 
had  to  be  considered  as  applicable  to 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  to  the  oaths  of 
witnesses,  to  promissory  oaths,  and  to 
tho  oaths  of  jurors.  Hon.  Members 
would  not  willingly  recognize  the  prin- 
ciple that  in  solemn  proceedings  a 
man  should  bo  allowed  to  cloak  and 
cover  up  the  fact  that  he  was  an 
Atheist.  If  this  alteration  of  the  law 
was  to  be  made,  he  should  insist,  in 
the  interests  of  truth  and  justice,  upon 
one  safeguard — that  if  a  man  objected 
to  take  an    oath   because   he  was  au 
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Atheist,  he  should  oome  forward  boldly 
and    say    that    he    was    an    Atheist. 
He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  personally  would  object  to 
do  so,  but  they  could  not  argue  this 
question  with  reference   to   that  hon. 
Gentleman's  conduct.  There  was  another 
class  of  objections  that  required  to  be 
met.     Was  the  relief  proposed  to  be 
given  by  the  Bill  required  by  all  classes 
and  for  all  purposes?    In  his  opinion 
there  was  a  broad  distinction  between 
Parliamentary  Oaths  and  the  oaths  of 
jurors    and    witnesses    in     Courts    of 
Law.     If  a  constituency  had  elected  an 
individual  who  openly  declared  himself 
an  Atheist,  strong  Constitutional  reasons 
might  be  urged   why  the  Legislature 
ought  not  to  prevent  the  representation 
of  that  place  by  refusing  to  allow  the 
Member  to  take  his  seat.    But  this  Bill 
was  not  confined  to  Parliamentary  Oaths. 
It  related  to  every  occasion  on  which  an 
oath  was  to  be  taken,  in  all  cases  and  for 
all  purposes.     He  submitted  that  all 
those  arguments  which  might  be  of  some 
force  and  effect  in  connection  with  the 
right  of  a  freely  elected  person  to  sit  in 
that  House  had  not  the  slightest  appli- 
cation when  we  came  to  deal  with  this 
Bill  as  applied  to  the  other  cases.    If 
Atheists  were  to  be  allowed  to  serve  on 
juries  they  ought  to  state  that  they  were 
Atheists,  and  if  one  of  the  parties  inter- 
ested objected  to  be  tried  by  an  Atheist 
he  should  be  allowed  to  take  the  objec- 
tion.    The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Joseph  Pease)  said  that  we  ought  not 
to  have  two  standards  of  truth.     He 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  altogether  misunderstood  the  argu- 
ment adduced  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
They  were  not  setting  up  two  standards 
of  truth.     They  were  only  trying  to  see 
that  those  who  were  called  upon  to  give 
evidence  and  to  perform  high  Constitu- 
tional duties  should  adopt  the  highest 
standard  of  truth.    It  could  not  be  said 
that  because  they  caused  particular  acts 
to    bo    performed    with    the    greatest 
solemnity  they  were  setting  up  a  second 
standard  of  truth.     When  dealing  with 
investigations  in  Courts  of  Justice  the 
Legislature  had  thought  fit  to  remove  a 
disability  and  enable  persons  to  give 
their  evidence  without  being  sworn  by 
making  a  simple  affirmation.    But  that 
provision  in  no  way  applied  to  jurors, 
and  it  ought  to  be  adopted  only  in  cases 
where  it  was  desirable  in  the  interests 


of  justice  that  the  alteration  in  the  law 
should  be  made.  As  he  had  already 
pointed  out,  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
was  open  to  objection  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  encourage  persons  who 
intended  to  lie,  so  far  as  their  con- 
sciences were  concerned,  to  lie  with- 
out hesitation;  and,  further,  that  no 
grievance  had  been  pointed  out  calling 
for  the  measure.  Although  in  connec- 
tion with  Parliamentary  Oaths  it  might 
be  possible  for  some  of  those  on  that 
side  of  the  House  to  vote  for  some  care- 
fully framed  measure,  yet  to  this  Bill 
they  must  offer  the  strongest  opposition 
in  their  power.  He  might,  however, 
observe  that  in  making  this  declaration 
he  was  speaking  simply  and  solely  as  a 
private  Member  and  not  in  any  official 
capacity.  With  regard  to  a  Commission 
of  Inquiry,  he  held  that  all  the  materials 
wore  before  them,  and  that  thero  was 
nothing  left  for  it  to  inquire  into. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  that  he  agreed  with  the  Attorney 
General  that  they  had  every  reason  to 
bo  satisfied  at  the  moderate  spirit  in 
which  this  measure  had  been  discussed. 
The  Attorney  General,  who  had  said 
that  the  sentiments  he  expressed  were 
his  own  and  not  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment, had  stated  that  he  based  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  of  prin- 
ciple. But  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
could  not  make  out  what  that  principle 
was,  though  he  had  heard  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  a  great  deal  of 
argument  on  matters  of  detail  that  were 
susceptible  of  alteration.  What  was  the 
principle  of  the  Bill?  The  principle 
was  that  a  man  who  objected  to  take  an 
oath  should  be  permitted  to  make  an 
affirmation.  He  would  advise  all  who  de- 
sired to  understand  the  subject  of  oaths 
to  read  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion signed  by  Lord  Sherbrooke.  The 
principle  of  binding  the  conscience  of  a 
man  by  an  oath,  once  so  universally  ap- 
plied in  every  relation  of  life,  was  now  in 
a  great  degree  got  rid  of.  The  Attorney 
General  admitted  that  he  would  not  ob- 
ject to  a  Bill  dispensing  with  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths,  and,  therefore,  his  ob- 
jection was  not  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  In  the  Bill  of  1883  there  was  no 
condition  required  for  making  an  affir- 
mation but  the  objection  of  a  Member 
to  take  an  oath.  That  Bill  was  dis- 
cussed with  a  great  deal  of  heat  and 
Party  spirit,  and  it  received  the  support 
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of  the  noblo  Lord  the  Member  for  Kos- 
Bondalo  (tho  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
and  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goschen).     There  was  one 
observation  of  the  Attorney  General  with 
which  he  could  not  agree,  and  that  was 
that  when  a  man  came  forward  to  make 
a  declaration  he  must  declare  what  he 
was.     That  used  to  be  done  with  refer- 
ence to  Dissenters — in  the  first  measure 
for    the  Abolition  of  Disabilities  they 
were  compelled  to  come  forward  and 
plead  their  dissent.     That  passed  into 
the  phrase  of  'Picketing"  Dissenters. 
He  had  heard  with  great  satisfaction 
the    very    moderate    and    reasonable 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for   Deptford,    who  expressed    himself 
satisfied  that  a  man  should  be  relieved 
from  the  necessity  of  taking  an  oath  if 
asked  for  on  the  ground  of  conscientious 
objection.     Personally  he  should  insist 
upon  that  stipulation,  and  it  well  de- 
served tho  consideration   of  the    hon. 
Member    for    Northampton,     whether 
some  provision  of  that  sort  could  not  be 
introduced  into  the  Bill  to  remove  the 
difficulty  of  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  who  shared  the  views 
of  the  hon.   and  learned  Member   for 
Deptford.     [Mr.   Bradlaugii    signified 
his  assent.]     He  was  glad  that  tho  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  assented   to 
that  course,  and  he  saw  no  reason  wh}' 
the  second  reading  should  not  be  car- 
ried.    He  hoped  that  concession  would 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Deptford.     [Mr.  Daklinq  : 
Hear,  hear !]     He  did  not  say  all  objec- 
tions that  might  still  remain  to  tho  Bill 
would  be  removed,  but  it  certainly  would 
remove  the    main  objection.     He  was 
quite  sure  there  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton or  of  any  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
side  of  the  House  to  resist  any  reason- 
able alteration  in  the  measure.     In  the 
heated  debates  of  1883  both  Sir  Stafford 
Northcoto  and  Sir  Richard  Cross    ad- 
mitted the  unsatisfactory  character   of 
the  existing  condition  of  tho  Parliamen- 
tary Oath,  though  they  wore  not  willing 
to  talco  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  tho  day  recommended.     He  re- 
membered that  at  the  timo  the  popular 
phrase  was — **  We  think  there  ought  to 
be  legislation,  but  we  will  not  have  it 
in  the  form  of  a  Bradlaugh  Relief  Bill." 
Now  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
was  there  with  the  consent  of  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  opposite.  The  Leaders  of  the 
Oonservative  Party  at  that  time  thought 
the  existing  condition  of  things  unsatis- 
factory and  only  to  be  removed  by  legis- 
lation ;  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
after  the  indication  they  had  received 
of  the  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
moters to  amend  the  Bill,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  accord  it  a  second  read- 
ing. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  it  might  be 
convenient  that  he  should  now  state  the 
course  he  proposed  to  follow  in  Com- 
mittee. Tne  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Deptford  had  suggested  a  form  of 
words  providing  that — 

**  No  person  should  bo  allowed  to  mako  such 
solemn  affirmation  except  ho  alleged  as  his 
ground  for  objecting  to  be  sworn  a  conscientious 
objection  to  taking  an  oath." 

Without  binding:  himself  to  these  exact 
words,  he  should  be  disposed  to  accept 
those  words  or  any  words  that  were  con- 
sidered in  Committee  best  capable  of 
giving  efifect  to  the  meaning  those  words 
were  intended  to  convey.  He  felt  that 
a  large  number  of  Members  bad  come 
to  the  consideration  of  this  question 
with  a  desire  to  avoid  irritation  ;  and  on 
his  part  he  desired  to  consider  objections 
that  had  a  reasonable  basis.  He  re- 
gretted to  have  heard  a  phrase  which 
implied  that  the  refusal  to  take  an  oath 
necessarily  involved  immorality  of  con- 
duct ;  and  if  he  did  not  discuss  that  im- 
plication he  hopod  the  House  would  not 
think  it  was  because  he  assented  to  it. 
With  reference  to  his  interruption  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  he 
thought  that  nothing  could  be  more 
clear  than  that  in  the  statement  of  rea* 
sons  which  had  been  circulated  the 
words  quoted  were  part  of  the  judgment 
of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  and 
were  in  no  sense  given  as  expressing 
the  views  of  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwaui)  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  that, 
although  it  would  not  be  convenient  to 
discuss  the  Amendment  which  had  boon 
suggested  and  was  accepted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  the  words 
did  not  wholly  meet  the  objections  that 
had  been  made.  They  only  referred  to 
those  who  alleged  a  conscientious  objec- 
tion to  take  an  oath. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  wished  to  add 
that  in  Committee  he  should  not  object 
to  any  words  which  were  found  by  the 
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majority  to  fairly  embody  the  feelings 
expressed  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLAHKE  said,  he 
was  glad  that  that  larger  statement  had 
been  made.  He  thought,  however,  it 
was  essential,  in  order  to  meet  objec- 
tions that  had  been  made  from  both 
sides  of  the  House,  not  only  that  those 
who  objected  on  religious  grounds,  but 
also  that  those  who  from  want  of  reli- 
gious belief  altogether  would  not  hold 
themselves  bound  by  an  oath,  should  be 
required  to  state  the  fact  before  they 
were  permitted  to  affirm.  [**  Oh,  oh  !"] 
Certainly  unless  that  concession  was 
made — although  he  should  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  believing 
that  it  gave  Parliament  an  opportunity 
of  dealing  with  a  difficult  subject  on 
which  legislation  was  necessary — unless 
the  Proviso  were  inserted  as  to  both 
classes  of  cases,  he  should  resist  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  appro- 
ciated  the  distinction,  and  would  accept 
any  words  that  were  not  absolutely 
offensive  that  would  cover  the  cases 
of  both  classes  of  persons. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
was  glad  to  have  got  that  further 
assurance.  He  would  like  to  add  that  there 
were  words  in  the  Statute  Book  which 
caused  great  difficulty  and  which  he 
should  like  to  see  removed.  They  were 
the  words  requiring  that  when  a  person 
claimed  to  affirm,  the  Judge  should 
satisfy  himself  as  to  the  oath  not  having 
a  binding  efifect  upon  that  person's  con- 
science. This  was  a  most  difficult  pro- 
vision, administered  differently  in  diffe- 
rent Courts  and  by  different  Judges,  and 
he  would  be  very  glad  if  the  whole  rule 
with  regard  to  the  taking  of  oaths  could 
be  reduced  to  one  intelligible  and  simple 
rule.  One  serious  difficulty  that  was  not 
touched  by  the  Bill  was  one  that  had 
arisen  in  a  case  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  was  himself  a 
litigant.  If  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its 
present  form  it  would  be  open  for  any 
Member  introduced  to  the  House  either 
to  take  the  Oath  without  question  or  to 
claim  to  affirm ;  but,  as  the  Bill  now 
stood,  if  he  came  to  the  Table  and 
without  question  took  the  Oath,  it 
would  afterwards  be  in  the  power  of  a 
Court  of  Law  to  examine  whether  at 
the  time  he  took  the  Oath  he  was  a  per- 
son subject  to  those  influences  which 
were  beUevedto  give  the  Oath  its  sanc- 


tity and  force.  It  had  been  settled  by 
the  Courts  that  if  an  oath  were  taken 
by  a  person  who  at  the  time  was  without 
religious  convictions,  he  could  be  treated 
as  if  he  had  never  taken  the  oath  at 
all.  It  would  be  a  most  unhappy  thing 
if  the  Bill  should  leave  Parliament 
without  a  provision  that  no  question 
should  be  subsequently  raised  as  to  the 
condition  of  mind  of  the  person  when 
taking  the  oath  I  Mr.  Bradlaugh  : 
Hear,  hear!]  One  other  serious  question 
raised  by  the  Bill  was  the  case  of  the 
evidence  of  children  in  Courts  of  Justice. 
He  was  not  prepared  at  that  time  to 
suggest  a  way  in  which  they  ought  to 
be  met,  but  it  was  a  matter  that  re- 
quired very  serious  consideration.  At 
present  children  were  taken  into  Court 
to  bd  examined  as  witnesses,  and  before 
examination  they  wero  interrogated  by 
the  Judge  with  regard  to  their  religious 
belief,  so  that  the  Court  might  know 
that  the  statements  they  were  going  to 
make  should  be  statements  given  under 
the  sanction  of  something  that  would 
influence  them  to  tell  the  truth.  If  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  form  all  that 
would  disappear.  When  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Bill  was  before  the 
House  he  was  in  favour  of  permitting 
very  young  children  to  give  evidence 
without  being  sworn ;  but  this  was  a 
very  large  question,  and  in  a  great  many 
criminal  cases  it  would  be  very  dangerous 
to  accept  the  testimony  of  children  with- 
out obliging  the  Court  to  take  some  caro 
as  to  the  way  in  which  the  child  was 
going  to  give  its  evidence.  After  the 
statements  that  had  been  made,  it  was 
not  necessary  to  discuss  further  the 
question  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  ;  but  he  quite  agreed  with  the 
Attorney  General,  from  somo  experience 
of  Courts  of  Justice,  in  the  opinion  that 
the  taking  of  an  oath  was  a  substantial 
guarantee  of  the  truth  of  the  evidence 
given.  This  was  shown  by  the  reference 
so  often  made  to  the  oath  in  cross- 
examination.  Recalling  to  his  mind 
several  of  the  most  important  cases  that 
had  taken  place  within  the  last  few 
years,  he  was  quite  sure  that  witnesses 
had  been  absent  from  Court  who  would 
have  been  there  had  it  not  been  that 
they  had  to  face  the  responsibility  of 
repeating  on  oath  the  statements  they 
had  made.  He  would  be  very  glad  if 
the  thorny  controversy  could  be  settled 
in  the  way  suggested  by  the  Bill  aa 
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amended,  and  felt  justified  in  fulfilling 
his  original  intention  of  supporting  the 
second  reading. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  said,  he  was  entirely  opposed  to 
any  compromise  on  this  question.  He 
decidedly  thought  that  the  measure 
brought  forward  by  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr,  Bradlaugh)  had 
reference  to  matters  in  the  past  which 
he  did  not  want  to  touch  upon  in  any 
personal  sense,  but  could  not  altogether 
forget.  It  was  generally  the  view  of 
the  Liberal  and  Radical  Party  opposite 
that  the  wish  of  the  majority  of  the 
House  should  influence  their  decision ; 
but  in  this  case  it  was  but  an  infinitesimal 
portion  of  the  House  that  promoted  the 
measure  ;  and  he  said  that  in  deference 
to  the  opinion  of  a  vast  portion  of  the 
people  of  England  who  were  not  in 
favour  of  it,  that  the  Bill  should  be 
thrown  out.  If  he  were  not  afraid  of 
using  stronger  language  than  was  usual 
in  that  Houso,  he  should  apply  to  it  the 
name  of  the  Atheists  Relief  Bill;  at 
any  rate,  it  had  been  so  understood,  and 
he  considered  that  at  least  those  who 
were  concerned  with  it  should  state  that 
they  believed  in  an  Almighty  Being.  He 
maintained  that  if  the  House  passed  a 
Bill  at  all,  it  should  be  one  that  recog- 
nized the  Divine  Presence  amongst  them. 
He  appealed  not  only  to  the  Govern- 
ment, but  to  the  great  Nonconformist 
Party  in  the  House— God-fearing  men — 
not  to  allow  this  principle  to  go  forward, 
and  he  would  also  appeal  to  the  Irish 
•  Party,  who  he  hoped  would  not  be  dis- 
posed to  pass  the  Bill.  For  his  own 
part,  if  that  were  the  last  time  he  should 
speak  in  that  Houso,  he  would  oppose 
any  measure  that  would  open  its  doors 
to  such  as  were  contemplated  by  this 
measure 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  should  support  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  Agreeing,  as  ho  did,  with 
a  good  deal  that  had  been  said  with  re- 
gard to  the  oath  in  Court,  he  thought 
tho  Bill  was  capable  of  alteration  in 
Committee,  and  upon  that  understanding, 
which  had  been  clearly  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Solicitor  General,  he  should 
support  the  Motion.  He  thought  it  a 
scandal  that  Members  who  believed  in 
the  sanctity  of  an  oath  should  have  to 
be  parties  to  allowing  those  who  openly 
stated  that  they  were  Atheists  to  pro- 
fane the  Oath  by  going  through  the 
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form  of  taking  it  on  the  assembly  of 
each  new  Parliament.  He  should  sup- 
port the  motion  in  order  that  that  scandal 
might  be  done  away  with. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :— Ayes  247 ;  Noes 
137  :  Majority  110.— (Div.  list,  No.  38.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed, ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mr.  NORRIS  :  I  beg  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  this 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  I  wish  to  second  the  Amend- 
mend. 

Mr.  ISPEAKER  :  The  House  having 
agreed  that  the  words  '*  That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time  "  stand  part  of 
the  Question,  the  hon.  Gentleman  can- 
not now  make  that  Motion.  It  is  com- 
petent to  him  to  object  when  the  Ques- 
tion is  put  from  the  Chair,  ''  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  but 
not  to  move  an  Amendment. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  said, 
they  had  heard  certain  proposals  made 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  which  had  been 
agreed  to  by  some  Members;  but  the 
House  were  not  in  possession  of  the 
exact  nature  of  the  alterations.  He 
thought  that  unless  they  had  before 
them  in  black  and  white  what  kind  of 
Bill  it  was  suggested  they  should  pass, 
they  were  not  in  as  fair  a  position  as 
they  ought  to  be  when  asked  to  decide 
upon  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  of 
that  nature.  Because  many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  know  exactly  what  the 
Bill  was  intended  to  be,  he  should  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (i/r,  Tomlinson.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  that  Motion? 

^fii.  MARK  STEWART  rose 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  I  claim  to  move, 
**  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  '*  That  tho 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided ; — ^Ayes  834  ;  Noes 
50  :  Majority  284.— (Div.  List,  No.  39.) 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided:^ Ay ea  250 ;  Noe» 
150  :  Majority  100. 
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Abraham,    W.    (Gla- 
morgan.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T,  D. 

Agg-Ghirdner,  J.  T. 

Amslie,  W.  G. 

Anderson,  C.  H. 

Asquith,  H.  H. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 

Banes,  Major  G.  E. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barclay,  J.  W. 

Bartloy,  G.  C.  T. 

Beaumont,  W.  B. 

Bontinck,  W.  (J.  C. 

Beresford  Lord  0.  W. 
de  la  Poer 

Bethell,  Commander  G. 
R. 

Bickford-Smith,  W. 

Biddulph,  M. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Blane,  A. 

Bolton,  J.  C. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bright,  Jacob 

Bright,  W.  L. 

Broadhurst,  H. 

Brown,  A.  H. 

Bryco,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  B. 

Burt,  T. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Caine,  W.  S. 

Caldwell,  J. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell,  Sir  G. 

Campbell  -Bannorman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Chamberlain,  K. 

Channingy  F.  A. 

Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 
C.  E. 

Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 
R.  H.  S. 

Clancy,  J.  J. 

Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 

Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

Cobb,  H.  P. 

Coghill,  D.  H. 

ColUngs,  J. 

Colman,  J.  J. 

Conway,  M. 

Corbet,  W.  J. 

Corbett,  A.  C. 

CoBsham,  U. 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 

Courtney,  L.  U. 

Cozons-LLardy,  II.  II. 

Craig,  J. 

Craven,  J. 

Crawford,  D. 

Crawford,  W. 

Cremer,  W.  R. 

Crossley,  £. 

Crossnum,  G^.  Sir  W. 

Darling,  C.  J. 

DaTenporty  H.  T. 


DavieSy  "W. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L, 
Dixon,  G. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ellis,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Ferguson,  R.  0 .  Munro- 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Flower,  C. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Forster,  Sir  0. 
Fowler,  rt.  hn.  H.  H. 
Fry,  L. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gourloy,  E.  T. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,   hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harris,  M. 
Hartington,  l^Iarquess 

of 
Hastings,  G.  "W. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healv,  T.  M. 
Hoathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hingley,  B. 
Uoare,  E.  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holdcn,  I. 

IIould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  1. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Jamep,  hon.  W.  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Kay-Shuttleworthy  rt. 

hon.  Sir  U.  J. 
Kenn^.  0.  S. 
Kennck,  W. 


Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kilbride,  D. 
King,  H.  S. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 

Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Long.  W.  H. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mac  Innos,  M. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M*Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Ewan,  W. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  W.  S.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Menzies,  R.  S. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Morley,  A. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  R.  G,  C. 
Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A. 

J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newnes.  G. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  P.  X. 
0*3rien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J. 
0*Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  0.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Playfair,    right   hon. 

Sir  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Puloston,  Sir  J.  H. 
QuUter,  W.  C. 


Rathbono,  W. 
Reed.  Sir  E.  J. 
Reed,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  B. 
Roe,  T. 

RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Rothschild,  Baron   F. 

J.  de 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntroe,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  0. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
SamuolBon,  Sir  B. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  \V 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair.  W.  P. 
Slagg,  J. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Stewart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Taylor,  F. 
Thomas,  A. 
TKorbum,  W. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

Sir  G.  0. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wardle,  H. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wiggin,  H. 
WUl,  J.  S. 
Williams,  J.  Powell- 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  B. 
Wodehouso,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 
Wright,  H.  S. 

TELLERS, 

Bradlaugh,  C. 
KoUy,  J.  R. 


NOES. 


\ 


Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Aahmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 


Baiimann,  A.  A. 
Beach.  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bigwood,  J. 
BlondeU,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
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Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwlck,  Sir  A. 
Bridgcman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  J\larq.  of 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  8. 
Cochrane-Baillio,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commorell,  Adml.  Sir 

J,  E. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymplo,  Sir  C. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
Be  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms.  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feildcn,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsworthy,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Ilalsoy,  T.  F. 
llambro.  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hardcastlo,  E. 
Uardcastle,  F. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Howard,  J. 


Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F  C 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
King  -  Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
-Maple,  J.  B. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  8. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Raikes,  right  hon.  H. 

C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Sandys,  Lieut.-Col.  T. 

M. 
Scton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stcwart,  M.  11. 
Sidebottom,  \V. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 


Trotter,  H.  J.  '  Wilson,  Sir  S. 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Walrond,  Col.  W.  H.  Wroughton,  P. 

WaUon,  J.  Young,  C.  E.  B. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 

White,  J.  B.  TELLERS. 

Whitley,  E.  Norris,  E.  S. 

Whitmore,  C.  A.  Waring,  Colonel  T. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitled 
for  Tuesday^  27th  March. 


METROPOLITAN  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT 
BILL.— [Bill  14.] 

{Mr,  Isaacs f  Mr.  Kimbery  Major  General  GoUl»- 
worthy f  Mr,  Baumann^  Sir  Albert  Rollit^ 
Mr.  Ilunif  Sir  Ouyer  Hunter^ ColonH  Duncan.) 

SEOOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  that  having  regard  to  the  time  at 
which  they  had  arrived  (5.20  p.m.),  ho 
should  probably  do  better  if,  instead  of 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
he  asked  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  this  subject  into  their  consideration; 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  be  informed  if 
they  were  in  a  position  to  give  an  assur- 
ance that  it  would  receive  attention  at 
their  hands  at  an  early  date.  No  one  could 
possibly  be  more  impressed  with  the  im- 
portance of  the  measure  which  he  had 
undertaken  to  bring  under  the  Notice 
of  the  House  than  himself,  because  the 
subject  was  so  vast  from  every  point  of 
view,  and  affecting  as  it  did  the  material 
well-being  of  4,000,000  of  people,  that 
it  was  almost  Imperial  as  regarded  the 
interests  affected.  London  had  been 
aptly  described  as  **  a  Province  covered 
with  houses  ; "  and  in  a  debate  in  that 
House  on  the  subject  of  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis,  one  of  the  speakers 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Lon- 
don of  the  present  day  is  bigger,  in  re- 
spect of  population,  than  the  whole  of 
England  in  Queen  Elizabeth's  time.  Its 
area  was  upwards  of  120  square  miles; 
it  contained  upwards  of  500,000  in- 
habited houses,  occupied  by  4,000,000 
people,  and  its  rateable  value  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  was  £31,000,000  sterling. 
He  troubled  the  House  with  these  par- 
ticulars in  order  that  hon.  Members 
might  realize  the  vastness  of  the  subject 
and  the  consequent  difficulty  of  satis- 
torily  dealing  with  it.  It  occurred  to 
him  that  before  proceeding  to  expound 
the  details  of  the  measure  they  were 
now  considering,  it  might  be  useful  to 
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take  a  short  retrospective  glance  at  the 
system  which  prevailed  prior  to  the 
introduction  of  Sir  Benjamin  Hall's  Act 
in  1855,  as  also  of  the  working  of  that 
measure.  Prior  to  the  passing  of  that 
Act  there  were  no  less  than  300  different 
Governing  Bodies  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
it  had  heen  computed  that  no  fewer  than 
10,448  persons  were  engaged  either  as 
vestrymen,  commissioners  of  pavements 
and  sewers,  &c. ;  and  some  notion  of  the 
chaos  which  then  prevailed  might  he 
gathered  from  the  fact  that  there  were 
],000  persons  officially  engaged  as  com- 
missioners of  sewers,  the  number  being 
subsequently  reduced  to  23,  and  ulti- 
mately to  11.  In  further  illustration  of 
the  condition  of  matters  municipal  in 
London  at  that  time,  it  might  be  inte- 
resting to  state  that  the  duty  of  paving 
the  highway  from  Temple  Bar  to  Charing 
Cross  was  entrusted  to  no  less  than 
seven  different  Bodies,  and  in  the  parish 
of  St.  Pancras  alone  there  were  as  many 
as  16  Boards,  independent  of  each  other, 
to  whom  the  lighting  and  paving  of  that 
parish  were  entrusted.  It  was  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  dwell  upon  the  enormous 
inconvenience  to  the  public,  to  say  no- 
thing of  the  waste  of  public  money, 
which  ensued  from  such  a  system ;  and 
the  unsanitary  condition  of  London  at 
that  time  caused  the  Government  to 
reduce  the  number  of  the  controlling 
Bodies  who  had  charge  of  the  sewerage 
and  drainage ;  but  with  respect  to  the 
remainder  of  the  matters  embraced 
under  the  head  of  local  management,  it 
was  deemed  expedient  to  appoint  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
same,  and  to  report  as  to  the  best  means 
to  be  adopted  to  remedy  the  existing 
defects.  Accordingly,  in  June,  1852,  a 
Commission  was  appointed,  consisting 
of  Mr.  Labouchere  (subsequently  Lord 
Taunton),  Mr.  Justice  Patteson,  and 
Sir  George  Oomewall  Lewis,  and  their 
Beport  dealt  very  conclusively  with  the 
subject.  Instead  of  the  Government 
bringing  in  a  Bill  framed  on  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission,  and 
with  the  double  object  of  saving  trouble 
and  of  proceeding  tentatively,  they  hit 
upon  the  expedient  of  taking  the  Poor 
Law  divisions  of  the  Metropolis  as  the 
areas  of  administration,  and  created  38 
Yestries  and  District  Boards,  to  whom 
were  confided  the  duties  previously  dis- 
charged by  the  Commissioners  of  Paving 
and  other  Bodies  to  whom  he  had  re- 


ferred. That  was  a  great  reform  upon 
the  existing  state  of  things;  for  to 
reduce  the  number  of  the  Governing 
Bodies  from  300  to  39,  and  the  number 
of  persons  engaged  therein  from  1 0,000 
to  3,000,  must  be  admitted  as  a  bold 
step  in  the  right  direction.  After  33 
years*  experience,  the  defects  of  the  pre- 
sent Act  had  become  apparent,  and  it 
was  desirable  now  to  have  some  system 
more  in  accordance  with  the  munieipal 
institutions  throughout  the  country. 
The  initial  error  in  the  Metropolis  Local 
Management  Act — an  error  which  had 
influenced  its  administration  all  through- 
out— was  the  circumstance  that  the  divi- 
sions of  the  Metropolis  which  it  created, 
and  the  mode  and  manner  of  the  elec- 
tion of  those  entrusted  with  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  were  such  as 
not  to  enlist  in  the  service  those  whose 
social  status,  mental  culture,  and  mate- 
rial interests  in  the  respective  parishes 
or  districts  would  best  ensure  the  proper 
dealing  with  the  subjects  entrusted  to 
their  charge.  He  believed  that  very 
few  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis 
had  anything  like  a  clear  knowledge  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  election  of 
the  present  vestrymen  or  members  of  the 
District  Boards  was  conducted.  It  was 
true  that  notices  were  placed  upon  the 
church  doors  as  to  the  time  appointed 
for  the  election  of  vestrymen ;  but  that, 
he  (Mr.  Isaacs)  submitted,  was  not  a 
sufficient  advertisement,  nor  one  calcu- 
lated to  awaken  anything  like  a  proper 
amount  of  interest  on  the  part  of  those 
concerned.  The  result  of  the  present 
system  was  that  the  local  government 
of  the  Metropolis  had  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  cliques  who  might  be  described 
as  almost  self- elected,  and,  in  some  in- 
stances the  maladministration  of  paro- 
chial affairs  had  been  so  pronounced  as 
to  cause  the  name  of  vestryman  to  stink 
in  the  nostrils  of  respectable  people. 
Again,  the  numbers  of  those  elected  to 
serve  as  parochial  administrators  were 
far  too  groat.  From  the  City  of  London, 
with  its  Lord  Mayor,  26  Aldermen,  and 
206  Common  Councillors — total,  232,  to 
govern  an  area  less  than  a  square  milo 
in  extent,  the  Yestries  of  the  larger 
parishes,  with  their  120  members,  to 
the  District  Boards  of  Works  with  their 
members  ranging  from  36  to  60  in  num- 
her,  all  the  Governing  Bodies  were  by 
far  too  large  as  regards  the  number  of 
their  members. 
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It  bomg  half  an  hour  after  Five  of  the 
deck,  Further  Proceedings  on  Second 
Heading  stood  adjourned. 

Further  Proceedings  adjourned  till 
To-morrow, 


PAKLIAME>'TARY  VOTERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cromftr,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  qualification  and  regis- 
tration of  Parliamentary  Voters,  and  the 
conduct  of  Parliamentary  Elections,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  William 
Crawford,  Mr.  Abraham  (Glamorgan),  Mr. 
Burt,  "hlr,  Pickard,  and  Mr.  James  Rowlands. 
BUI  presented f  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  171 .] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Six  o'clock. 
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CIIURCU  DISCIPLINE  BILL.— (No.  27.) 

{The  Lord  ArcJtbinhop  of  Canterbury.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
iDg,  read. 

TuE  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
(Dr.  Benson)  said,  he  had  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  give  a  second  reading  to 
this  Bill,  as  one  of  great  importance, 
and  directed  to  the  correction  of  very 
great  evils.  All  wore  agreed  that  there 
could  be  scarcely  any  worse  evil  in  the 
Church  or  the  world  than  an  evil  clergy- 
man, one  who  was  authorized,  commis- 
sioned, and  sot  in  his  place  to  teach 
religion  and  morals,  but  made  himself 
an  example  of  how  to  set  at  nought  both 
religion  and  morality.  Cases  appeared 
from  time  to  time  in  the  newspapers 
which  made  all  men  ask  what  gain 
could  there  bo  to  the  cause  of  Christianity 
from  an  exercise  of  the  pastoral  ofBce  by 
such  a  man.  On  the  contrary,  there 
were  both  grievous  injuries  to  the  place 


where  the  evils  occurred,  and  they  were 
scarcely  less  injurious  to  the  Church  and 
to  religion  at  large.     But  while  all  felt 
that  they,  perhaps,  failed  to  observe  or 
remember  now  different  from  one  another 
such  cases  were,  and  what  defects  ap- 
peared in  the  treatment  of  many  of 
them   under  existing  law,   there  were 
other  cases  which  did  not  appear  in  the 
newspapers,    but  were    known  to  the 
Bishops,  which  also  caused  great  scandal. 
Taking  them  altogether,  they  were  not 
numerically  very    large    as    compared 
with   the  number  of    the  qXgtxj,  but 
they  were  a  very  poisonous  evil.     The 
cases  were  very  difficult  to  touch,  the 
processes  were  very  complicated,  liable 
to  the  most  technical    objections    and 
very  costly,  the  penalties  often  futile. 
This  Bill  was  framed  after  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  defects  and  difficulties 
of  the  present  law,  and  had  been  tho- 
roughly examined    by  one  Committee 
after  another  of  those  who  were  most 
cognizant  of  the  evils  and  most  able  to 
suggest  remedies.    It  was  based  mainly 
on  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Ecclesiastical    Courts.     He    would 
point  out  where  the  Bill  chiefly  departed 
from  that  Report,  and  why.     By  the 
present  system,  under  the  Church  Dis- 
cipline Act,  the  process  began  with  the 
issuing  of    a  Commission    to    inquire 
whether  there  was  a  primd  facie  case  in 
any  particular  instance  when  complaint 
was  made  or  scandal  existed.   Fivo  Com- 
missioners were  named  by  the  Bishop 
for  the  purpose.     But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,    the    Bishop    himself  was    often 
obliged  to  collect  evidence  on  account 
of  the  great  unwillingness  of  the  very 
people  who  made  the  complaint  to  come 
forward    and    give    evidence.        They 
dreaded  the  possible  expense,  and  were 
also  very  much  afraid  of  their  names 
appearing.     The  consequence  was  that 
the  Bishop  had  to  employ  persons  to  get 
evidence,   he  had    to    prosecute,    and, 
after  that,  he  had  to  be  the  Judge,  for  the 
Commissioners  were  his  nominees,  and 
the  case  came  finally  into  his  own  Court. 
There  was  another  evil  of  a  very  grave 
kind.     A  clergyman  might  be  convicted 
in  a  Criminal  Court  of  drunkenness  or 
theft,  indecent  assault,  or  infamous  con- 
duct.    But  though  judgment  had  been 
Eassed  upon  him,  still  legal  proceedings 
ad  to  be  taken  against  him  in  an  Eccle- 
siastical Court,  and  all  the  particulars 
had  to  be  gone  over  again.    That  was, 
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as  a  matter  of  good  sense,  very  unneces- 
sary; it  perpetuated  and  spread  the 
scandal,  and  added  very  greatly  to  the 
expense.  Another  great  evil  was  that 
when  the  Commissioners  had  found  a 
primd  facie  case,  it  frequently  seemed  to 
a  Bishop  so  unadvisable  that  he  should 
hear  a  case  about  which  the  previous 
steps  had  almost  compelled  him  to  form 
an  opinion,  that  it  was  most  commonly 
sent  by  Letters  of  Hequest  to  the  Pro- 
vincial Court.  The  Chancellor,  who  was 
the  proper  Judge,  did  not,  by  the 
Church  Discipline  Act,  sit  in  the  Diocesan 
Court;  the  consequence  was  that  the 
Diocesan  Courts  were  destroyed,  and 
the  expenses  to  all  parties  were  very 
much  increased,  because  it  was  neces- 
sary in  the  Provincial  Court  to  employ 
leading  and  junior  counsel,  and  the  dis- 
tance which  witnesses  and  others  had  to 
be  sent  added  very  much  to  the  cost.  In 
the  Provincial  Court  itself,  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  replace  the  Judge  in  the 
ancient  conditions  which  had  been  very 
recently  and  disastrously  altered.  And 
now,  supposing  the  case,  however,  to 
have  been  carried  to  an  issue,  and  the 
offender  convicted  and  sentenced,  still 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  many  cases 
in  enforcing  the  decrees.  A  man  might 
be  suspended  ah  officio  and  a  hen&ficio, 
and  yet  he  might  refuse  to  leave  the 
house  of  residence,  then  an  action  of 
ejectment  was  probably  the  only  remedy, 
and  then  the  whole  question  whether  he 
had  been  properly  suspended  would 
have  to  be  tried  over  again.  But  even 
if  it  were  arranged  that  he  should  leave 
the  houso,  he  might  then  still  insist  on 
living  in  the  parish  which  he  had  cor- 
rupted and  scandalized,  and  all  the 
original  evil  might  be  reproduced  and 
intensified.  He  had  seen  an  instance, 
in  which,  when  nothing  was  added  to 
the  provision  that  the  man  should  leave 
the  house  of  residence,  he  took  a  house 
within  the  parish,  and  though  an  ad- 
mirable clergyman  was  put  in,  who 
might  have  restored  the  parish  to  peace, 
harmony,  and  good  feeling,  and  revived 
the  services  of  the  Church,  the  subse- 
quent career  of  the  suspended  clergy- 
man did  almost  more  evil  than  before. 
Again,  the  man  might  refuse  to  give  up 
the  church  as  well  as  the  house,  and 
might  carry  on  the  services,  which  per- 
haps no  one  would  attend,  and  there 
were  no  certain  means  of  preventing 
such  a  spandal.    Add  to  all  this  that 


costs  were  very  heavy,  and  could  often 
be  recovered  only  by  sequestration  of 
the  benefice.  Then  the  benefice  was 
injured ;  but  more  often  there  was 
nothing  to  recover,  since  necessary  out- 
goings and  the  provision  for  duty  being 
carried  on  exhausted  the  whole  available 
means.  At  the  best,  the  only  way  in 
which  all  the  expenses  could  be  re- 
covered was  by  the  Bishop  securing  a 
conviction.  If  he  failed  he  had  to  boar 
all  the  expense ;  while  if  he  succeeded, 
he  had  still  large  sums  to  pay.  Many 
Bishops  had  been  mulcted  in  very  largo 
amounts  ;  a  single  clergyman  had  been 
described  to  him  as  *'  a  constant  source 
of  expense  to  his  Bishop,"  while  he  was 
afraid  to  say  how  far  one  Bishop  had 
suffered  in  that  way  from  one  case  after 
another.  If  the  Commission  found  that 
there  was  u  primd  facie  case,  the  Bishop 
was  compelled  to  proceed  to  a  trial,  on 
account  of  the  great  scandal  created,  if 
under  such  oirounstances  the  man  was 
undisturbed,  though  he  and  his  ad- 
visers were  satisfied  that  he  was  fore- 
doomed to  fail,  since  they  were  aware 
that  the  evidence  on  which  the  Commis- 
sion had  formed  their  conclusion  was 
not  such  as  would  fall  within  rules  of 
evidence,  or,  perhaps,  be  even  produ- 
cible in  Court.  Another  difficulty  in 
the  working  of  the  Commission  was  that 
the  Bishop  and  all  persons  concerned 
were  at  the  mercy  of  one  man.  He 
knew  a  case  himself  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  divided  two  against 
two,  and  the  fifth  Commissioner,  an  un- 
unfortunate  selection— for  all  were  se- 
lected ad  hoe — said  he  was  persuaded 
himself  that  the  man  was  innocent,  but 
that  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  parties 
the  case  had  better  be  tried  regularly ; 
and  tried  it  was,  and  lost.  Then,  under 
the  Pluralities  Act,  which  was  one  of 
the  methods  of  proceeding,  there  was 
no  provision  made  for  expenses,  and 
the  Bishop  himself  was  personally  liable. 
The  beneficed  clergy  did  not  fall  very 
much  into  the  category  of  those  men  of 
whom  he  had  been  speaking.  In  early 
legislation  the  cartularies  of  French 
Kings  contained  stringent  provisions 
against  < '  vagahundi  et  palahundi  episeopi. ' ' 
He  did  not  know  that  there  existed  at 

S resent  any  class  of  '' roving  and  wan- 
ering  Bishops ; "  but  there  were  too 
many  presbyters  who  fell  under  that 
description.  There  were  few  cases  com- 
paratively   in    which    they    appeared. 
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England,  and  espeoially  London,  drew 
from  all  over  the  world  persons  who 
made  very  brief  and  unsatisfactory  re- 
sidence in  any  place,  and  whom  it  was 
almost  impossible  to  trace.  They  wan- 
dered up  and  down,  taking  duty  for 
short  spaces  of  time,  and  committing  all 
sorts  of  offences.  There  was  wanting 
some  summary  process  for  deposing  such 
men  from  the  ministry,  and  of  getting 
at  those  incumbents  who,  without  autho- 
rity and  without  inquiry,  imposed  on 
by  plausible  manners  and  stories,  em- 
ployed them.  He  had  left  in  the  Bill 
the  Court  as  recommended  to  be  con- 
stituted by  the  Eoyal  Oommission,  and 
as  he  thought  it  certainly  ought  to  be 
constituted  in  most  cases — namely,  the 
Chancellor.  It  was  further  provided, 
in  accordance  with  the  same  recommen- 
dations, that  if  the  Bishop  deemed  the 
case  to  be  of  sufficient  importance,  it 
should  be  tried  by  the  Bishop  himself 
with  two  or  more  assessors.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Her- 
sohell)  had  earned  the  lasting  gratitude 
of  a  Northern  diocese  by  acting  as  such 
assessor.  At  present  the  Bishop,  with 
assessors,  was  Iby  the  Church  Discipline 
Bill  the  sole  Judge  in  the  Diocesan 
Court.  It  seemed  to  him,  however,  that 
some  defendants  might  reasonably  ob- 
ject to  be  tried  by  the  Chancellor  alone, 
or  by  the  Bishop,  from  whose  previous 
knowledge  of  himself  he  could  not  hope 
for  much  bias  in  his  favour.  If  excep- 
tion were  taken  to  the  Chancellor's  soli- 
tary action  and  to  the  Bishop's  action,  it 
was  suggested  that  the  defendant  should 
be  allowed  to  appeal  to  a  Court  con- 
stituted of  the  Chancellor  and  the  Com- 
missioners under  the  Pluralities  Act 
Amendment  Act.  This  liberty  would  re- 
move the  faintest  suspicion  of  bias. 
The  Bill,  however,  made  a  slight  differ- 
ence in  the  Commissioners  under  that 
Act.  That  Act  required  that  two  Com- 
missioners should  be  elected  ad  hoc  as 
each  case  arose.  It  seemed  desirable, 
however,  for  the  sake  of  fairness,  that 
no  Commissioner  should  be  elected  ad 
hoCf  but  that  they  should  be  elected,  like 
other  Commissioners  under  the  Plurali- 
ties Act  Amendment  Act,  for  a  period 
of  three  years.  One  was  to  be  elected 
by  the  clergy  of  the  diocese,  one  by  the 
Chapter  of  the  diocese,  and  two  laymen 
were  to  be  nominated  by  the  Chairmen 
of  Quarter  Sessions.  This  Bill,  then, 
intrusted  all  ordinary  cases  to  the  Chan- 
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cellor  alone,  and  he  would  suggest,  by 
way  of  amendment,  that  the  (mancellor 
should  be  allowed,  in  cases  it  was  pos- 
sible for  him  to  attend,  to  nominate  a 
deputy.  By  that  plan  the  Bishop  would 
reserve  such  oases  as  it  was  fitting  that 
he  should  deal  with,  and  the  defendant 
might  at  his  option  claim  a  fuller 
Court.  Such  an  arrangement  would 
leave  little  opening  for  appeals,  that 
fruitful  source  of  expense.  This  Bill, 
then — to  sum  up— sought  to  simplify 
two  processes  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts, 
to  save  the  delays,  minimize  the  ex- 
penses, and  make  the  sentence  no  longer 
futile.  That  it  would  do  by  accepting 
the  record  of  Civil  Courts,  restoring  the 
Chancellor  to  his  functions,  providing 
an  experienced  tribunal  of  wider  con- 
stitution in  some  cases,  obviating  ob- 
jections generally  felt  as  to  the  recent 
constitution  of  the  Provincial  Court,  to 
diminish  costs,  partly  to  lessen  the  un- 
fairness of  Bishops  bearing  the  whole 
expense  of  bringing  gross  offenders  to 
justice,  and  to  make  condemnation  a 
reality  by  delivering  the  parsonage,  the 
parish  church,  and  the  parishioners 
from  the  mercies  of  an  immoral  or  dis- 
gracefully neglectful  pastor  and  the 
baleful  influences  which  surrounded  such 
a  man.  He  had  stated  the  objections  to 
the  present  condition  of  the  law,  and 
the  remedy  it  was  hoped  to  apply.  The 
sole  object  which  had  been  kept  in  view 
was  to  correct  what  in  the  judgment  of 
all  ought  to  bo  corrected.  He  had  no 
doubt  there  were  details  which  might 
be  amended  by  the  wisdom  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  and  no  one  would  be 
more  thankful  than  he  for  any  improve- 
ments. He  would  ask  their  Lordships 
now  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-." 
— {The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,) 

Lord  GEIMTHORPE  said,  he  did  not 
disapprove  of  the  main  object  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  could  not  say  as  much  for 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  to  be  effected, 
and  he  thought  it  desirable  to  point 
out,  comprehensively,  some  of  the  chief 
defects  in  the  Bill  before  trying  to 
amend  them  in  detail  by  the  awkward 
process  by  which  alone  Bills  could  be 
amended  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  Besides  the  general  purpose  of 
dealing  with  what  were  legally  called 
criminous  clerks,  if  that  was  really 
going  to  be  done  properly,  it  was  clearly 
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a  good  thing  to  enable  rules  to  be  made 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  other 
authorities  for  reforming  the  practice  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts,  which  had 
been  getting  more  full  of  technical  pit- 
falls continually,  and,  above  all,  by  that 
most  unhappy  specimen  of  ecclesiastical 
legislation — the  Public  Worship  Act. 
Another  good  thing  in  the  Bill  was  that 
it  repealed  one  portion  of  that  Act— 
namely,  the  usurpation  of  power  for 
the  Crown — that  was,  for  the  Prime 
Minister — to  approve,  and  therefore  to 
take  if  he  chose,  the  appointment  of 
the  Dean  of  Arches,  who  was  now  the 
Judge  of  both  Provinces.  It  seemed  to 
him  absurd,  however,  to  give  any  Arch- 
bishop the  power  to  sever  them  again, 
especially  as  there  was  no  salary  left  for 
the  Provincial  Judge  of  York,  while 
the  Canterbury  one  had  £1,600  a-year. 
But  the  Archbishops  and  Bishops 
now  proposed  a  much  more  serious 
counter  -  usurpation  of  their  own  — 
that  sentence  of  deprivation  of  a  bene- 
fice— which  was  a  purely  civil  trans- 
action, and  might  and  must  be  pro- 
nounced by  any  Judge  at  the  Assizes, 
on  a  parson  who  was  a  second  time  con- 
victed there  of  violating  the  rubrics 
(and  there  the  Bishop  could  not  protect 
him  by  the  dispensing  power  of  the 
veto)— should  not  be  pronounced  by  the 
Dean  of  Arches  or  Chancellor  who  really 
gave  the  judgment,  but  the  Archbishop 
or  Bishop  was  to  be  called  in  to  do  it  as 
a  sort  of  executioner.  Moreover,  that 
was  in  flat  contradiction  to  a  decision  of 
the  Privy  Council  in  **  Bon  well  r.  Bishop 
of  London,''  as  to  the  Dean  of  Arches, 
who  was  clearly  proved  to  have  always 
been  the  proper  person  to  deprive  in 
the  Provincial  Court.  It  was  true  that 
the  122nd  Canon  professed  to  prohibit 
anyone  but  the  Bishop  from  pronouncing 
deprivations  in  a  Diocesan  Court,  and 
it  had  been  assumed  to  be  legal;  but 
never  decided  or  argued ;  and  it  had 
not  been  observed  by  those  who  assumed 
ity  that  the  Canon  was  an  illegal  usurpa- 
tion by  the  Convocations  of  1603,  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  great  heresy 
Act  of  13  Mt%,f  which  enacted  that  the 
defendant ''  should  be  deprived  by  the 
Bishop  or  the  Ordinary,  and  on  such 
sentence  he  should  be  indeed  deprived." 
And  all  the  Acts  of  Uniformity  expressly 
reserved  power  for  the  OhanoeUor  to 
excommunicate  and  to  deprive  "  in  like 
form  as  heretofore  hath  been  used  by ' 


the  Queen's  ecclesiastical  laws."  Every 
lawyer  knew  that  the  Canons  were  in- 
valid against  Acts  of  Parliament,  invalid 
against  the  laity,  and  therefore  against 
a  lay  Chancellor  even  without  those  Acts, 
and  that  the  Queen's  Bench  had  said  it 
would  not  help  them  by  prohibition. 
Even  the  Church  Discipline  Act  of  1840, 
which  was  itself  an  aggression,  said  that 
sentence  was  to  be  pronounced  by  the 
Bishop  or  his  Commissary.  Therefore, 
this  clause  of  the  Bill,  both  for  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops,  was  a  piece  of 
clerical  aggression,  and  an  attempt  to 
introduce  the  thin  end  of  the  High 
Church  wedge,  that  ecclesiastical  jurisdic- 
tion proceeded  from  what  they  called  the 
Church,  by  which  they  meant  the  clergy, 
in  the  face  of  every  legal  authority  and 
every  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject 
from  the  very  beginning  of  the  Eefor- 
mation,  and  some  time  before  it  too. 
And  what  was  to  be  done  if  the  Arch- 
bishop or  Bishop  refused  to  come  in  and 
aet  as  executioner  under  his  Judge,  and 
even  to  defy  a  mandamus  and  set  up  as  a 
martyr  ?  Indeed,  the  Bill  was  evidently 
framed  with  care,  so  as  to  enable  them 
to  evade  a  mandamus  if  one  should  be 
attempted.  And  so  far  was  this  eccle- 
siastical usurpation  carried,  that  even 
the  sentence  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee signed  by  the  Queen  was  no 
longer  to  be  sufficient,  but  it  was  to  be 
sent  into  the  Ecclesiastical  Court,  for 
the  Bishop  or  Archbishop  to  ratify  by 
pronouncing  it,  if  he  chose.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  proper  guar- 
dians of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Crown 
over  all  persons,  ecclesiastical  as  well  as 
civil,  meant  to  submit  to  that  ?  And  it 
was  a  sufficient  indication  of  the  spirit 
of  the  Bill  throughout.  The  Bill  also 
destroyed  the  proper  legal  relations  of 
the  Bishops  and  their  Courts  in  making 
them  both  prosecutors,  as  they  always 
had  been  legally  though  not  exclusively, 
and  Judges,  as  they  never  had  been 
from  the  Eeformation  until  1840,  except 
during  the  two  short  periods  that  the 
Court  of  High  Commission  lasted, 
legally  and  illegally,  which  their  Lord- 
ships knew  had  twice  to  be  put  down 
by  Parliament  for  its  tyranny.  Their 
modem  introduction  as  Judges  was  en- 
tirely effected  by  a  man  whose  name 
did  not  raise  a  presumption  in  its 
favour — ^namely,  Bishop  Philpotts,  and 
the  singpular  history  of  it  was  worth 
summing  up  from  tae  debatos  of  that 
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time.  Both  in  1838  and  1839  this 
House  passed  a  Bill,  introduced  by 
Lord  Chancellor  Cottenham,  without 
any  such  episcopal  aggression  in  it, 
which  was  lost  by  time  only  in  the 
other  House.  It  was  founded,  as  he 
said,  on  the  Eeport  of  the  first  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission,  which  comprised  all 
the  principal  Bishops  and  Judges — a 
very  different  body  from  that  of  1883 
on  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts.  That  was 
a  very  simple  Bill,  and  its  main  object 
was  to  send  all  ecclesiastical  suits  at 
once  to  the  Provincial  Court,  to  be  tried 
there  in  a  more  simple  way  than  they 
were  then,  or  now.  Lord  Cottenham 
said  that  the  Bill  was  approved  by 
most  of  the  Members  of  that  former 
Commission,  and  several  of  them  con- 
firmed it,  and  said  that,  so  far  as  it  dif- 
fered from  their  Eeport,  they  approved 
of  the  change;  and,  further,  he  said 
that  it  took  away  no  jurisdiction  of  the 
Bishops,  because  they  had  none  to  take 
away,  except  through  their  Chancellors, 
who  certainly  did  not  object  to  lose  it, 
having  no  exalted  Church  notions  to 
gratify  by  retaining  it.  The  Peculiars, 
of  which  nearly  300  were  also  abolished, 
were  Courts  quite  independent  of  the 
Bishops.  That  Bill  gave  the  Provin- 
cial Judge  the  very  useful  power  of 
stopping  a  suit  as  soon  as  he  perceived 
that  it  was  frivolous  and  vexatious.  That 
power  was  unluckily  afterwards  trans- 
ferred to  the  Bishops,  who  had  notori- 
ously used  it  for  a  very  different,  and, 
indeed,  exactly  opposite  purpose,  and 
in  a  manner  which  had  been  condemned 
by  some  of  the  highest  Judges,  even 
while  they  were  legally  deciding  in 
favour  of  the  Bishop,  and  by  a  large 
and  weighty  minority  of  the  late  Com- 
mission— namely,  to  reverse  for  all  prac- 
tical purposes  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  which  had  been  fought  for  by 
both  the  Church  parties  at  enormous 
expense,  and  therefore  could  not  be 
deemed  frivolous  or  unimportant.  It 
did  not  seem  to  have  been  observed  that 
the  veto  in  the  hands  of  any  Bishop 
with  strong  leanings  either  way,  as  most 
of  them  and  of  the  clergy  always  had, 
enabled  him  to  make  the  law  of  the 
Church  just  what  he  liked  throughout 
his  diocese,  exactly  like  the  dispensing 
power  usurped  by  James  II.  for  much 
the  same  purpose  ;  and  it  was  being  so 
used  continually  in  some,  and  probably 
in  most  dioceses,  for  people  knew  that  it 
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was  useless  to  apply  for  leave  to  enforce 
the  law.    Further,  it  made  every  Bishop 
odious  to  one  partvor  the  other,  accord- 
ing as  he  allowea  or  forbade  prosecu- 
tions, as  had  been  amply  proved  by  ex- 
perience already.     Accordingly,  in  the 
Bill  which  he  submitted  to  the  Commis- 
sion of  1883,  and  which  was  printed  in 
their  evidence,  as  a  substitute  for  the 
Church     Discipline    and    the     Public 
Worship  Acts,  he  had  copied,  in  sub- 
stance, that  provision  of  Lord  Cotten- 
ham's  Bill  instead  of  the  episcopal  veto. 
Both  in  1838  and  1839Sishop  Philpotts 
made  one  of  his  tremendous  onslaughts 
on  that  Bill,   and  called  it   the  most 
deadly  attack  that  had  ever  been  made 
upon  the  Church  of  England.   He  easily 
inflamed  the  clergy  into  the  same  be- 
lief, and  they  furnished   him    with  a 
lot    of    Petitions   to  that  effect ;    but 
it  was  singular  that  they  had  hardly 
ever    submitted    to    the    power  which 
he  ultimately  got  to  try  them,   and  it 
was  practically  obsolete.     Yet  the  pre- 
sent Bill  revived  or  extended  it.  Bishop 
Philpotts    was    not    so    successful   in 
making  this  House  believe  him.     Even 
the  miiis  sapieniia  of  Archbishop  Ho wley 
warmed  into  indignation,  and   Bishop 
Blomfield's      more     immitis     sapuniia 
turned  upon  him  as  he  deserved ;  and 
when,  at  last,  after  two  years'  talking, 
he  ventured  on  a   Division,   no  more 
than  11  Peers  voted  with  him.    After 
that,  he  entered  an  elaborate  Protest, 
which,    it    was    remarkable,    did    not 
venture  to  assert  that  any  Bishop  ever 
sat,  or  had  the  right  to  sit,  in  his  own 
Court  since  the  Eeformation.     But  then 
came   something    still  more   extraordi- 
nary.   Although  he  had  been  so  tho- 
roughly   beaten    and    refuted  by    the 
Archbishop   and    Bishop   Blom field   in 
1839,  he  somehow  managed  afterwards 
to  frighten  or  cajole  them,  and  through 
them  the  Government,  into  adopting  a 
fundamentally   different  Bill  in    1B40, 
giving  the  Bishops  judicial  power  for 
the  first  time,  but  not  without  appeal  to 
the  very  Provincial  Court  which  he  had 
denounced ;  and  that  brought  with  it  a 
multitude  of  complications,  to  provide 
for  preliminary  inquiries,  and  the  sub- 
stitution  of   one   Bishop  for  another, 
where    the   prosecuting    and    possibly 
judicial  one   was    also  patron ;   which 
caused  the  great  Jiasco  of    the  Arch- 
deacon Denison  case  after  some  years 
^nd  mapy  stag^es  of  t^e  suit  ^  and  then 
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came  the  new  veto  on  prosecutions  by 
anybody  else.      Lord  Gottenham  said 
he   disclaimed    all    responsibility    for 
that    Act    at   last,   though  he  would 
not  try  to  stop  it,  as  the  matter  had 
been  so  long  in  agitation.     Very  soon 
after    it  was   passed,   the   then    Dean 
of  Arches  remarked  on  its  badness  of 
drafting,  as  ho  mildly  put  it ;  and  there 
had  been  endless  confusion  and  enor- 
mous waste  of  money  and  abortive  suits 
arising  from  it.     Yet  this  Bill  proceeded 
on  the  same  lines,    and   introduced   a 
great  deal  more  complication,  and  moro 
ultornatives    of     preliminary    Courts. 
The  most  rev.  Prelate  had,  as  it  was 
called,   read  a  first  time  another  Bill 
about   Ecclesiastical   Procedure  on  the 
same  day  as  this,  but  it  had  not  yet 
seen  the  light— at  least,  among  laymen, 
though  he  had  received    some  strong 
condemnation  of  it  from  a  Bishop  who 
was  not  an  oxalter  of  clerical  jurisdic- 
tion ;  and  he  took  for  granted  that  it 
did   not  modify  the   Bill '  now    before 
their  Lordships,  which  ho  must  take  as 
he  found  it,  though  they  ought  to  have 
had  both  together,  at  least  to  read  and 
understand.      The    most    rev.   Prelate 
had  spoken  of  the  expense  of  taking 
criminous    clerks    to    the    Provinciid 
Court ;  but  he  forgot  that  exactly  those 
who  had  caused  such  expense  by  fight- 
ing every    inch     of    ground    hitherto 
would  do  just  the  same  again,  and  take 
him  before  his  Dean  of  Arches  in  the 
end  instead  of  the  beginning,  so  that  he 
would  only  have  double  the  expense, 
and   not  half,   as  he   might   under  a 
proper   Act.     He    (Lord    Qrimthorpe) 
himself  thoroughly    agreed    with    the 
views  of  Lord  Penzance  in  his  Heport 
of    1883,  and  with  Bishop  Blomfield's 
last   views  of  the  radical   unfitness  of 
Bishops  to  act  as  Judges.     It  was  true 
that  the  Bill  gave  an  option  to  defen- 
dants to  pick  and  chose  out  of  three 
kinds  of  Diocesan   Courts,  or,  rather, 
four— of  the  Bishop  and  his  Chancellor, 
each  with  or  without  Assessors  without 
judicial  votes,  and  Commissioners  with 
them,  of  whom  three  were  to  be  clergy- 
men, and  might  overrule  the  proper 
Judge  and  his  one  lay  colleague.  All  that 
only  showed  the  same  clerical  aggres- 
siveness as  the  Eeport  of  1K83  did,  and 
a  hopeless  confusion  in  the  minds  of 
the  inventors  of  all  those  new  alterna- 
tive tribunals,  which  somebody  must  pay 
for,  and  which  all  had  to  end  in  the 
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same  Provincial  Judge.  The  most  rev. 
Prelate  justified  the  Bill  by  saying 
that  it  was  founded  on  that  Eeport. 
It  was  impossible,  without  notice,  to 
examine  how  far  they  agreed,  and  quite 
immaterial ;  for  the  Bill  could  hardly 
have  a  worse  recommendation,  consider- 
ing how  all  the  legal  history  on  which 
that^Heport  was  based  had  been  exposed, 
for  such  inaccuracies  as  were  not  un- 
natural, seeing  that  it  had  been  avowodly 
entrusted  to  three  Members,  not  one  of 
whom  was  a  lawyer,  and,  in  fact,  ulti- 
mately to  one,  who,  however  eminent 
as  a  historian,  in  other  ways  was  clearly 
not  qualified  for  writing  a  legal  history, 
and  showed  in  nearly  every  page  a  strong 
ecclesiastical  bias  in  one  direction  al- 
ways, as  the  Eeport  itself  finally  did, 
whether  all  the  signers  of  it  understood 
it  or  not.  If  their  Lordships  cared  to 
have  proofs  of  that  statement,  he  would 
refer  thorn  to  The  Edinhurgh  Jievieio  ac- 
count of  tho  Eeport,  in  January,  1881, 
which  seemed  to  be  well  known  to  have 
been  written  by  a  very  eminent  Member 
of  the  Commission,  or  to  a  still  more  de- 
tailed examination  of  the  history  in  Mr. 
Tomlinson's  pamphlet,  or  to  his  own 
Letter  to  the  Archbishop  of  York  upon  it ; 
none  of  which  had  ever  been  answered. 
It  should  never  be  forgotten,  too,  that 
Archbishop  Tait  had  died  before  that 
Eeport  was  written,  or  in  any  degree 
settled,  as  their  own  Minutes  showed ; 
and  his  questions  to  the  witnesses 
and  his  Preface  to  Brodrick  and  Fre- 
mantle's  Privy  Council  Judgments  had 
all  pointed  in  the  opposite  direction. 
Tho  anti-legal  bias  of  the  Eeport  was 
sufficiently  shown  by  its  mode  of  dealing 
with  the  Bishop's  right  to  sit  judicially, 
which  was  treated  as  all  but  certain,  and 
as  admitted  by  legal  decisions  or  dicta, 
for  which  references  to  law  books  were 
given.  Those  references  proved  nothing 
of  the  kind,  and  the  writer  had  evidently 
misunderstood  the  nature  of  the  Arch- 
bishop's visitatorial  jurisdiction  over 
Bishops,  as  was  held  in  the  case  of 
Bishop  Watson,  and  ignored  an  Act  of 
Henry  VIII.  which  had  probably  pre- 
served it,  though  the  Discipline  Act  of 
1840  was  held  to  have  destroyed  the 
punitive  visitatorial  power  over  Deans 
and  Canons.  Moreover,  the  Eeport 
set  out  in  full  a  dozen  Chancellor's 
patents,  with  a  paragraph  in  italics  re- 
serving the  Bishop's  right  to  sit  himself, 
and  one  of  the  very  few  surviving  clerical 
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Chancellors,  himself  a  Member  of  the 
Commission,  helped  them  by  saying  that 
Bishops  of  Chester  had  sat  in  modern 
times  ;  which  was  all  swept  away  by  two 
interrogative  words  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice — **  i»  invitttm  ?  "—to  which  there 
was  no  answer.     But  that  also  went  for 
nothing  with  the  Commission  and  their 
historian.      If   the    Bishops    had    re- 
served  the    right  to  burn  heretics   in 
their  patents,  who  would  have  cared  or 
meddled    with     them,  until   they  had 
raised  the  in  invitum  question  practi- 
cally  by  a  sentence  for   combustion? 
That    was    a    sufficient    specimen    of 
the  legal  value  and   the    ecclesiastical 
bias  of   the  Report  of   that    Commis- 
sion, and  ho  could   give  plenty  more. 
Last  year,  when  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
brought  forward  his  Patronage  Bill  for 
taking  away  the  rights  of  the  heirs  of 
the  founders  of  all  benefices,  ho  dilated 
on  the  number  of  Diocesan  Conferences 
which  had  approved  of  it.      This  Bill 
specially  concerned  the  clergy,  and  they 
did  not  hear  of  a  single  clerical  assembly 
that  had  approved  of  it,  or  even  seen  it 
yet,  of  which  he  saw  that  the  clergy 
were  complaining.     The  High  Church 
newspapers,  of  course,  approved  it  as  a 
whole,  on  account  of  those  very  aggres- 
sions on  the  State  jurisdiction,  which 
they  were  constantly  striving  to  supplant, 
and  to  undo  theBeformation,  as  the  more 
candid  Ritualists  had  avowed.  Looking 
at  it  from  the  parishioners*  point  of  view, 
it  seemed  not  to  go  far  enough  towards 
getting  rid  of  the  commonest  kind  of 
clerical  offenders  (not  that  he  meant  that 
they  were  absolutely  common) — namely, 
drunkards,  who,  it  was  often  complained, 
were  only  suspended  for  a  year  or  two  at 
themost,  and  then  returned  as  bad  as  ever. 
It  seemed  necessary  to  give  some  stronger 
legislative   direction  to  the   Provincial 
Court  on  that  point.    There  was  a  mon- 
strous direction  in  the  Bill  that  every 
kind  of  Civil  Court,  down  to  the  Justices 
at  Petty  Sessions,  should  send  certificates 
to  the  Bishop  of  every  verdict  or  judg- 
ment against  a  clergyman  for  every  kind 
of  act    punishable    by    imprisonment, 
which  practically  meant  everything  for 
which  a  trifling  fine  might  be  imposed — 
for  whicli  imprisonment  was  always  an 
alternative — or  for  a  libel,  such  as  giving 
a  discharged  servant  too  bad  a  character 
in  the  opinion  of  a  jury ;  or  writing  against 
employing  a  dissenting  architect  to  fit 
up  a  church ;  or  calling  a  man  a  convict 
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after  he  has  returned  from  penal  servi- 
tude ;  or  calling  tradesmen's  lies  a  fraud, 
all  which  things  had  been  so  foond  by 
juries.     And  then  if  the  Bishop,  in  his 
unlimited  discretion,  wanted  to  get  rid 
of  him,  he  might  prosecute,  and  perhaps 
try  him  himself ;  and  he  was  not  even 
to  be  allowed  to  prove  that  he  was  not 
guilty    but  only    to  "extenuate"   his 
offonce ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  however 
bad  he  may  be  in  the  opinion  of  his 
neighbours,  the  Bishop  may  protect  him 
and  defy  them.    That  was  the  kind  of 
legislation  which  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
told  them  had  been  elaborated  with  so 
much  care  by  some  undisclosed  proficients 
in  the  art,  who  had  not  even  taken  the 
trouble  to  look  at  the  proper  titles  of 
the  Provincial  and  the  Diocesan  Judges 
of  York,  either  in  their  patents  or  in 
the  Public  Worship  Act.      It    would 
be  very  difficult  to  amend  suoh  a  Bill 
into  a  proper  state  in  a  Committee  of 
the  House,  and  he  was  not  at  all  sure 
that  he  should  try,  as  the  Government 
seemed  disposed  to  let  the  Bishops  deal 
with  these  matters  as  they  chose,  with 
such  results  as  they  had  seen  in  nearly 
all  their  Bills  of  recent  times,  which 
everybody    complained  of  within   two 
years  after  they  were  passed.  The  whole 
subject  wanted  thoroughly  reviewing  in 
a  very  different  style  from  this,  and  in 
connection  with  whatever  Bill  was  to  deal 
with  ecclesiastical  procedure  generally. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  could 
not  see  that  the  Bill  was  a  dangerous 
one,  as  interfering  with  any  settlement 
made  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation. 
The  Bill  differed  in  an  important  respect 
from  those  which  had  preceded  it,  having 
the  same  object  in  view ;  and  he  held 
that  it  was  extremely  wise  and  expedient 
to  make  that  difference.  A  former  mea- 
sure introduced  in  that  House  dealt  with 
all  classes  of  ecclesiastical  offences,  those 
relating  to  ritual  as  well  as  those  against 
morality.  This  comprehensiveness  led 
to  opposition  from  various  quarters;  for 
many  people  objected  to  the  proposal  to 
facilitate  proceedings  for  ritual  offences, 
while  they  approved  the  proposal  to 
facilitate  proceedings  to  punish  offences 
against  morality.  There  were  some  who 
would  not  be  opposed  to  a  measure 
dealing  with  the  reform  of  proceedings 
against  a  clergyman  charged  with  im- 
morality who  would  consider  it  was  not 
the  proper  function  of  Parliament  to 
deal  with  such  offences.     He  thought 
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there  would  be  an  agreement  between 
those  who  belonged  to  the  Church  and 
those  who  were  hostile  to  it  politically, 
that,  in  the  interests  of  religion,  it  was 
verjinexpedientthat  a  clergyman  should 
be  guilty  of  gross  immorality  and  ia- 
decency,  and  yet  that  there  should  bo 
dilliculty  in  bringing  bint  to  task  and 
inRicting  tbo  punishment  called  for  by 
his  offence.  As  to  the  best  maohinory 
for  arriving  at  those  results,  there  raight 
bo  room  for  great  diffeconces  of  opinion, 
and,  as  he  understood,  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  was  open  to  consider  any  im- 
provement of  the  machinery  proposed, 
as  the  single  aim  of  the  Bill  was  to 
00 able  offences  against  immorality  to  be 
mors  speedily,  more  cheaply,  and  more 
certainly  dealt  with.  Their  Lordships, 
therefore,  ought  to  have  no  difficulty  in 
giving  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill, 
some  of  the  provisions  of  which  might 
be  open  to  amendment  in  Committee. 
There  ought  not  to  be  any  difficulty 
about  creating  a  machinery  to  try  these 
oasea.  They  were  very  ditferont  from 
ecclesiastioal  offences  ia  the  broad  sense 
which  required  ecclesiastical  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  those  dealing  with  them. 
The  offences  in  question  were  of  a  kind 
that  everybody  was  capable  of  appre- 
ciating, and  the  hearing  of  a  charge 
required  simply  the  application  of  com- 
mon seuss  to  the  evidence  that  was 
adduced  in  support  of  it.  As  the  law 
now  stood,  proceedings  in  respect  of  en 
olfonoe  against  morality  must  be  taken 
within  a  certain  time  of  the  commission 
of  the  offence.  A  case  had  happened 
in  which  a  clergyman  lived  in  adul- 
tery, and  the  fact  remained  concealed 
for  a  time.  Frocoodings  were  at  last 
taken  in  tho  Divorce  Court,  and  the 
facta  were  proved,  and  a  divorce  fol- 
lowed ;  but  it  was  too  late  for  proceed- 
ings to  be  taken  in  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts,  as  the  period  bad  elapsed  within 
which  it  was  required  they  should  be 
commenced ;  and  if  it  bad  not  been  that 
that  clergyman  had  committed  another 
offence  against  morality,  for  which  be 
was  tried  and  received  punishment,  he 
must  have  been  permitted  to  coutiuue 
in  charge  of  hie  parish,  without  any 
proceedings  being  taken  against  him. 
This  Bill  would  provide  an  extension  of 
time  in  such  a  caso  by  allowing  pro- 
ceedings to  be  commenced  after  the 
offender  had  been  found  guilty  in  a 
pivil  Court.    Without  oomnitling  him- 
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self  to  all  the  details  of  the  Bill,  he 
should  support  the  second  reading  on 
the  gronnds  he  bad  stated. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Caose)  said,  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  bad  exercised  a  wise  discre- 
tion in  confining  the  Bill  to  offences 
against  morality,  and  in  not  including 
ecclesiastical  offences,  which  would  have 
to  be  dealt  with  in  the  future.  The  Bill 
was  teought  forward  to  meet  a  definite 
evil — tho  difficulties  experienced  by  the 
Bishops  in  dealing  with  offences  against 
morality.  Surely  such  a  state  of  things 
as  bad  been  described  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  continue.  The  details  of  the 
Bill  might  require  to  he  amended  in 
Committee.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, of  which  be  was  a  member,  made 
no  attempt  to  restore  a  state  of  things 
which  existed  before  tho  Beformation  ; 
but  they  tried  to  find  a  solution  for  a 
grave  state  of  things  in  ecclesiastical 
matters,  and  lo  devise  some  Court  for 
trying  both  offences  against  morality 
and  offences  against  ecclesiastical  law. 
Neither  in  the  minds  of  the  Commis- 
sioners nor  on  the  part  of  the  Prelates 
was  there  the  slightest  wish  fur  aggres- 
sion on  the  rights  of  the  clergy.  The 
Bill  only  aimed  to  provide  a  proper  and 
effective  remedy  for  cases  of  immorality 
which  were  a  scandal  to  the  Cburch  and 
country,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  agree  to  the  second  reading. 

Motion  agretd  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

LAW  OF  DISTRESS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Tht  Lord  HerKhM.) 

(no.  AA.)     hepobt  of  amendments. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lo&D  HERSCHELL  said,  that  in 
pursuance  of  an  undertaking  given  in 
Committee  to  consider  the  expediency 
of  assimilating  the  Law  of  Distress 
under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
to  tliis  Bill,  he  proposed  to  omit  Clause  7, 
relating  to  the  appraisement  of  goods, 
and  to  insert  a  new  clause,  which  would 
be  applicable  both  to  the  present  Bill 
and  to  tbo  Agricultural  Holdings  Act. 
He  movod  the  insertion  of  a  new  clause 
after  Clause  4,  providing  that — 

"So  much  of  an  Act  paued  in  Vae  second 
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hereby  repealed,  except  in  cases  where  the 
tenant  or  owner  of  the  goods  and  chattels  by 
writing  requires  such  appraisement  to  bo  made, 
and  the  landlord  or  other  person  levying  a  dis- 
tress may  sell  the  goods  and  chattels  distrained 
without  causing  them  to  be  previously  ap- 
praised ;  and,  for  the  purposes  of  sale,  the  goods 
and  chattels  distrained  shall,  at  the  request  in 
writing  of  the  tenant  or  owner  of  such  goods 
and  chattels,  be  removed  to  a  public  auction 
room  or  to  some  other  fit  and  proper  place 
specilied  in  such  request,  and  bo  there  sold. 
The  cost  and  expenses  of  appraisement;  when 
required  by  the  tenant,  shall  be  borne  and  paid 
by  him ;  and  the  costs  and  expenses  attending 
any  such  removal,  and  any  damage  to  the  goods 
and  chattels  arising  therefrom,  shall  be  borne 
and  paid  by  the  person  requesting  the  re- 
moval." 

Clause  agreed  to,  aud  added  to  the  Bill. 

Bill  to  be  read  3"  on  Thursday  next ; 
and  to  hQ printed  as  amended.  (No.  44.) 

STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

(no.  35.)      SECOND   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing,  read. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lgrd 
Halsbury),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  Bill  was 
to  enable  the  superfluous  words  **  be  it 
enacted  that "  to  be  omitted  wherever 
they  occurred  in  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
reprinted  in  the  first  three  volumes  of 
the  new  cheap  edition  of  The  Statutes 
Revised,  The  first  volume,  which  would 
otherwise  have  come  out  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  year,  had  been  postponed  to 
enable  this  and  some  other  small  re- 
peals to  be  made.  It  was  surprising  to 
know  that  it  would  lessen  the  size  of 
the  book  by  60  pages.  It  was  hoped 
that  there  might  bo  no  delay  in  passing 
so  formal  a  measure  through  Parlia- 
ment, so  that  the  production  of  the  cheap 
edition  of  the  revised  statutes  might  be 
proceeded  with. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

(The  Lord  fitanhy  of  Preston.) 

(no.  41.)      REPORT   OF   AMENDMENTS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  Herschell 


Clause  80  (Definitions). 

Amendment  moved,  to  insert,    ''  The 

term     ('merchandize')     shall    include 

( '  cattle,  live  stock,  and  animals  of  all 

descriptions ')."  —  {The  Lord  Stanley  of 

'  Preston.) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow, 

MERCHANDIZE  MARKS  ACT. 
QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  HERSOHELL,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  working  of  the  Mer- 
chandize Marks  Act ;  and  to  ask  What 
steps  have  been  or  are  being  taken  to 
render  the  Act  efi'eotual  in  India,  the 
Colonies,  and  foreign  countries?  said, 
he  had  been  led  to  call  attention  to  this 
subject  because  he  had  been  engaged 
for  upwards  of  a  year  as  Chairman  of  a 
Committee  sitting  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Trade 
Marks  and  Patents  Act,  and  a  good  deal 
of  information  upon  the  cognate  subject 
of  the  Merchandize  Marks  Act  had  come 
before  him.  He  did  not  intend  to  cast 
the  slightest  doubt  upon  the  wisdom  or 
expediency  of  passing  that  measure. 
He  thought  that  some  such  measure 
had  become  absolutely  necessary.  Acts 
which  in  the  first  instance  must  un- 
doubtedly have  been  consciously  fraudu- 
lent, had  come  in  some  cases  to  be  almost 
usages  of  trade ;  and  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult, if  not  impossible,  for  anyone,  with- 
out at  least  an  extraordinary  amount  of 
moral  fibre,  to  set  himself  against  the 
prevailing  practice.  Marks  were  put 
upon  manufactured  goods  which  were 
neither  more  nor  less  than  false  in  in- 
tention and  necessarily  deceptive.  The 
evil  was  a  growing  one,  therefore  he 
did  not  for  a  moment  doubt  that  it  was 
both  wise  and  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  honest  trade  and  honest  traders  to 
put  a  stop,  as  far  as  possible,  to  so  pre- 
judicial a  state  of  things.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  dishonest  traders  acting 
in  this  way  injured  trade  generally. 
Marks  on  goods  which  had  won  a  repu- 
tation in  particular  markets  were  put  on 
articles  of  an  inferior  character,  and,  for 
a  time,  a  profit  was  made  by  under- 
selling the  bond  fide  manufacturer,  who 
was  sometimes  either  driven  out  of  the 
market,  or  compelled  to  abandon  the 
mark  under  which  the  reputation  of  bis 
goods  had  been  achieved.  So  far  as  the 
Act  had  afi'ectcd  these  merchants  and 
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traders,  he  believed  that  its  operation 
had  been,  upon  the  whole,  extremely 
beneficial,  and,  without  the  necessity  of 
resorting  to  prosecutions,  it  had  largely 
checked  a  practice  to  which  it  was  de- 
sired to  put  an  end.  But  it  had  a  wider 
scope  than  that.  While,  on  the  one 
hand,  there  were  British  merchants  and 
manufacturers  who  adopted  questionable 
practices,  they  in  turn,  and,  indeed. 
British  merchants  and  manufacturers 
generally,  suffered  from  the  use  of  frau- 
dulent  marks  by  foreign  manufacturers. 
Foreign  goods  of  an  inferior  description 
were  passed  off  as  British  goods,  and 
thus  injured  the  sale  of  British  goods 
and  the  credit  of  British  manufacturers 
and  merchants.  This  was  a  very  serious 
eiril,  and  it  was  one  object  of  the  Act  to 
check  the  practice  as  far  as  possible. 
Of  course,  as  far  as  the  United  Kingdom 
was  concerned,  it  was  possible  to  make 
the  Act  effective  by  the  exercise  of 
vigilance  on  the  part  of  the  Customs 
authorities,  and  foreign  manufacturers' 
goods  coming  into  the  country  had  been 
dealt  with  to  a  considerable  extent 
under  the  Act.  But  it  was  obvious  that 
the  utmost  caro  ought  to  be  taken  not 
to  stop  any  goods  which  really  ought 
not  to  be  stopped,  because  by  stopping 
such  goods  discredit  would  be  brought 
on  the  working  of  the  Act  and  real 
damage  would  be  done.  There  was 
need  of  what  he  might  call  extra  care 
and  precaution  in  this  matter.  One 
case  had  been  brought  to  his  atten- 
tion where  it  was  alleged  that  goods 
ordered  by  a  merchant  in  Russia  from 
an  American  manufacturer  were  not 
allowed  to  be  landed  in  this  country  for 
the  purpose  of  being  trans-shipped  to 
Russia  because  they  were  stamped 
*'  Stamford  Co.,"  and  the  mark  might 
be  misunderstood  for  Stamford  in  l2n- 
colnshire.  Our  shipping  trade  might 
be  seriously  injured  by  such  action  as 
this.  There  were  other  ways  of  sending 
goods  to  Russia  than  by  British  steamers 
and  through  this  country.  It  was  much 
easier  to  divert  trade  than  to  recall  it, 
and,  therefore,  it  was  necessary  that 
great  precautions  should  be  taken  in  the 
working  of  the  Act.  But  it  was  not  so 
much  by  tho  importation  of  such  goods 
into  this  country  that  British  manu- 
facturers had  suffered,  as  by  their  im- 
portation into  India,  our  Australian 
Colonies,  and  foreign  countries  in  the 
East    What  had  bee^  the  effeet  up  to 


the  present  time  with  regard  to  this 
aspect  of  the  question  ?  The  Act  passed 
last  summer  had  not  come  into  operation 
until  the  1st  of  January,  1888.  Down 
to  the  present  time  no  law  had  been 
passed  in  India  which  enabled  any 
of  these  falsely-marked  g«ods  to  bo 
stopped  at  the  Indian  ports.  What  had 
happened  ?  Goods  which  came  to  this 
country  for  trans-shipment  to  India  had 
been  stopped,  but  these  goods  were  now 
sent  from  foreign  ports  in  foreign  ships, 
and  got  just  as  readily  into  India ;  and 
the  British  merchant  and  manufacturer 
suffered  just  as  much  as  formerly,  while 
the  British  ship-owner  was  injured. 
Their  Lordships  would  see,  therefore, 
that  unless  steps  were  taken  to  prevent 
these  goods  from  being  imported 
into  India,  and  were  taken  speedily^ 
there  was  likely  to  be  serious  damage 
to  the  shipping  interest  of  this  country. 
Ho  thought  that  our  merchants  and 
manufacturers  had  a  right  to  insist 
that,  while  they  were  brought  under 
these  strict  regulations,  the  foreign  ship- 
owner should  not  bo  allowed  to  intro- 
duce into  India  goods  that  could  only 
be  injurious  to  the  Indian  consumer  and 
which  were  a  serious  disadvantage  to 
the  English  merchant  and  manufacturer. 
In  the  interests  of  India  there  could  not 
be  any  reason  for  the  slightest  delay  in 
passing  legislation  to  give  the  authorities 
at  the  Indian  ports  power  to  stop  falsely- 
marked  goods.  He  therefore  ventured 
to  put  it  before  their  Lordships  as  a 
most  urgent  matter  that  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  steps  should  be  taken  to 
enable  these  authorities  to  do  so.  He 
believed  that  commercial  people  in  India 
were  strongly  in  favour  of  such  a  step, 
the  Bombay  Chamber  of  Commerce 
having  petitioned  in  favour  of  it.  With 
regard  to  the  Colonies,  there  were,  no 
doubt,  greater  difficulties ;  they  had 
representative  Governments,  and  their 
Parliamentary  procedure  necessarily 
created  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  which 
did  not  exist  in  the  case  of  India.  The 
remarks,  however,  which  he  had  made 
with  regard  to  India  applied  also  to  the 
Colonies ;  unless  steps  were  taken  to 
enforce  this  law  in  the  ports  of  Aus- 
tralia, a  serious  injury  would  result  to 
our  manufacturing  interest  which  it 
ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to  suffer. 
There  could  be  no  countervailing  advan- 
tage to  the  Australians  in  having  these 
goods  introduced    into    their    country. 
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There  might  be  some  difficulty  as  to 
their  adoptiog  the  whole  of  the  Mer- 
chandize Marks  Act,  but  without  waiting 
for  the  complete  measure  they  might  be 
asked  to  pass  the  few  clauses  enabling 
them  to  deal  with  those  falsely- marked 
goods  which  came  from  Europe  to  their 
ports.  That  ought  not  to  bo  a  matter 
of  serious  difficulty,  and  would  meet  the 
case  referred  to.  Now,  he  turned  to 
the  case  of  China  and  Japan.  Ho  was 
told  that  the  matter  was  somewhat 
serious  there  also,  and  that  there  were 
certain  German  houses,  not  by  any 
means  scrupulous  in  their  dealings,  who 
sent  out  quantities  of  goods,  some  of 
very  good  quality,  which  were  stamped 
as  German  goods,  and  some  of  very 
inferior  quality,  which  were  marked  as 
English  goods.  The  consequence  was 
that  not  merely  did  these  goods  under- 
sell British  goods  in  these  markets,  but 
also  gave  them,  as  far  as  they  could,  a 
bad  reputation  in  the  market,  by  flood- 
ing it  with  inferior  goods.  That,  of 
course,  was  a  very  serious  matter,  and 
one  which  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
be  dealt  with.  Nobody  could  doubt 
that  during  the  last  few  years  the  strain 
of  competition  had  become  more  severe 
than  in  former  times,  although  from  all 
he  had  heard  he  was  not  disposed  to 
take  the  gloomy  view  which  had  been 
taken  by  some.  He  believed  that  we 
wore  holding  our  own  as  well  as  could 
possibly  be  expected,  in  spite  of  com- 
petition. Nevertheless,  it  must  be 
agreed  that  we  could  not  afibrd  to 
endure  any  addition  to  the  difficulty 
which  it  was  possible  to  remove  and 
alleviate,  if  anything  could  bo  done 
to  put  a  stop  to  such  a  state  of  matters 
as  that  to  which  he  had  referred. 
It  could  not  be  to  the  interest  of  China 
and  Japan  that  they  should  havo  their 
markets  flooded  with  goods  which  pre- 
tended to  be  something  which  they  wore 
not.  Therefore,  as  far  as  they  wore 
concerned,  there  could  not  bo  any 
motive  for  opposition,  although,  of 
course,  those  who  were  guilty  of  those 
practices  would  wish  to  continue  them. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  as  the 
evil  was  so  serious,  and  the  matter  was 
one  in  which  these  countries  had  no 
other  interest  than  our  own,  some  steps 
should  be  taken,  whether  by  Inter- 
national arrangement  or  otherwise,  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  e2dsting  state  of 
affairs.     He  was  sure  that  tiie  import- 

Lord  Jlerschell 


ance  of  the  matter  would  be  recognized 
by  all. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Viscount  Okoss)  said,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
thought  it  extremely  important,  in  the 
interests  of  our  manufacturers,  that  these 
fraudulent  practices  should  be  put  a 
stop  to  as  early  as  possible.  A  letter 
on  the  subject  was  received  at  the  India 
Office  in  June  last  from  the  Board  of 
Trade,  suggesting  legislation.  That 
letter  was  forwarded  to  the  Government 
of  India,  by  whom  the  matter  was 
already  being  considered,  together  with 
copies  of  the  Bill  which  had  been  passed 
in  this  country.  Not  having  heard  what 
was  boin^:  done,  he  had  recentiv  sent 
another  despatch  to  India,  and  on  the 
29th  of  February  asked  by  telegram 
for  a  reply.  The  answer  received  was 
that  the  subject  was  still  under  con- 
sideration, and  a  reply  would  be  sent  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  matter,  therefore, 
had  not  been  lost  sight  of.  He  was 
aware  that  there  were  certain  difficulties 
in  the  way.  In  1879  a  Bill  had  been 
brought  forward  by  the  Viceroy  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  for  the  registra- 
tion of  trade  marks.  This  was  done  in 
consequence  of  the  representations  of  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Bombay  and 
other  mercantile  associations.  That 
measure  had  been  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  but  was  withdrawn  at  the 
desire  of  the  mercantile  bodies.  If  the 
answer  which  ho  received  from  India 
was  not  satisfactory,  he  would  call 
attention  to  tho  points  to  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  referred, 
and  probably  there  would  not  be  much 
difficulty  in  passing  a  law  to  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Lord  KNT;TSFoaD)said, 
he  desired  to  express  his  entire  concur- 
ronco  in  tho  observations  of  tho  noble 
and  learned  Lord.  He  might  add  that, 
so  far  as  tho  Colonies  were  concerned, 
the  question  of  merchandize  marks  was 
very  fully  discussed  at  the  Colonial  Con- 
ference, and  he  thought  that,  without  ex- 
ception, all  the  representatives  and  dele- 
gates from  the  Colonies  were  in  favour 
of  legislation,  something  of  the  kind 
which  now  existed  in  this  country.  He 
had  sent  out  a  circular  at  once  after 
that  Act  had  passed  to  all  the  Colonies. 
An  Act  dealing  with  the  question  had 
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been  passed  by  one  Colony  only — 
namely,  St.  Helena— where  the  ques- 
tion was  not  very  likely  to  occur.  Bills 
had  been  introduced  by  five  Colonies — 
namely,^Briti8h  Guiana,  Cyprus,  Gibral- 
tar, the  Gold  Coast,  and  the  Straits  Set- 
tlements ;  nine  Colonies  had  promised 
that  such  legislation  would  be  intro- 
duced; and  19,  including  Canada,  New- 
foundland, New  South  Wales,  Australia, 
Tasmania,  New  Zealand,  and  Trinidad, 
had  not  sent  any  answer.  He  had, 
therefore,  sent  out  a  reminding  circular, 
pressing  upon  them  the  importance  of 
such  legislation.  He  was  afraid  that 
none  of  the  Australian  Parliaments 
were  now  sitting;  but  he  would  take 
care  that  all  due  pressure  should  be  put 
upon  the  Colonial  Parliaments  to  pass 
legislation  on  the  subject. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PRESTON  said, 
he  wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  Customs  in 
tho  matter.  The  Act  in  question  was 
extremely  difficult  to  administer.  The 
Customs  officers  had  thrown  upon  them 
a  very  invidious  and  critical  duty  in 
examining  the  goods  coming  from  abroad 
and  seeing  whether  the  marks  upon 
them  contravened  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  or  not.  In  tho  earlier  stage  there 
was  far  from  being  any  feeling  on  the 
part  of  the  commercial  classes  that  the 
Customs  exercised  any  undue  rigour. 
Though  the  Customs  pointed  out  all  tho 
difficulties  they  had  to  contend  with, 
the  pressure  put  upon  them  by  the 
merchants  and  traders  was  extreme  to 
make  tho  enforcement  of  the  Act  as 
strict  as  possible.  There  was  a  case  in 
which  a  largo  consignment  of  goods 
was  stopped.  The  head  office  of  tho 
firm  was  in  London,  the  depot  in  Ant- 
werp, and  tho  manufactory  in  South 
America,  and  though  it  was  claimed 
that  tho  goods  showed  the  origin  re- 
quired by  the  Act,  it  was  held  that  that 
was  not  clear,  because  it  was  merely 
stated  that  tho  manufactory  was  in 
South  America  and  the  depot  at  Ant- 
werp. There  were  many  cases  of  that 
kind,  and  he  bolievcd  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  Customs  officers  had  done 
their  duty  with  great  impartiality  and 
ability.  As  the  Act  became  better 
known,  he  was  sure  it  would  realize  the 
desires  of  the  trading  classes  ;  but  if  it 
were  to  be  thoroughly  suooessf  ul  it  must 
be  stringently  applied. 


The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  curiosity 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  in  order  to  discover  by 
what  machinery  he  would  act  in  the 
ports  of  other  countries.  He  did  not 
know  by  what  authority  he  would  bo 
able  to  apply  to  foreign  countries  to  put 
the  machinery  of  the  Act  in  force.  It 
was  not  a  question  of  negotiations  or  of 
any  number  of  Conventions  or  Treaties  ; 
but  what  was  wanted  was  the  zeal  of 
the  Executive  acting  on  the  Custom 
House  officers  and  forcing  them  to  exer- 
cise that  rigid  supervision  which  alone 
would  satisfy  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
He  would  invite  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  exercise  his  imagination,  and 
suppose  that  we  were  to  ask  China  to  do 
what  was  proposed,  and  that  China  was 
to  ask  reciprocity  of  us,  what  would  be 
tho  condition  of  our  Custom  House  of- 
ficers trying  to  read  the  inscription,  and 
to  discover  whether  the  consignment  of 
tea  came  from  a  particular  tea  garden  ? 
Of  course,  any  practical  means  of  giving 
efi'ect  to  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  desired  to  accomplish,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  glad  to  adopt ;  but  he 
did  not  hear  anything  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  which  would 
lead  him  to  suppose  that  there  was  any 
available  machinery  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Foreign  Office  for  effecting  the  object 
which  he  had  in  view. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  his 
observations  applied  more  to  the  false 
marks  upon  goods  alleged  to  have  been 
sent  from  this  country.  The  marks  upon 
English  and  German  goods  wore  as  well 
known  in  China  and  Japan  as  in  this 
country,  and  tho  Custom  House  officers 
would  bo  perfectly  competent  to  see 
whether  they  were  false  or  not.  He 
thought  tho  several  Governments  might 
be  brought  to  agree  to  take  measures  to 
put  a  stop  to  false  marks. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSK-UULES  OF 
DEBATE.-RESOLUTION. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  I  shall  not  detain  the  House 
for  many  minutes.  It  is  unnecessary  to 
point  out  again  in  what  sense,  for  what 
purpose  and  with  a  view  to  what  ap- 
proaching controversy  I  have  ventured 
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to  approach  Uio  topic  of  tho  Standing 
Order?.  As  regards  this  proposal  ever; 
one  knows  that  accordiag  to  established 
usages  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  a 
reply  is  given  to  the  Uover  of  a  Bill  or 
Besolution,  in  order  that  he  may  defend 
himself  and  his  proposal  against  the 
oriticiBmB  they  hayo  poseibly  elicited. 
That  object  is  of  course  frustrated  wheu, 
after  the  reply,  new  speeches  are  de- 
liTered.  The  Mover  then  replies  again, 
and  the  debate  may  thus  go  on  for  ever. 
On  June  20th,  1884,  ihere  was  adiscus- 
aion  in  this  House,  and  after  the  noble 
Earl  (theEarlof  Eoflobery)  who  brought 
it  on  replied,  12  speeches  were  delivered, 
the  result  being  that  tho  noble  £srl  had 
lo  reply  three  limes  over.  It  curiouely 
happens  that  on  Monday,  19th,  we  are 
going  to  renew  the  same  discussion 
under  the  same  auspices.  It  will  not  be 
denied,  therefore,  that  such  a  Standing 
Order  would  be  both  apposite  and  prac- 
tical. Of  couree,  anyone  who  rises  after 
the  reply  may  now  be  called  to  Order  ; 
but  not  so  easily  as  if  the  regulation  can 
be  cited.  When  the  Speaker  cannot  in- 
torfore  and  no  one  else  is  bound  to  do  so, 
regulation  is  more  necessary.  If  this 
Standing  Order  is  adopted  some  improve- 
ment will  arise ;  if  it  is  not,  a  further 
argument  for  salutary  change  will  be 
created.  The  noblo  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  the  Besolution  of  which  ho  bad 
given  Notice. 

Mated,  as  a  new  Standing  Order — 
"  'itnt  u'hi:ro  tho  llousu  pcimils  reply  upoa 
a  motion  or  u  Ttilt  to  tliu  Pcor  who  brought  it 
forward,  Iho  ilebato  elinll  not  lie  cnnlinucd  after 
tho  reply  ia  a\-i:T:'—{Thi  Lord  .Sirathclm  and 
Vampbdl.) 

The  prime  MINISTER  aki.  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  lOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (Tho  Mnniuoss  of  BAi.isiii;nT) 
said,  that  no  difliculty  was  experienced 
under  the  presuiit  syslonk.  and  ho  did  not 
thinb  that  the  new  Standing  Order  pro- 
posed by  tho  noblo  Lord  was  desir- 
able. 

Lord  STRATHEDKN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  In  tho  case  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Manjuess  the  statement  could  not, 
as  I  understand  it,  be  considered  a  reply. 
But  I  will  not  divide  the  House  upon 
this  question  against  tho  judgment  of 
its  Leader. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  uith- 
drawn. 

Zord  Sirathtden  and  CamphtU 


PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 
ItOTIOM  FOE  A  COMMtrrXK. 

Message  of  the  House  of  Oommons  of 
Tuesday  lost  on  the  subject  of  Private 
Bill   Legislation,  eonndir*d   (aooordin^ 

to  order), 

Thr  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
ORETART  of  STATE  for  FOEEIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  MarqnessofSAUsnirfiY), 
in  rising  to  move— 

"  lliat  A  Committeo  be  appointed,  to  coodst 
of  Six  Lords,  to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Hooae  of  CommonB,  aa  meDtioncd  ia  the  Mid 
Ueiaage,  to  eiamine  into  tho  preaent  ayBtom  ol 
Private  Bill  Icgialation,  and  to  report  how  far 
and  in  what  luannor,  without  prejadice  to  pub- 
lic iatereata,  that  lysbcm  may  ba  modified  with 
a  view  to  tho  inlerestH  of  amtora,  the  oconomy 
of  tlie  time  of  I'mliament,  and  tbo  redacUon  of 
CDits  and  chaigea," 

said,  he  had  heard  of  a  case  of  a  Bill 
promoted  by  a  Local  Board  in  which 
there  was  no  opposition,  and  yet  tho 
expense  incurred  in  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion amounted  to  no  less  than  £1,400. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
Houses  of  the  Legislature  should  take 
!  some  stsps  to  remedy  that  state  of 
'  things.  There  was,  he  believed,  a  very 
strong  feeling  North  of  the  Tweed  that 
witnesses  were  often  brought  up  an  an- 
necessary  distance  and  at  an  unnecessary 
expenso.  How  far  it  would  bo  possible 
to  modify  the  present  system  and  to 
settle  matters  of  that  kind  upon  the  spot 
ho  did  not  know,  but,  at  alt  events,  it 
was  a  grievance  which  it  was  worth 
while  to  consider. 

Sforeii,  '•  That  a  Committee  he  appointed,  to 
consist  of  SiK  Lords,  to  join  with  a  Comniittoe 
of  tho  llouBO  uf  CommoDS  aa  montioDcd  in  the 
said  Jlcssngc,  to  examine  into  the  present 
aystem  of  I'rivate  Dill  legislation,  and  to  report 
liow  far  and  in  n-batmiinacr,  without  prejudice 
lo  public  intercsta,  that  system  may  bo  modiliod 
wiih  a  view  to  tho  interests  of  suitors,  the 
economy  of  (lie  tinio  of  I'lirliament,  and  tbo 
reduction  of  coats  and  chnrges.'' — {TlifMargiieii 

Tub  E.utL  ov  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  those  on  his  sido  of  tho  House  very 
lioartily  concurred  in  the  Motion  of  the 
noblo  Marquess,  He  thought  that  on 
this  point  they  might  safely  take  a  step 
in  the  direction  of  Home  Rule.  He 
certainly  thought  it  would  be  far  better 
if  local  assemblies  were  left  to  manage 
Bomo  of  the  aSairs  which  were  now 
brought  to  the  attention  of  Parliament, 
BO  as  to  avoid  the  great  expense  which 
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was  sow  iacutred.  He  thought  such  a 
courso  would  have  a  very  widespread 
effect.  The  subject  had  been  over  and 
orer  again  brought  before  Parliament, 
though  no  satiBfBDtory  result  had  been 
produced.  His  own  feeling  was  that 
the  present  system  was  far  too  compli- 
cated and  tedious  and  involved  very 
largo  esp end  iture  indeed.  He  thought 
6omo  better  and  quicker  system  might 
very  easily  be  devised,  without  any  in- 
jury to  Parliament  and  with  advantage 
to  all  concerned. 

Uotion  agreed  (o :  A  message  sent  to 
the  Commons  in  answer  to  their  message 
of  Tuesday  last  to  inform  them  that  this 
House  baa  appointed  a  Uommittee  to 
consist  of  Six  Lords  to  join  with  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

UERCQANT   SHIPFIMO  (lIFB  SAVING 
APPLIAHCES)    DILL    [n.L.] 

A  [Sill  to  ameod  the  Uw  with  roapeot  to  tho 
ni>plia[icoa  to  bo  carried  liy  Britiih  morchaot 
BhipB  £or  saving  life  at  son— Was  preimttd  by 
tho  ^itil  of  Onslow  :  rond  1*.— (No.  43.) 

HouBO  adjournod  at  hnlf-post  Six 

o'clock,   till   To-morrow,   a 

quarter  past  Tea  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thurtdajf,  t5th  March,  ISttS. 


MINUTES.]  —  Nrw  Wkit  Ib.>.iied  —  For 
LcicGHtcnbiro  (Molton  DivigiOD),  v.  The 
Right  honble.  John  James  Robert  Slannoni, 
G.C.B.,  commonly  called  Lord  Jobn  Man- 
nets,  DOW  Duko  of  Kutland,  called  up  to  tho 
Houflo  of  I'cora. 

Kkw  MexiiEit  SwouN— Lord  'Walter  Charles 
CiordoD  Lennox,  /or  tho  County  of  Sussex 
(tSouth -Western  or  Chiuhestor  Division). 

Sei.kct  Com miitbeb— House  of  Common*  (Ad- 
mission of  Strangers),  eppoiuted ;  Army 
Kitimates,  notuitiated, 

tivrTV.\—toniidtrid  i«  CoHtnUlet—HKW  E«rl- 
MATXH 1  NuimiBa,  Vote  I.  ;  Citil  Hbbvicib 
(on  account);  Class  I. — I'vulic  Woukh  ani> 
JttiLiHNQB ;  Class  IL— Ralahie.i  asb  Ex- 
TENSEa  DC  Civil  Depahtuents  ;  Ci.as»  III. — 

Law    AMD   JCBTICE  i    ClJlBS     IV.-Eut'CATIOIt, 

SciKNCs,  AKD  Art  ;  Class  V. — Fubkion  ahd 
Colonial    Birvickb  ;    Class    VI.  —  Noh- 

KfFBCTITE  and  CuARlTAnLR  BlR VICES  ; 
OLAU  Vli.  —  HlSOBLLAHKOUs;  ElVSMVS 
DBPABTIOKn. 

Public  Bilu  —  Oritnd  —  Fint  SMuling  — 
Bul(8cotlaitd)*[lT2]. 


QUESTIONS. 

ARMY  (ROYAL  ARTILLERY)-  CASE  OF 
BOMBARDIER  ALLAN  S&IITH. 
Mb.  FEA8ER-MACKINT0SH  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  be  will  explain 
why  No.  16,978,  Bombardier  Allan 
Smith,  No.  3  Battery,  1st  Division, 
Depot  Brigade,  Boyal  Artillery,  now  re- 
sidmg  in  Abernethy,  Inverness- shire, 
was  discharged,  without  pension,  on  the 
6th  of  April,  1866,  after  serving  several 
years  over  hia  first  limited  engagement ; 
why  he  did  net  get  the  full  benefit  of  the 
Field  Marshal  Commanding- in  Chief's 
decision  in  his  case,  involving  reparation 
for  his  imprisonment  and  other  legal 
wrongs  ;  and  whether  he  will  now  con* 
sent  to  Smith  being  supplied,  at  his  own 
cost,  with  copies  of  the  documents  bear- 
g  on  his  case,  but  hitherto  withheld  ? 
Tub  financial  8E0EETAET, 
WAE  DEPARTMENT  {Mr.  BnooaiCK) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Smith,  the  man  referred  to,  was  dis- 
charged, in  1865,  as  a  time-expired  man 
after  a  length  of  service  whiah  did  not 
entitle  him  to  a  pension,  except  a  de- 
ferred one  from  the  age  of  50.  This  was 
actually  granted  to  him  last  year.  He 
did  receive  such  benefit  as  could  be 
given  from  the  Commander- in -Chief  a 
decision ;  but  he  refused  to  continue  in 
the  Service,  and  claimed  promotion 
which,  if  he  had  continued  in  the  Ser- 
vice, he  might  have  obtained.  The  case 
was  fully  considered  by  Viscount  Card- 
well,  and  tho  Secretary  of  State  is  not 
prepared  to  re-open  it  after  so  many 
years  have  elapsed, 

SCOTLAND  —  DISTRICT  ROAD  BOARD 
-CLERKS  AND  TREASURERS. 
Mb.  FEASER-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
vemess-shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  a  factor's  clerk  is  qualified  to 
hold  the  office  of  clerk  or  treasurer  to  a 
District  fioad  Board  in  Scotland  ;  whe- 
ther, in  the  employment  of  a  Road 
Board,  wages  earned  by  labourers  at  the 
making  and  repairing  of  roads  can  bo 
appropriated  by  the  clerk  or  treasurer  in 
payment  of  areata  and  arrears  due  by 
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lahouTors  to  their  landlord  ;  and,  whe- 
ther earned  wages,  intended  by  the 
labourer  to  meet  his  pour  rates  and  pre- 
vent his  disfrancbisement,  and  left  in 
the  hands  of  the  cleric  or  treasurer  to  a 
Boad  Board  for  this  object,  can  be  other- 
wiBB  diverted  by  such  clerk  or  treasurer  ? 
TnE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  cannot  un- 
dertake to  answer  purely  legal  points 
on  a  bald  and  hypothetical  statement 
contained  in  a  Question;  and,  in  any 
view,  must  decline  to  aid  hon.  Members 
with  professional  advice  on  points  of 
law  through  the  medium  of  the  Question 
Paper  of  this  House. 

INLAND  REVENUE  — INCOME  TAX- 
WEAR  AND  TEAR  OF  JIACHINEHY. 
Ur.  AINSLIE  (Lancaabire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, If  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sionere  have  full  power  to  decide  within 
their  own  districts  what  amount  of  de- 
duction may  be  made  for  wear  and  tear 
of  machinery ;  if  the  deductions  so 
allowed  vary  considerably  in  different 
districts,  ovon  when  under  presumably 
similar  circumstances ;  and  whether,  if 
it  can  be  proved  to  his  eatiafabtion  that 
such  inequalities  exist,  he  will  consider 
the  propriety  of  amending  the  law,  so 
as  to  enable  the  General  Commissioners 
of  Income  Tax  to  call  in  an  expert  in 
cases  wboro  the  correctness  of  their  deci- 
sion in  this  respect  is  called  in  question 
by  an  appellant? 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  GoscnEw)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  General  Com- 
missioners of  Income  Tax  and  the 
Special  Oommissioners  are  by  law  em- 
powered to  determine  what  allowance 
for  ''wear  and  tear"  of  machinery  is 
"just  and  reasonable"  in  determining 
the  amount  of  Income  Tax  chargeable 
on  the  profits  of  manufacturing;  concerns 
assessed  by  ihem,  and  their  decision  is 
final.  Statements  have  been  made,  from 
time  to  time,  that  the  allowances  granted 
in  different  districts  are  not  identical. 
Premising  that  uniformity  of  practice  is 
desirable,  it  is  not  thought  that  the  coll- 
ing in  of  a  valuer  would  secure  it ;  inas- 
much as  it  is  common  knowledge  that 
estimates  of  value  made  by  dilferent 
valuers  of  the  same  property  vary  con- 
siderably. The  Local  Commissioners  of 
Taxes,  being  praotical  men,  may,  it  is 
Mr.  Fratrr'Maekinioth 
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thought,  bo  trusted  to  exercise  fairly 
their  functious  in  this  matter ;  and  it  is 
thought  they  would  not  object  to  oxa- 
mine  any  valuer  tendered  by  an  appel- 
lant for  examination.  Moreover,  it  it 
open  to  any  taxpayer  to  elect  to  be 
assessed  by  the  Special  CommiBBionera 
on  giving  the  required  notice,  should  he 
prefer  to  go  to  them  instead  of  to  the 
Local  Commissioners  of  the  district. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
RIOTS  AT  YOUQHAL. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  How  much  money  was  sx> 
pended  iu  drafting  in  police  and  military 
intoYougbal  on  the  7th  of  March;  and, 
what  ground  the  Authorities  had  for 
supposing  that  it  was  contemplated  to 
hold  a  meeting  on  the  anniversary  of 
Hanlon's  death  f 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  TINDEE 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kikq-Hakmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  expenditure  of  drafting  police 
and  military  into  Youghal  on  the  7th  of 
March  was  under  £S0.  The  police  had 
received  information  that  a  demonstra- 
tion and  a  mock  funeral  would  lake 
place ;  and  the  Divisional  Magistrate 
himself  had  also  information  on  the 
subject. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  whether 
the  police  instituted  any  inquiry  from  the 
respectable  citizens  of  the  district ;  and, 
whether  they  were  not  informed  that 
there  was  no  intention  to  hold  any 
meeting  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  No.  Sir. 
I  believe  the  police  mode  all  the  in- 
quiries they  could ;  but  they  certainly 
would  not  direct  their  inquiries  to  the 
persons  concerned. 

Mk.  DILLON ;  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
they  wore  told  no  meeting  would  take 
place,  or  would  be  attempted  to  be 
hold? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The  in- 
formation the  police  received  stated  that 
that  was  not  the  fact. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECnON  OF 
GUARDIANS— UNION  OF  COOTEHILL. 
Mr.  BIQGAE  (Cavan,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  Mr.  Patrick  Bra^,  acan- 
dldate  for  a  Division  of  the  Union  of 
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Oootehill,  seired  a  notics  on  the  clerk  of 
the  TJcion,  requesting  him  to  oall  upon 

Sersons  olaiming  extra  votes  to  pro  due 
ocumentary  proof  of  rental,  &a.,  i; 
support  of  claimB  ;  whether,  at  a  former 
election,  extra  Yotea  were  allowed  Ui 
Jiabella  Johneton  and  Edward  Smith, 
though  their  abatements  were  only  tern- 
poraiy ;  and,  whether,  at  the  coming 
election,  Hobert  Oraham,  es-clerk,  will 
be  retained  by  the  Local  Qoyernmonl 
Board  ae  Returning  Officer,  notwith- 
standing the  protests  of  the  majority  of 
the  elected  Quardians  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECEETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  returning  ofBcer  did  rec 
the  notice  referrod  to,  and  an  extra  vote 
was  allowed  to  lenbella  Johnston  and 
Edvard  Smith  on  their  deoloratii 
before  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  showing 
their  respective  ratings.  It  is  not  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Robert  Graham,  ex-clerk 
of  the  Union,  has  been  retained  as  Re- 
turning Officer. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -COM- 
PENSATION  FOR  MALICIOUS  IN- 
JURIES—THE QUEENS  COUNTY. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  be  can  state 
the  amount  voted  by  the  Queen's  County 
Grand  Jury  for  malicious  injuries  at  the 
Assizes  last  week;  has  his  attention 
been  drawn  to  the  following  account  of 
what  took  place  between  the  Assize 
Judge  (Mr.  Justice  Johnson)  and  the 
Grand  Jury  as  to  16  alleged  "  malicious 
injuries  "  which  the  police  declared  were 
not  "  outrages"  at  ail — namely — 

"  Colonel  Carden,  as  Chuicmaii  of  tho  Com- 
mittee bofore  whom  tho  applications  for  mali- 
cious injuriea  come,  sard  he  vjahod  to  drAvr  his 
Lordship's  attention  to  tho  unusually  largo 
number  of  applications  for  componsatioa  for 
Dinlicious  injuries,  ansing  out  of  intimidatioo 
and  BoyootUng,  which  came  before  tho  Grand 
Jury. 

"  His  Lordship  said  he  was  informed  by  the 
respeetcd  County  Inspcttor  that  Iha  county  was 
not  only  freo  from  crime  of  a  soriouB  nature, 
but  that  it  was  in  its  usual  stato  of  perfect  peace 
and  orderliness,  with  the  oxception  of  one  port 
of  the  couuty,  where  somo  differences  eiistod 
between  the  laindlord  proprietor  and  his  tenants. 
Dunng  bis  expenenca  it  had  been  often  found 
that  'malicious'  injuries  wero  not  malicious 
at  all.  The  conntj  was  now  in  ths  sams 
orderly  and  jwacefol  «t*te  in  wbioh  he  found  it 
on  bis  last  visit. 
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"  The  County  loBpeetor  ssJd  he  oould  only 
include  those  caaoa  which  wore  regarded  as 
outrages  at  the  ConstabiUary  head-quartar« ; ' ' 
can  any  explanation  be  afforded  and  of 
the  disagreement  aa  to  what  constitutes 
an  "  outrage  "  which  exists  between  tho 
Grand  Jurors  and  the  Police ;  how  much 
of  the  compensation  voted  by  the  Grand 
Jury  for  "malicious  injuries"  covers 
cases  which  were  not  regarded  as  "  out- 
rages "  at  Constabulary  head-quarters ; 
and,  could  a  Return  he  granted  giving 
particulars  of  the  16  cases  in  question? 
Mb.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  the  following  re- 
port, which  appeared  in  Th»  Fretmatt'i 
Journal  of  the  9th  instant,  of  a  conver- 
sation which  took  place  the  day  pre- 
viously in  Maryborough,  between  the 
Grand  Jurors  of  Queen's  County  and 
Mt.  Justice  Johnson,  Judge  of  Assize  :— 

"  Colonel  Carden,  as  Chairman  of  Committee 
for  malicioai  injuries,  said  he  wished  to  draw 
his  Lcrdahip's  attention  to  the  unusually  large 
number  of  applioations  for  compensation  for 
malicious  injuries  arising  out  of  iutimidaUoo 
and  Boycotting  which  came  before  tbs  Grand 

"  His  Lordship  said  he  was  informed  by  tho 
respected  County  Inspector  that  the  county 
was  not  only  free  fnim  ciime  t>f  a 
serious  character,  but  that  it  was  in  its 
usual  stato  of  perfect  peace  and  orderli- 
ness, with  tho  eiception  of  one  part  of 
the   county,   where  soma    differences   eiistod 


that '  malicious  '  injuries  were  not  malicious  at 
all.  The  county  was  now  in  the  same  orderly 
and  peaceful  sUte  in  which  he  found  it  on  his 
last  visit. 

"The  Foreman  Bud  the  16  cases  of  malicious 
injuries  did  not  appear  on  the  Constabulary 
Report,  though  tbey  must  have  been  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  police. 

"  The  County  Inspector  said  ho  could  only 
include  tboso  cases  which  wore  regarded  as 
outrages  at  the  Constabulary  head- quarters  ;  " 
and,  whether,  considering  that  the  pre- 
sent stateof  things  had  been  so  described 
by  Ifr.  Juatico  Johnson  as  existing  in 
Queen's  County  for  the  last  18  months, 
and  that  there  are  25  branches  of  the 


draw  his  Proclamation  describing  the 
National  League  in  Queen's  County 
as  ft  "  dangerous  Association,"  and 
"fonned  fot  the  conuuiSBlon of orime ? " 
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The  PAHLIAMENTAHY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  amount  voted  by  the  Queen's 
County  Grand  Jury  at  the  recent 
Spring  Assizes  for  malicious  injuries 
was  £256  5«.  I  have  seen  a  newspaper 
report  of  the  conversation  alluded  to  as 
having  taken  place  between  the  Assize 
Judge  (Mr.  Justice  Johnson)  and  the 
Grand  Jury  as  to  16  alleged  '*  malicious 
injuries,"  which  the  police  declared  were 
not  "  outrages  "  at  all.  The  County  In- 
spector states  he  is  not  aware  of  any 
disagreement  existing  between  theGrand 
Jurors  and  the  police  as  to  what  consti- 
tutes an  **  outrage ;  "  the  point  in  ques- 
tion being  merely  a  misapprehension  on 
the  part  of  Colonel  Garden  in  supposing 
that  all  the  cases  should  appear  in  the 
one,  the  fact  being  that  they  appeared 
in  different  periods.  Of  the  16  cases  in 
question,  eight  had  appeared  on  the  Out- 
rage Returns  for  both  the  Spring  and 
Summer  Assizes  of  1887;  and  of  the 
eight  others  five  appeared  on  the  similar 
Return  for  the  recent  Spring  Assizes. 
The  remaining  three  did  not  appear  in 
the  Return,  as  they  were  not  recorded 
as  outrages.  In  these  three  cases  the 
Grand  Jury  awarded  no  compensation. 
I  apprehend  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber can  obtain  a  detailed  Return  of  all 
these  cases  from  the  lists  laid  before 
Presentment  Sessions.  Summarized,  the 
cases  are  as  follow: — One  case  of  cock 
of  hay  and  outhouse  burned ;  six  cases 
of  cocks  of  hay  burned;  two  cases  of 
cow-houses  and  cattle  burned ;  four  cases 
of  dwelling-houses  burned ;  two  cases  of 
injury  to  animals ;  and  one  case  of  stack 
of  barley  burned.  The  County  Inspector 
reports  that  since  the  passing  of  the 
recent  Statute  Boycotting  and  intimi- 
dation have  greatly  decreased  in  the 
county;  and  the  Irish  Government  can 
hardly  undertake  to  interfere  with  the 
operation  of  a  measure  which  has  been 
so  efficacious  in  restoring  freedom  of 
action  by  adopting  the  course  sug- 
gested. 

EGYPT— ARMY  OF  OCCUrATION 
(NUMBERS). 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
What  number  of  British  troops  are  now 
in  Egypt;  whether  any  troops,  not 
British,  receive  British  pay,  or  in  any 
way  are  chargeable  to  this  country; 


and,  whether  he  can  give  an  approxi- 
mate estimate  of  tho  cost,  inclusive  of 
everything,  of  the  British  troops  now  in 
Egypt  to  this  country  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bkodbick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
The  British  troops  in  Egypt  on  the  1st 
instant  numbered  3,395  oi  all  ranks. 
There  are  no  troops  there,  who  are  not 
British,  receiving  pay  from  British  Funds. 
The  English  officers  lent  to  the  Egyptian 
Army  receive  pay  from  Egypt.  The 
estimated  gross  charge  for  the  British 
troops  in  Egypt  is  £267,409,  of  which 
the  sum  of  £110,000  will  be  repaid 
by  the  Egyptian  Government,  to  cover 
the  extra  charge  involved  by  their  serv- 
ing in  Egypt. 

EGYPT— THE  EXILES  IN  CEYLON. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  a  Petition  has 
been  received  from  certain  of  the  Egyp- 
tian exiles  residing  in  Ceylon,  praying 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  use 
its  good  offices  with  the  Egyptian  Go- 
vernment to  induce  it  to  allow  those 
gentlemen  to  return  to  their  native 
country;  and,  what  action  has  been 
taken  in  the  matter  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Petition  in  question 
has  been  received,  and  has  been  com- 
municated to  the  Government  of  Egypt. 
No  action  has  at  present  been  taken  in 
the  matter ;  but  it  is  not  probable  that 
the  sentence  passed  will  be  remitted. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) -THE  ABBEYDORE  MAGIS- 
TRATES—GEORGE WALKINS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  tho 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  recent  trial  at 
the  Hereford  Assizes,  in  which  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Coleridge  stated  that  a 
farmer  named  George  Walkins  had  been 
illegally  fined  £2  by  tho  Abbeydore 
Magistrates,  and  that  whoever  had  got 
the  £2  and  did  not  give  it  back  very 
quickly  would  probably  find  himself  in 
a  scrape  ;  and  that  it  was  subsequently 
admitted  that  the  Excise  had  got  this 
money;  and,  whether  restitution  has 
been  ordered  ? 
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The  -SEORETAHT  of  STATE  (Mb. 
Matthrws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes,  Sir ; 
I  hare  aeen  a  nempaper  account  of  tbiB 
trial.  The  whole  caee  has  been,  I  under- 
stand, referred  for  consideration  to  the 
Lav  Ufficers  of  the  Crown,  to  whom 
any  further  Queetion  on  the  subject 
should  be  addressed. 

i-OST  OFFICE-PAY  OF  PAUCEL  POST- 
MEN. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Ooueral,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  parcel  post- 
men tQ  towns  are  iu  some  cases  only 
paid  16#.  per  week;  that  this  ia  insufH' 
cient  to  enable  them  to  live  and  rnaiu' 
tain  their  families  decently ;  that  they 
are  not  allowed,  like  the  letter  carriers, 
to  receive  Christmas  boxes;  that  their 
wage  was  originally  based  upon  the 
intention  to  employ  Pensioners  and  Army 
Beserve  men,  who  had  other  means  of 
Buhsistence ;  and  that  only  about  10  per 
cent  of  parcel  postmen  are  either  Pea- 
Btonere  or  Army  Beserve  men,  he  can 
see  his  way  to  grant  them  what  may  be 
deemed  a  fair  and  adequate  wage,  based 
upon  that  which  is  paid  to  letter  car- 
riers? 

Tub  postmaster  GENEBAL  (Mr. 
Baikes) (Cambridge University):  There 
are  comparatively  very  few  towns  in 
which  unestablished  postmen,  giving 
their  whole  time  to  the  Office  when 
employed  entirely  on  the  delivery  and 
collection  of  parcels,  receive  wages  of 
not  more  than  16t.  a-week.  At  the  few 
towns  where  wagesofouly  16(.  a-week 
are  paid,  such  wages  are  not  below  the 
market  value  of  labour  in  the  district, 
and  they  are  found  sufficient  to  secure 
the  services  of  suitable  persons.  The 
Department,  although  it  has  not  pro- 
hibited postmen  from  receiving  Christ- 
mas bo:ces  from  the  public,  does  not  by 
any  means  wish  to  encourage  the  exten- 
sion of  the  system.  The  wages  for  per- 
sons employed  on  parcel  work  were  not, 
as  the  hon.  Member  suggests,  based 
upon  the  intention  of  employing  Pen- 
sioners and  Army  Beserve  men  having 
other  means  of  subsistence;  though, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  London,  where 
there  are  about  400  men  employed  on 
parcel  work,  with  fixed  wages  of  IBi. 
a-week  each,  the  proportion  of  Pen- 
sioners and  Army  Beserve  men  is  as 
much  as  25  p«r  cent,  four-fifths  being 
Army  Beserve  men. 


LABODKEEtS'  ALI^TMBNTS  ACT,  I8ST— 

NEWPOET      PAGNELL     BOARD     OP 

aUAEDIANS. 

Me.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  following 
Besolution,  passed  at  a  recent  meeting 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  at  Newport 
Paguell : — 

"That,  having  regard  to  tho  applications  al- 
ready mado  under  the  Allotmeats  Act,  1887, 
and  after  duly  canaidering  the  same,  and  Hndin;; 
there  would  lie  some  difficulty  aad  expense  to  thi> 
ratfipayen  in  carrying  out  the  Act  in  its  entirety, 
the  Ilural  Sanitajy  Authority  do  not  Iq  aay 
caao  apply  to  the  County  Authority  forcompul- 
Bory  powerg  under  the  Act :" 
whether  a.  copy  of  the  Circular  from  the 
Local  Government  Board,  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Local  Authorities  to 
their  powers  and  duties  under  "The 
Labourers'  Allotments  Act,  1887,"  has 
been  sent  to  the  Newport  Fagnell  Board 
of  Guardians ;  and,  whether  ho  will, 
under  the  circumstanees,  further  impress 
upon  the  Guardians  tbe  necessity  of 
carrying  out  the  Act? 

The  PRKSIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  lunder- 
stand  that  a  resolution  to  the  effect 
referred  to  was  passed  by  a  small 
majority  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Newport 
Pagnell  Union.  A  copy  of  the  Circular 
to  which  reference  is  made  was  sent  to 
the  Guardians  of  that  Union.  The 
Guardians  are  not,  in  my  opinion,  justi- 
fied in  passing  a  resolutioa  that  the 
Bural  Sanitary  Authority  should  not  in 
any  case  apply  to  the  County  Authority 
for  compulsory  powers  under  the  Act. 
The  Sanitary  Authority  should  clearly 
consider  the  circumstances  of  each  par- 
ticular case,  and,  according  to  those  cir- 
cumstances, arrive  at  their  decision.  I 
will  inform  the  Sanitary  Authority  to 
this  effect. 

SCHOOL  BOARD  (METROPOLIS)  — 
PUNISHMENT  FOR  NON-ATTEND- 
ANCE. 

Mb.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
Tor  the  Home  Department,  Whether 
John  Duggan,  unemployed  labourer,  of 
13,  Sardinia  Place,  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields, 
was,  on  the  1st  of  March,  seutenoed  to, 
and  underwent,  five  days'  imprisonment 
ea  bread  and  water,  with  plank  bed,  for 
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not  sending  his  boy,  aged  nine,  to  St. 
Mary's  School,  and  whether  the  reason 
stated  by  Duggan  to  the  magistrate,  Sir 
James  lugham,  was  correct — namely, 
that  the  child's  absence  was  caused  by 
the  family  being  foodless,  and  the  boy 
suffering  from  a  bad  ankle  ;  and,  whe- 
ther ho  was  at  the  time  actually  under 
treatment  for  the  same  at  King's  College 
Hospital  (out  patient,  No.  2235)  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  magistrate, 
from  which  it  appears  that  this  man  had 
been  four  times  summoned  for  neglect- 
ing to  send  his  son  to  school  regularly. 
Ho  had  been  twice  previously  convicted. 
On  the  occasion  in  question,  I  am  in- 
formed, the  attendances  of  the  child  had 
been  only  22  in  126.  For  two  weeks 
during  this  period  the  boy  was  sick, 
having  hurt  lus  ankle.  The  magistrate 
took  this  fact  into  account;  but  con- 
victed the  man,  on  the  ground  that  the 
boy  had  been  persistently  irregular  be- 
fore he  was  sick,  and  fined  him  3«.  and 
28,  costs. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)— 
HOLDINGS  (NUMBERS). 

Sm  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
What  is  the  aggregate  amount  of  Con- 
sols, Throe  Per  Cent  Reduced,  and  New 
Threes,  held  by  the  several  Government 
Departments  which  may  be  converted 
by  the  Government  under  the  proposed 
Government  Bill ;  what  is  about  the 
total  number  of  separate  holdings  of 
private  persons  and  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies in  such  three  Stocks ;  what  is 
about  the  number  of  separate  holdings 
of  such  Stocks  of  not  exceeding  £1,000  ; 
of  not  exceeding  £2,000  ;  of  not  exceed- 
ing£3,000;  and,  what  is  about  the  aggre- 
gate amount  of  such  throe  classes  of 
holdings  ? 

The  CEANCELLORoFTHE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoBoiiEN)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  total  amount  of 
the  three  Stocks  held  by  the  Government 
Departments  is  £68,843,000  ;  but  I  can- 
not say  that  it  may  all  be  converted  by 
the  Government,  as  in  many  cases  the 
consent  of  other  interested  parties  would 
be  necessary  to  conversion.  The  Bank 
of  England  does  not  distinguish — and 
has  no  means  of  distiDguishing — be- 
tween holdings  of  individuals  and  of 
Joint  Stock  Banks,  so  I  am  unq^ble  to 
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answer  the  hon.  Baronet's  seoond  Ques- 
tion; With  reference  to  his  third  Qaes« 
tion,  I  am  informed  that,  speaking  very 
roughly,  the  number  of  holdings  in 
these  Stocks  is,  of  £1,000  and  under, 
104,500  ;  under  £2,000,  and  over  £1,000, 
13,000 ;  under  £3,000,  and  over  £2,000, 
10,500— total,  128,000.  The  aggregate 
amount  of  such  holdings  is,  roughly, 
£120,000,000,  out  of  £558,000,000,  the 
total  amount  of  the  three  Stocks. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  to-morrow  give  the 
House  some  idea  of  the  quantities  of 
each  class  of  Stock  held  in  Ireland ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  one 
special  class  was  more  generally  held  in 
that  country  than  others,  it  would  not  be 
unfairly  dealt  with  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  ho  could  not 
give  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
the  information  he  wished  for;  as 
to  the  latter  part  of  his  Question,  the 
application  of  principle  was  general. 

BANKRUPTCY  COURT  (IRELAND)— 
CASE  OF  T.  MORONEY. 

Sir  UGHTEED  KAY-SHTTTTLE- 
WOETH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  wife  of 
Thomas  Moroney,  who  has  been  im- 
prisoned in  Kilmainham  Gaol  since 
January,  1887,  for  contempt  of  Court, 
has  been  meanwhile  evicted  from  their 
home  by  the  Sheriff,  acting  under  the 
escort  of  a  force  of  police,  and  a  Besi- 
dont  Magistrate;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  fact  that  Moroney  has  now 
been  in  prison  more  than  13  months, 
any  communication  will  be  made  to  the 
Bankruptcy  Judge  who  committed  him, 
or  any  other  stops  taken  to  promote  the 
prisoner's  release  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  have  already  said,  in  reply  to  a 
similar  Question,  that  the  Executive 
Government  have  no  power  to  inter- 
fere 

sIr  UGHTRED  KAY-SHDTTLE- 
WORTH  :  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  second 
part  of  my  Question.  As  I  see  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  his  place,  may  I  ask 
him  will  he  state  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  *  n^ako    any   con^miinication    iq    th^ 
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Bankruptcy  Oourt  Judge  on  the  subject 
of  the  release  of  Mr.  Morono;  7 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfodk)  (Uanchester,  E.) :  We  have 
no  ponrer,  Sir,  to  interfere,  as  my  right 
hOQ.  and  gallant  Friend  has  stated. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE   (IRELAND}— CON- 
TEMPT OF  ;C0DRT-UA8E  OF  JOHN 
RYAN. 
Mb.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 

Walden)    asked    the    Chief    Secretary 

to    the    Lord     Lieutenant  of    Ireland, 

Whether  John  Ryan,  an  evicted  tenant 

farmer,  was  committed  to  Clonmel  Gaol 

for  contempt  of  Court  on  the  31et  of 

Maroh,  1686;  and,  whether,  hewasatill 

in  prison  in  May,  1887  ? 

Thb  parliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-HarmawI 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  John  Ryan  was  not  committed 
to  Clonmel  Oaol  on  the  Slst  of  March, 
1886,  but  on  the  4th  of  June,  1886. 
He  was  discharged  li  months  after- 
wards. Ryan  was  imprisoned  not  for 
the  ordinary  offence  of  taking  re-posees- 
sion  of  the  evicted  holding,  but  for  dis- 
obeying an  order  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Oourt. 

PIERS   AND    HABBOUfiS    (IBELAND)- 

GHEYBT0NE8    HABBOUE  —  COUNTY 

WICKLOW. 

Ma.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  will  state  what  progress  has  been 
made  with  the  works  at  Qreystones 
Harbour,  County  Wicklow ;  how  much 
money  has  been  expended  on  it  up  to 
the  present  time ;  wnat  balance  is  avail- 
able to  complete  the  work  ;  and  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  the  place  is  rapidly 
filling  up,  owing  to  the  want  of  a  groin 
on  the  north  aide  to  stop  the  travel  of 
the  shingle  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  I  am  informed  that  half 
of  the  work  has  been  erected,  and  that 
the  ooncrete  blocks  for  the  remainder 
have  been  made.  The  amount  of  con- 
tract, including  the  plant,  has  been 
£8,362,  out  of  the  total  grant  of  £10,000 
made  by  the  Fishery  Commisaioners.  I 
understand  that  there  has  been  recently 
a  considerable  aoonmulation  of  sand 
and  shingle.  There  has  been  a  propo- 
sition to  remedy  this  by  the  constmction 
oi  a  groin.    Bat  that  was  not  recom- 


mended by  the  Fishery  Commisi 
It  will  be  a  matter  for  consideration, 
however,  when  the  authorized  works 
are  complete,  and  if  there  are  funds 
available.  In  the  meanwhile,  the 
movements  of  the  shingle  are  being 
carefully  watched  and  recorded. 

PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IBELAND)— 
HOLYUEAD  HARBOUB-THE  PLAT- 
TERS ROCK. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  it  is  proposed  to  remove  the 
Flatters  Rock  in  Holyhead  Harbour ; 
if  80,  what  is  the  eetimatod  cost,  and 
how  is  it  to  be  met? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  (who  replied)  said:  In 
answering  this  Question,  I  may  as  well 
answer  Question  35  also.  I  am  informed 
that  the  cost  of  removing  the  Platters 
Rock  in  Holyhead  Harbour  is  estimated 
at  £250,000.  The  Board  of  Trade  are 
not  now  prepared  to  recommend  such 
an  expenditure. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  {ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  —  HEAVY  SENTENCE  AT 
MUMFOED  PETTY  SESSIONS— 3.  M. 
COOK. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  sentence  at 
Mumford  Petty  Sessions,  passed  on 
Susan  Maorow  Cook,  a  girl  aged  12 
years,  of  10  days'  imprisonment  in  Nor- 
wich Gaol,  and  five  years  imprisonment 
in  a  reformatory,  for  stealing  a  piece 
of  meat  value  lOrf. ;  whether  this  was 
a  first  offence ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  he  can  advise  any 
mitigation  of  the  sentence  ? 

Thk  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthbwh)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  magistrates 
on  this  case.  The  facts  are  as  stated. 
It  was  a  first  offence  ;  but  the  girl  was 
watohcd  and  detected  in  oonsaquenoe  of 
meat  having  being  missed  on  previous 
ocoasions  waen  she  had  visited  the  shop. 
I  think  it  is  a  proper  case  for  a  reforma- 
tory, as  the  home  influences  on  this  girl 
were  not  good ;  and  I  am  not  prepared 
at  present  to  advise  any  remission  of  the 
aentei»ce. 
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GIBRALTAR— TRADE   REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  If  he  will  inform 
the  House  whether  the  freedom  of  trade 
hitherto  enjoyed  at  Gibraltar  is  about  to 
be  interfered  with  ;  and,  if  so,  what  aro 
the  restrictions  intended  to  bo  imposed  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
Tier  Majesty's  Government  have  no  in- 
tention of  interfering  with  the  freedom 
of  legitimate  trade  in  Gibraltar. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked,  whether 
the  apprehensions  that  existed  on  this 
question  were  altogether  without  foun- 
dation ? 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  re- 
peatod  that  legitimate  business  would  not 
be  interfered  with. 

Mr.  JACOB  BRIGHT  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  define  what  he  moans  by 
legitimate  trade  ? 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  :  The 
hon.  Member  is  as  well  able  as  I  am  to 
define  legitimate  trade.  I  will  only  say 
that  smuggling  is  not  legitimate  trade. 

SOUTH   AFRICA— RAILWAY   AT  DELA- 

GOA  BAY. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL  -  HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Government  are  aware  that 
a  Dutch  bid  has  been  made,  equal  in 
value  to  over  £40  per  £10  share,  for 
the  control  of  the  Delagoa  Bay  Rail- 
way, and  that  nothing  but  immediate 
action  can  save  the  railway,  and  with  it 
the  key  to  British  trade  and  commerce 
in  the  Transvaal  and  East  Central 
Africa,  from  falling  into  the  power  of  a 
foreign  country  ? 

TiiE  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.K) 
(who  replied)  said :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  not  aware  of  any  offer 
for  the  purchase  of  the  Delagoa  Bay 
Railway,  or  of  any  of  the  shares  in  that 
undertaking ;  and  as  to  the  question  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  concerning 
themselves  in  it,  I  must  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  my  statement  on  the  5  th  of 
March,  that  it  has  not  been  entertained 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  because 
the  railway  in  question  does  not  tra- 


verse, and  is  not  intended    to    enter, 
British  territory. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887-SENTENCE  ON 
A  NEWSVENDOR. 

Mr.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  asked  the 
Ghiof  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  (as  stated 
in  The  Star  newspaper  of  the  10th  of 
March)  that  on  the  2nd  of  March,  at 
Dingle,  in  County  Kerry,  anewsvendor, 
named  Patrick  Ferriter,  was  sentenced 
to  three  months'  hard  labour  for  selliog 
a  copy  of  United  Ireland  to  a  policeman 
named  Keddy ;  whether  in  order  to  ob- 
tain the  paper,  the  policeman  falsely 
represented  his  name  to  be  Tynan,  and 
described  himself  as  a  Wexford  tailor 
out  of  work ;  whether  the  sale  of  the 
paper  took  place  in  November,  1887; 
and,  whether  the  policeman  has  been 
promoted  or  censured  ? 

THE  PAELIAMBNTARY  UNDER 
SECRETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent, Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) said: 
Sir,  Patrick  Ferriter  was  sentenced  at 
Dingle  on  the  2nd  of  March  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  for  selling  United 
Ireland,  containing  reports  of  suppressed 
branches  of  the  National  League.  The 
constable  denies  that  he  gave  the  name 
of  Tynan,  but  he  did  represent  himself 
as  a  tailor.  The  sale  did  take  place 
in  November  last,  and  the  prosecution 
was  instituted  soon  after ;  but  the  case 
had  to  be  adjourned  from  time  to  time. 
The  policeman  has  not  been  promoted 
or  censured. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  whether 
the  adjournments  from  November  to  the 
trial  were  not  on  every  occasion  at  the 
instance  of  the  Crown ;  and,  whether  at 
the  trial  Mr.  Ferriter  applied  for  a  fur- 
ther adjournment,  as  his  solicitor  was 
engaged  at  the  Assizes  at  Tralee,  and 
was  refused  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  cannot 
reply  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the 
affirmative,  because  twice  Ferriter  was 
unable  to  appear  at  the  Sessions  in  con- 
sequence of  undergoing  imprisonment 
for  committing  assaults  on  the  police. 
I  cannot  say,  at  the  present  moment, 
what  were  the  reasons  for  the  other  ad- 
journments ;  but  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Qentlaman  will  put  a  Queetlon  on  the 
Paper  I  will  anawer  it. 

Mr.  EDWABD  HABBINGTON: 
But  the  right  hou.  and  gallant  Oentle- 
man  has  givea  hia  answer  on  the  report 
in  a  paper,  and  cannot  he  say  whether 
or  not  uiia  was  in  the  paper? 

Colonel KING-HABUAN :  I  did  not 
give  m;  anewer  from  the  report  ia  the 
paper.  I  have  stated  that  an  two 
occasiona  Ferriter  was  in  prison. 

Ma.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON: 
Well,  I  will  put  the  Question  down. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 
This  man  had  three  months  for  selling 
United  Ireland.  Would  it  not  have  been 
equally  an  offence  if  he  had  refused  to 
aell  it,  as  in  the  recent  case  of  refusing 
to  sell  turf? 

OoLOHEL  KING-HARMAN  :  I  think 
that  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  It  is  hardly 
a  matter  for  a  Question. 

CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT  -  EXAMINA- 
TION FOR  OTIT-PORT  CLERKSHIPS. 
Mb.  TITITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How 
many  out-door  ofBcers  of  Customa  who 
had  completed  the  prescribed  three 
years'  service,  and  whose  conduct  and 
abilities  had  never  been  questioned, 
were  debarred  from  the  examination 
held  in  1886  for  out-port  clerkships; 
and  also  from  the  examination  held  in 
January,  1888,  for  Examining  Officers 
of  Customs;  and,  whether  the  officers 
in  each  of  the  oases  referred  to  were 
debarred  solely  in  consequence  of  pri- 
rate  Beporta  made  by  the  collectors, 
and  of  which  the  officers  bad  no  intima- 
tion whatever  ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  Board 
of  Customs  inform  the  officers  of  tho 
nature  of  the  charges  made  against 
them,  and  afford  them  an  opportunity 
of  replying  thereto  ? 

The  8ECRETABT  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  no 
single  officer  was  refused  permission  to 
compete  at  either  of  the  examinations 
mentioned  under  the  circumetanoea 
stated  in  the  Question.  This  being  so, 
it  ia  unnecessary  for  me  to  answer  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  Question. 

INLAND  NAVIGATION  AND  DRAINAGE 
(IRELAND)— THE  RIVER  BANN. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  {Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Beaolutiona  of  the 
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Toome  meeting  of  the  lOtb  ultimo,  as  to 
the  Bann  drainage ;  and,  if  he  can  state 
when,  and  how,  the  GoTornment  pro- 
pose to  legislate  on  the  subject  ? 

The  PARLUMENTABY  UNDER 
BECBETARY  (Colonel  Kikq-Haeman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  attention  of  the  Government 
haa  been  called  to  the  Besoluliona 
alluded  to.  They  hope  to  introduce 
legislation  on  the  subject  at  the  earliest 
practicable  date. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther the  proposed  legislation  will  be 
introduced  before  Easter? 

CoLOKBL  KING  HAEMAN  said,  one 
Bill  in  connection  with  the  subject 
would  be  laid  before  the  House  before 
Easter.  He  could  not  say  whether  or  not 
it  would  be  the  Bill  relating  to  the  Bann. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Ma.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  If  he  can  now  state 
when  the  Universitiea  (Scotland)  Bill  ia 
likely  to  be  introduced  ? 

Tub  lord  ADTO0ATE(Mr.  J.H.  A. 
Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  8t.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  Yes,  Sir ;  this 
Bill  will  be  introduced  in  "  another 
place  "  to-morrow,  or  on  Monday. 

LOTTERIES  ACT— PRIZE  DRAWINQ  AT 
SWORDS,  CODNTY  DUBLIN. 
Me.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  hia  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  "  Grand  bazaar  and 
drawing  of  prizes  "  to  be  held  at  Swords, 
County  Dublin,  on  Sunday,  the  18th  of 
March,  for  which  lottery  tickets  havo 
been  issued  ;  whether  the  prizes  are — 


A  £20  note,  the  gift  of  Sir  Thomas  11. 

(tan  EunoDde,  M.P. ;  a  fat  pig  ;  nortraiti 

of  the  H<M,  Rev.  Dr.  WaUh  and  Moat  Rov.  Dr. 


Croko  ;  a  fat  shoep  ;  portrait*  of  O.  S.  Par- 
nell  and  W.  E.  (iladitone  ;  a  box  of  foreign 
cigars:  portraits  of  Cardinal  Manning  and 
Cnrdiiial  Nonman ;  a  boautif  al  meerachaam 
pipe ; " 

and  other  artielea ;  whether  the  law  In 
Ireland  is  the  same  as  that  in  England 
in  reference  to  such  lotteries ;  and,  if  ao, 
will  he  call  the  attention  of  the  Public 
Froaecutor  to  tho  matter ;  and,  what 
course  it  is  proposed  to  be  taken  with 
regard  to  the  lottery  to  bo  bold  in 
Sworda  next  Sunday  7 
2  T 
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The  PAELTAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino  Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  beg  to  state  that  ;the  attention 
of  the  Government  has  been  called  to 
the  matter  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  law  in 
Ireland  is  the  same  as  that  in  England 
in  reference  to  such  lotteries ;  and  the 
Irish  Government  will  consult  their  Law 
Officers  as  to  the  steps  that  should  be 
taken  with  regard  to  bazaars  such  as 
that  referred  to. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Homo 
Department,  whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  answers  given  to  Questions  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  with  regard  to  lot- 
teries in  England,  steps  had  been  taken 
with  regard  to  them  ;  and,  whether  the 
reference  to  the  Public  Prosecutor  really 
meant  anything  ? 

TiiE  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said, 
the  reference  to  the  Public  Prosecutor 
meant  that  the  cases  would  be  dealt 
with  as  the  law  directed.  He  presumed 
that  the  Public  Prosecutor  would  exer- 
cise his  judgment  as  to  the  expediency 
of  proceeding  or  not  in  particular  cases. 
He  believed  the  rule  was  that  when  the 
Public  Prosecutor  drew  attention  to  the 
fact  of  such  lotteries  being  hold,  the  pro- 
moters revoked  the  drawing,  and  it  pro- 
ceeded no  further. 

Mr.  COBB  inquired,  whether  he  was 
to  understand  that  such  lotteries  had 
been  stopped,  in  consequence  of  the 
action  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Oh,  frequently, 
Sir.  Sometimes  the  originator  of  the 
lottery  was  unable  to  return  all  the 
subscriptions,  because  he  did  not  kuow 
where  to  address  the  subscribers. 

POST    OFrrCE— REDIRECriON     OF 
LETTERS    AND    POST    CARDS. 

Mr.  POMFRET  (Kent,  Ashford) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Upon 
what  principle  letters  coming  from  any 
foreign  country  witliiii  the  Postal  Union 
can  be  re-diroctod  to  any  place  within 
the  United  Kingdom,  or  to  another 
country  within  the  Union,  without  any 
additional  charge  for  postage  or  regis- 
tration, whilst  every  letter,  post- card,  or 
postal  packet,  posted  within  the  United 
Kingdom,  is  liable  to  additional  charge 
for  each  ro  direction — 


<*  Unless  the  original  and  seoond  addreas  be 
within  the  delivery  of  the  same  post-office,  sub- 
office,  or  rural  walk;  and  even  in  that  case  they 
are  not  exempt  from  a  second  postage  unless  the 
re-direction  bo  made  by  an  officer  of  the  Post 
Office." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  also  asked,  Whether, 
as  under  existing  Begulations,  the  whole 
of  the  London  District  is  at  present  re- 
garded as  within  the  same  official 
delivery  for  the  re-direction  of  letters, 
free  of  charge,  whilst  in  country  districts 
letters,  post-cards,  and  parcels,  oven 
when  re-directed  by  Post  Office  officials 
to  sub- offices  and  rural  walks  from  the 
same  post  town,  are  liable  to  second 
postage,  there  is  any  objection  to  place 
residents  in  country  districts,  having  a 
common  post  town  (many  of  whom  are 
now  suffering  from  extreme  agiicultoral 
and  trade  depression)  in  an  equal 
position  and  under  similar  Regulations 
as  the  more  wealthy  residents  within 
the  Metropolitan  area  ? 

Tub  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
As  regards  the  first  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Questions,  I  should  explain  that  the  ex- 
emption from  charge  on  letters  between 
countries  of  the  Postal  Union  was  as- 
sented to  by  this  country,  not  willingly, 
but  entirely  in  deference  to  the  wishes 
of  the  majority  of  the  representatives  of 
the  countries  belonging  to  the  Union. 
In  reply  to  the  second  Question,  I  should 
state  that  the  London  District  has,  from 
the  first,  been  looked  upon,  for  purposes 
of  re-direction,  as  forming  one  free 
delivery  ;  but  the  question  of  a  charge, 
even  in  London,  has  more  than  once 
been  considered,  with  the  view  of  doing 
away  with  the  exceptional  arrangement ; 
and,  although  there  is  no  present  inten- 
tion of  making  such  a  change,  the  point 
must  be  considered  as  reserved  only. 

IRELAND-KEPRODUCTIVE  "  LOAN 
FUND-COUNTY    LEITRIM. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  is  the  amount 
of  tlio  Reproductive  Loan  Fund  to  the 
credit  of  the  County  of  Leitrim ;  how 
many  loans  have  been  granted  within 
the  last  two  years ;  what  is  their  amount ; 
and,  what  rate  of  interest  is  allowed  on 
the  portion  of  the  Fund  which  has  not 
been  borrowed  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kixq-Haeman) 
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(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  balance  of  cash  and  stock  of 
this  Fund  lying  to  the  credit  of  the 
County  Leitrim  at  the  present  date  is 
£1,957.  No  loans  have  been  granted 
witbin  the  last  two  years,  nor  were  any 
recommended  during  that  period.  The 
Fund  is  invested  in  Three  per  Cent. 
Consols. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— MOHILL  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  When  advances  will 
be  made  to  the  Eev.  F.  Donohue,  P.P., 
the  manager  of  Mohill  Schools,  on 
account  of  the  money  expended  by  him 
on  the  faith  of  grants  which  the  Edu- 
cation Board  has  been  in  the  habit  of 
making  for  school  buildings,  but  which 
the  Board  has  not  been  yet  able  to 
make,  owing  to  the  funds  placed  at  their 
disposal  last  year  for  these  purposes 
having  become  exhausted  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiwa-HAKMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  inform  me  they  are  unable  at 
present  to  state  when  they  will  be  in  a 
position  to  deal  with  the  application,  put 
forward  for  the  first  time  on  the  5th  of 
this  month  by  the  Rev.  F.  Donohue,  for 
a  grant  to  build  a  vested  school- house 
to  replace  the  non-vested  school-house 
in  which  the  Mohill  Convent  National 
School  is  conducted,  and  tliat  they  have 
already  communicated  with  the  rev. 
gontloman  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  HAYDEN :  Is  it  probable  the 
amount  will  be  granted  this  year  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARM  AN  said,  it 
was  impossible  for  them  to  say  when  it 
would  be  granted  ? 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS. 

Sir  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
verhampton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  all  his  deal- 
ings with  the  case  of  the  Civil  Service 
writers,  he  has  ever  afforded  them  an 
opportunity  of  being  personally  heard 
through  their  representatives;  and,  if 
not,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  con- 
stant opportunities  enjoyed  by  Heads 
of  Departments  and  Treasury  Officials 
of  expressing  their  opinions,  ho  would 
now  consent  to  receive  a  representative 
pf  the  writers? 


Thb  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  case  of  the  copyists 
has  been  dealt  with  by  a  Committee  of 
Heads  of  Departments,  and  upon  thoir 
Report  a  considerable  improvement  has 
been  effected  in  the  conditions  of  copyist 
service.  The  whole  matter  will  now  be 
laid  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Civil  Establishments.  In  this  stato  of 
affairs  it  does  not  seem  desirable  that  I 
should  receive  a  representative  of  the 
copyists. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  CONSTABLES 

—ASSAULTS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether,  in 
November  last,  Messrs.  Burn  and  Ber- 
ridge,  solicitors,  of  Pancras  Lane,  City, 
applied  to  Sir  Charles  Warren  for  in- 
formation which  would  assist  in  the 
identification  of  certain  policemen  who, 
as  they  allege,  had  assaulted  their 
clients  ;  and,  whether  the  information 
asked  for  was  not  given,  and  a  letter 
was  written  on  behalf  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  declining  to  render  any 
assistance ;  and,  if  so,  what  action  ho 
proposes  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Messrs. 
Burn  and  Borridge  did  not  apply  for  the 
identification  of  any  specified  policeman, 
nor  did  thoy  name  any  person  as  having 
been  assaulted.  They  made  a  general 
application  to  be  furnished  with  a  list 
of  the  names  and  numbers  of  bodies  of 
police  who  were  on  duty  at  certain  points 
on  the  13th  of  November.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
acting  on  the  opinion  of  his  legal  ad- 
viser, did  not  consider  it  to  be  a  part  of 
his  duty  to  give  the  information  asked 
for.  I  see  no  reason  to  take  further 
action  in  the  matter. 

EGYPT— A  NEW  LOAN  OF  £2,000,000. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  is  endeavouring  to 
raise  a  new  loan  of  £2,000,000 ;  and,  if 
80,  for  what  purpose  is  this  money  re- 
quired ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  informed  that  the  Egyptian 
Qovernment  are  desirous  of  raising   a 
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new  loan  ;  but  the  exact  amount  is  still  "  They  had  got  the  ovidenco  of  the  ladies 

uncertain.     The  transaction  will  be  eco-  that  the  poUce  threw  the  rtonee.  for  wl^t 

.     1       J           J      i.        A    1                 i.-  ^  reason  it  was  diflScult  to  understand^  ont  he 

nomicaland  prudent.     A  large  portion  should  take  the  ladies' statement  for  it:  that  was 

of  the  loan  is  required  for  the  arrange-  in  other  words,  that  ra«n,  not  'rioters/  not  en- 

ment  recently  made  with  the  ex- Khedive  gaged  in  a  *  tumultuous  assembly/  but  brought 

and  his  family,  and  also  with  other  pen-  thoro  by  their  officers,  took  it  into  their  heads 

sionors ;    as  the  lands  to    be  coded  in  ^  ^^^^^T  ^^??«  ^^^  break  the  windows,    fhe 

».vrtivAo,    »«   ««w     «   **o   b     ^  application  did  not  come  withm  the  moaning  of 

commutation  of  their  yearly  allowances  ^^0  Act ;  the  police  were  not  engaged  in  *  un- 

are  pledged  to  the  Domains  Loan,  and  lawful  and  riotous  *  assembly :  and  for  the  same 

must  be  redeemed.  The  result,  however,  reason  as  in  the  former  cases  he  should  make  u 

of  tliis  transfer  will  be  a  reduced  charge  ^^^"^  '•"^o  and  refuse  the  application." 

on  Egyptian  Revenues.  The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

Mr.    CHILDERS     (Edinburgh,    S.)  SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habbian) 

asked,  whether  this  proposed  loan  would  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

rate  among  the  Egyptian  loans?  said,  it  appeared  that  a  serious  riot  oc- 

SiR  JAMES  FERQUSSON  :  I  must  curred  in  Limerick  on  the  occasion  re- 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  ferred  to  in  the  Question.  The  police 
Notice  of  the  Question.  were  attacked,  and  stones,  bricks,  and 

Mr.  DILLON :  Would  the  right  hon.  hammers  thrown  at  them  from  house- 
Gentleman  give  the  House  some  as-  tops  and  windows.  On  the  9th  of 
surance  that  this  loan  .will  not  be  finally  February  the  Town  Council  met  to  con- 
contracted  before  the  House  has  had  sider  claims  for  malicious  injury  arising 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  its  opinion  out  of  the  riot.  The  Town  Council  re- 
upon  it  ?  jected  all  the  claims  except  two  for 

Sir  JAMES  FERQUSSON :  No,  Sir;  windows  alleged  to  have  been  broken 

I  cannot  give  such  an  undertaking ;  it  by    the    police.     Only    two     witnesses 

is  not  to   be  issued  upon  the  security  swore  that  they  saw  Head  Constable 

of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  Stephenson  break  the   windows.     The 

two  cases  wore  adjourned  before  the 

RIOTS,  &c.  (IRELAND)— CHARGES  Judge    of    Assize.     Several   witnesses 

AGAINST  THE  TOLICE.  swore  that  they  saw  the  police  break  the 

Mr.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.)  ^^'"dows ;  but  the  two  who  had  sworn 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  ^^^^  ^""^  Head  Constablo  Stephenson  do 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  inves-  '*  ^f «  "°*  ^r^T/  *i.             .""/  }u' 

tigate  the  charges  of  stone  throwing  and  Ta    "^  '""^    ^      *  f  li^  'f^n  °^•^ 

window  breaking  made  against  Head  Judge  s  words  set  forth  in  the  Question 

Constable  Stephenson  and  other  police-    "Z"  It   7v  ?"f  ?        \  ^"^  ^'"*®  ^^a 
men,  and  sworn  to  by  several  inSepen-    fj^\«  f «  District  Inspector  also  reported 

dent  and  unimpeached  witnesses  it  a  ^^"^  «*"?««  ""'S^'  '"'^^  ^^^^  t*!"^  ^l 

special  meeting  of  the  Limerick  Town  ^^  pohce.   as  stones  were  thrown  at 

Council,  held  on  the  9th  of  February,  to  "^""^  ^"^""^  *^«  housetops. 

consider  applications  for  £4  and  £10  cHARITY    COMMISSION -ATTWELL'S 

compensation   for  windows  broken  on  CHARITY 

the  27th  November,  on  the  occasion  of  ,,     ^„  .  .T-vTr-vT/^  ^-.x "  .•.         .       -^  . 

the  suppressed  "  Manchester  Martyrs  "  M«-  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 

Meeting ;    and,   whether  his   attention  '^),^^  ^]f  ^^9°-  Member  for  Pennth,  as 

has  been  called  to  the  following  ques-  a  Charity  Commissioner.  Whether  the 

tion  put  to  Mr.  Brady  by  Mr.  Justice  Chanty   Commissioners  have  made  a 

Holmes  whin  the  case  came  before  him    «i'i'®5"°   .^   ""^^  !•      y®*"^  '""*  **^ 
at  the  Limerick  Assizes-  £"1*?^  accumulations  amounting  to 

,iT\At%.     /.u      V    \  .u       .u     .         J       £8,000belongingto"Attweir8Ohanty 
"  Did  thoy  (thp  polico)  throw  thn  stones  ae-  .     ,  i-   ?  ^     ■,_     oi  •  j^ 

lilwfttclv  at  tho  hotel  windows  f "  are  to  be  applied  by  the  Skinners'  Com- 

1  i._  i.v         1      t  i-u       -J.  pany  for  a  Middle  School  for  Oirls; 

and  to  the  reply  of  the  witness-  ^^^^^^^^  ^^^  ^.jl  ^^  Laurence  Attwell 

"  They  did,  my  Lord,  and  at  our  windows  ;  "  provided     that     the    rents    and   profits 

and   to  the  following  remarks  of  Mr.  should,  from  time  to  time,  be  employed 

Justice  Holmes  in  dismissing  all  the  ap-  in  some  good  sort  whereby  poor  people, 

plications    for    compensation,    on    the  and  especially  such  as  are  free  of  the 

ground  that  they  did  not  come  within  Compan}',  may  be  set  on  work,  and  yet 

the  meaning  of  the  Act —  the  stocks  kept  and  remain  whole,  and 

Sir  James  Fergusion 
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increase  yearly  into  the  revenues  of  the 
said  lands ;  whether  he  can  state  what 
is  now  the  income  and  what  is  the 
amount  of  the  accumulations  belonging 
to  **Attwell's Charity;"  and,  whether  the 
Oharity  Commissioners  will  provide  for 
the  application  of  a  reasonable  part  of 
the  Trust  income  to  giving  employment 
to  the  poor  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  first  two  paragraphs  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Question  are  correct 
so  far  as  they  go.  The  original  Trusts 
of  the  will  of  Laurence  Attwell,  however, 
were  displaced  in  1828  by  a  decree  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  which  directed  that 
the  income  of  the  Endowment  should  be 
applied  in  loans  to  young  men  of  good 
character,  beginners  in  some  trade  or 
business,  with  a  preference  to  members 
of  the  Skinners'  Company.  Since  the 
date  of  the  Echeme  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  no  part  of  the  Endowment  has 
been  applicable  in  the  manner  desired 
by  the  hon.  Member;  and  the  Commis- 
sioners have  no  power  by  statute,  or 
otherwise,  to  appropriate  loan  funds  in 
such  manner.  From  the  last  accounts 
furnished  to  the  Commissioners  it 
appears  that  the  property  of  the  Charity 
consists  of  real  estate,  yielding  a  gross 
income  of  £  1,083  17«.  6^.,  and  of  an 
accumulated  sum  of  £5,745  13».  5d. 
New  Three  per  Cent.  Annuities. 

NATIONAL  DEBT   (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—EXPLANATIONS. 

Sir  CHABLES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Out  of  what  Fund  the  bonus  of  5«.  per 
cent  payable  under  the  National  Debt 
(Conversion)  Bill  to  parties  assenting  to 
the  conversion  thereunder  of  Consols  or 
Heduced  Stocks  will  be  paid  ;  and,  will 
it  be  a  charge  against  Bevenue  for  the 
forthcoming  financial  year  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  {Ur.  Goscukn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir ;  the  bonus 
will  not  be  a  charge  against  Bevenue  in 
the  ensuing  financial  year,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  see  on  referring  to  Clause 
13  of  the  Bill,  which  deals  with  the 
provision  of  money  to  meet  this  and 
other  expenses  incidental  to  conversion. 

Mb.  SEALEHAYNE  (Devon,  Ash- 
burton)  (for  Mr.  Hakdel  Cossham) 
(Bristol,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  If  he  will  state,  with  regard 
to  his  scheme  for  the  conversion  of  the 


National  Debt,  whether  commission  will 
be  paid  on  ordinary  accounts,  or  only  on 
Trust  accounts ;  and,  whether  all  joint 
accounts  will  be  assumed  to  be  Trusts, 
or  will  a  declaration  be  required  to 
enable  an  agent  to  get  the  commission  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
will  find  that  the  Bill  authorizes  the 
payment  of  this  commission  to  all  recog- 
nized agents  through  whose  instrumen- 
tality the  conversion  of  Consols  or 
Beduced  Threes  takes  place,  and  does 
not  limit  it  to  Trust  accounts.  There 
will,  therefore,  be  no  question  of  a  de- 
claration of  a  Trust  in  this  connection. 

Mr.  MACLUBE  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Stretford)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether,  under  the  Bill  for 
the  conversion  of  the  National  Debt, 
provision  will  be  made  to  protect  Trustees 
who  have  invested  moneys  in  Consols  to 
cover  annuities  under  wills,  or  similarly 
to  provide  for  ground-rents  or  rent- 
charges  under  wills  where  a  distribution 
of  the  rest  of  the  property  has  been 
legally  made  ? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  theEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
will,  I  think,  find  that  Clause  19  of  the 
Bill  gives  sufficient  protection  to  Trus- 
tees in  such  cases.  Every  care  is  being 
taken  to  render  the  position  of  Trustees 
secure  in  the  matter. 

VACCINATION  LAWS— PROSECUTION 
OF  CHARLES  HAYWARD,  ASHFORD, 
KENT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  Charles 
Hayward,  of  Ashford,  Kent,  is  now 
being  prosecuted  for  the  60th  time  since 
May,  1885,  for  breach  of  the  Vaccina- 
tion Laws  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  am 
informed  by  the  Guardians  of  the  East 
Ashford  Union  that  with  respect  to  one 
of  his  children  Charles  Hayward  has  on 
1 8  occasions  had  orders  made  on  him  by 
Justices  requiring  him  to  cause  the  child 
to  be  vaccinated,  and  that  he  has  been 
as  many  times  convicted  for  not  comply- 
ing with  the  orders.  In  respect  of 
another  child  he  has  been  convicted 
once  for  not  having  it  vaccinated  within 
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three  months  of  birth  ;  on  oight 
orders  of  Jiisticca  havo  been  made  on 
him  for  the  vaccination  of  the  child,  and 
he  has  been  convioted  the  same  number 
of  times  for  disobedience.  He  has  thus 
been  convioted  in  all  27  times. 

TUAMES  PRESERVATION  ACT.  1*85- 
8TEAM  LAUNCHES  ON  THE  THAMES. 
Mil.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
aeked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Board  to  lev;  fines  upon  the  owners 
of  ateam  Inunabea,  tugs,  &c,,  who  take 
friends  on  board  (in  excess  of  12)  with- 
out payment,  or  whether  the  intentions 
of  the  Board  in  regard  to  this  matter 
are  tho  enmo  as  woiq  stated  in  reply  to 
a  Question  put  to  tho  Parliamentary 
Secretary  of  the  Board  last  Session  ? 

TuE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  MronAEL 
Hicks-Beauh)  (Bristol,  W.):  Tho  posi- 
tion of  the  matter  is  the  same  now  as  it 
was  on  the  occasion  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers. 

INDIAN  rUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMIS- 
SION, 

Mk.  king  (Hull,  Central)  nsked  tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  before  any  action  is  taken 
with  regard  to  tho  Keport  of  tho  Indian 
Public  Service  Commission,  a  Parlia- 
mentary inquiry  will  be  instituted  ;  and, 
whether  alterations  of  the  extensive 
character  proposed  by  the  Commission 
will  be  submitted  to  Parliament  in  the 
form  of  a  Bill  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goust)  (Chatham)  : 
It  is  impossilde  for  tho  Secretary  of 
State  to  say  what  steps  ^ill  be  taken 
with  reference  to  the  Report  of  the 
Indian  Public  Service  Commission  until 
he  baa  received  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  by  whom  the  Report  is 
now  being  considered. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Bticuanan  (Edin- 
burgh, W.), 

Slit  JOHN  GORST  said,  tho  Report 
had  been  laidon  the  Table  of  the  Honse, 
and  the  question  of  when  it  would  be 
printod  and  circulated  lay  with  the 
House. 

Ma.  BUCHANAN  :  Is  the  hon.  Gen- 
Heman  aware  (hat  a  full  abstract  of  the 
Report  appeared  in  Tha  Times  a  few 
weeks  ago  ? 

tN„r.plj.] 
Mr.  Ritchia 
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POST  OFFICE-DELIVERIES  IN  THE 
NORTH  OF  IRELAND. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  com- 
plaints have  reached  him  that,  in  the 
postal  districts  of  Newtownhamilton, 
Camlough,  and  Beleek,  County  Armagh, 
tho  English  Mails  are  delivered  three 
hours  later  than  if  they  were  despatched 
by  car  from  Newry  Poet  Office,  and  if 
the  Postal  Authorities  will  remedy  the 
matter  ? 

Thb  postmaster  GENEEAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  No, 
Sir.  No  such  complaints  as  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to  appear  to  have  been 
received ;  but  if  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  put  the  complaints  be  has  received  in 
writing,  I  will  have  inquiries  made  into 
the  matter. 

MARRIAGES  (ROMAN  CATHOLIC)  AT 
VlCTOltlA  DOCKS-THE  KEGISTBAR. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that 
marriages  in  Roman  Catholic  churches 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  Victoria  Docks 
have  frequently  had  to  be  postponed, 
owing  to  the  non-arrival  of  the  Registrar, 
Mr.  Frederick  Mulley,  Ley  ton  stone 
Union,  Stratford,  E? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  EiTcniK) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  have 
not  received  any  complaints  in  the 
matter  referred  to  in  the  Question,  and 
the  Registrar  Qenernl  informs  me  that 
no  such  complaints  have  reached  him. 
Leytonstone  is  in  tho  West  Ham  Union 
and  Registration  District.  There  la  no 
registration  officer  in  that  district  named 
Frederick  Mulley.  Mr.  John  Mullej  is 
the  Deputy  Suporintendent  Registrar; 
but  the  Registrar  General  states  that 
he  is  never  required  to  be  present 
nfp.cially  at  mnri'iagea  in  Roman  Ca- 
tholic churches. 

WEST  SURREY  WATERWORKS  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 
Mr.  DIXON- HARTL and  (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  West  Surrey 
Waterworks  Company  are  asking  for 
power  to  acquire  several  acres  of  Isnd 
on  the  Thames  at  HoUiford,  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  constructing  buildings  and  filter 
beds,  for  which  they  are  unfitted,  incon- 
sequence of  such  land  being  frequently 
flooded  ;  whether  part  of  such  works  in- 
clude a  wharf  or  landing  stage  extend- 
ing six  feet  into  the  channel  of  the 
Biver  at  its  narrowest  part,  which  will 
materially  interfere  with  the  flow  of  the 
Hiver;  and,  whether  he  will  take  any 
steps  to  oblige  the  Conservators  of  the 
Thames  to  do  their  duty  and  oppose 
such  Bill  in  Committee,  as  the  riparian 
owners,  who  will  be  injured,  have  no 
loeuB  standi  to  do  so,  and  as  the  Con- 
servators are,  from  their  Parliamen- 
tary powers,  the  guardians  of  the 
stream  ? 

The  PEE81DENT  (Mr.  Eitchib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  The 
West  Surrey  Waterworks  Company  are 
promoting  a  Bill  in  Parliament,  under 
which  it  is  proposed  to  acquire  several 
acres  of  land  adjoining  the  Thames  in 
the  parish  of  Walton,  for  the  purpose  of 
constructing  buildings  and  reservoirs. 
The  Conservators,  however,  inform  me 
that  it  does  not  appear,  either  from  the 
Bill  or  the  deposited  plans,  that  the 
Company  propose  to  erect  a  wharf  or 
landing-stage  extending  six  feet  into 
the  channel  of  the  Biver  at  its  narrowest 
part.  The  Conservators,  I  am  informed, 
have  taken  all  necessary  steps  by  peti- 
tioning Parliament  against  the  Bill ; 
and  on  Tuesday  last,  when  a  Committee 
of  this  House  had  the  Bill  under  con- 
sideration, the  Conservators  appeared  by 
counsel,  and  on  the  representations  made 
by  them  the  Committee  inserted  clauses 
in  the  Bill  to  protect  the  public  interests. 
Among  these  provisions  is  one  that  no 
works  affecting  the  Thames  shall  be 
constructed  until  the  plans,  &c.,  of  such 
works  have  been  approved  by  the  Con- 
servators. 

ADMIRALXy— WIDOWS    OF    RETIRED 
NAVIGATING  OFFICERS. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devon port)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  a 
Copy  of  any  Eogulations  and  Orders  in 
Council  affecting  the  pensions  granted 
to  the  widows  of  retired  navigating  offi- 
cers on  the  Superannuated  last  from 
1861  till  1886  ;  whether  any  diminution 
was  made  in  the  amount  of  these  pen- 
sions; and,  by  whose  authority  or  re- 
commendation was  it  made;  and  for  what 
reason? 


The  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
have  been  no  Regulations   in  regard  to 

Eensions  of  widows  of  navigating  officers 
eyond  those  contained  in  the  Orders  in 
Council  dated  28th  February,  1855,  22nd 
February,  1860,  26th  June,  1867,  and 
22nd  February,  1870.  No  diminution 
has  been  made  in  the  pensions  sanc- 
tioned by  these  Orders  in  Council  to 
widows  of  retired  navigating  officers, 
though  it  is  the  case  that  previous  to 
1880  an  erroneous  calculation  of  the 
time  of  certain  officers,  and  which  it 
proved  could  not  be  borne  out  by  the 
terms  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  led  to 
their  widows  being  awarded  a  higher 
scale  of  pension  than  they  were  legally 
entitled  to,  and  for  the  payment  and 
legislation  of  which  a  special  Order  in 
Council  had  to  be  obtained.  This  Order 
in  Council  only  governed  past  cases, 
and  did  not  establish  a  prospective 
claim. 

CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS— ENDOWED 
SCHOOLS  —  DISTRIBUTION  AND 
NUMBERS. 

Sir  RICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  Pen- 
rith, as  a  Charity  Commissioner,  If  the 
Commissioners  will  be  good  enough  to 
cause  a  skeleton  map  of  England  and 
Wales  to  be  prepared,  showing  the 
position  of  the  various  Endowed  Schools 
and  their  respective  grades;  and,  in 
presenting  it  to  the  House,  if  he  will 
furnish  at  the  same  time  a  Return,  ar- 
ranged by  Counties,  showing  the  ac- 
commodation for  and  present  numbers 
of  Boarders  and  Day  Boys  or  Girls  at 
each  School,  and  the  total  charge  for 
Boarders  and  Day  Pupils  at  each  School ; 
if  he  will  add  to  the  Return  the  present 
estimated  Population  of  each  County; 
and,  if  he  will  supplement  the  above,  so 
far  as  he  is  able,  by  a  similar  Return, 
by  Counties,  showing  the  provision 
which  has  been  made  by  private  ad- 
venture for  Intermediate  or  Middle 
Class  Schools  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith) :  The  Charity  Commissioners 
fully  recognize  that  a  map  showing  tho 
position  of  the  various  Endowed  Schools 
would  be  of  considerable  advantage  to 
the  public,  as  it  would  show  the 
present  state  and  further  requirements 
of  secondary  education  in  England  and 
Wales  00  far  as  endowments  are  con* 
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cerned ;  but  they  are  quite  unable,  vitb  I  tion  of  faTtber  legislation  ia  ooniieotioD 


tboir   present   staff  and 


to    with  the  Weights  and  Mi 


undertake  such  a  vork  without  stopping    reoeiying  tbe  careful  attetitioa  of   the 
current    vork    of    the     Endowed    Board  of  Trade;    and  if  the  statd  of 


Schools  Department  of  tho  Office ;  and, 
for  the  same  reason,  they  are  unable  to 
furnish  a  Keturn  in  the  form  desired  by 
the  hoD.  Baronet.  The  Charity  Com- 
mtsaioners  hare  no  general  knowledge 
of,  and  no  moans  of  obtaining,  any  ac- 
curate information  about  the  provisions 
made  by  private  adventure  for  Inter- 
mediate or  Uiddle  Class  Scliools.  We 
caa,  however,  give  the  hon.  Baronet  a 
Iteturn,  by  Counties,  of  the  Endow- 
ments hitherto  ascertained  to  be  subject 
to  the  Endowed  Schools  Acta,  showing 
whether  those  Endowments  are  or  are 
not  regulated  by  schemes  established 
under  those  Acta,  and,  if  so  regulated, 
whether  they  are  for  boys  or  for  girls, 
and  the  grades  of  the  schools  so  estab- 
lished. Perhaps  the  hon.  Baronet  will 
move  for  the  Baturn  in  continuation  of 
Endowed  Schools  Acte  Jteturn  No.  29, 
House  of  Lords,  1683,  and  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  granting  it,  so  far  as 
tho  Charity  C<  '      ' 


LIMITED      LIABILITY     COMPANIES  — 

LEGISLATION. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HOULDSWOETH 

(Manchester,  N.W.)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  When  tho  Q> 


Public  Business  will  admit,  I  hope  to  in- 
troduce, this  Besaion,  an  amending  Bill. 


IlilSH  LAND  COMHISBION— BEDUC 
TION  OP  SDB-COMMISSroNKES. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If 
he  can  explain  why,  in  the  Estimatea 
for  the  Irish  Land  Commission  for  the 
period  from  the  1st  of  April  to  the  22nd 
of  August,  1868,  a  reduction  of  three 
legal  Sub-Commissioners  and  12  non- 
legal  Sub-Oominissioners  ii  shown  under 
the  number  for  last  year,  whereas  the 
land  cases  to  be  heard  have  inoreosed 
by  fiO.OOO;  and,  was  this  reduction 
made  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
Land  Commission ;  and,  if  not,  vho  is 
responsible  for  it? 

Tna  SEOKETARY  (Mr.  Jackbok) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
numbers  of  Sub-Commissioners  actually 
appointed  during  the  present  financial 
year  have  never  reaohed  the  figure  con- 
templated in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates of  last  summer,  which  were 
neoessarily  more  or  less  conjectural. 
The  greatest  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners in  existence  this  year  ia  50, 
which  ia  the  present  uumbcr.     Provision 


Tornment  propose  to  introduce  tho  Bill  j  '^''a  "eenmade  for  C5  Sub-Commiasionera 
A^ir,„  =),.,™  i„  ti,=  f„™.t;«„    next  year,  being  an  increase  of  15  over 


for  remedying  abuses  in  the  formation 
of  Companies  under  Limited  Liability, 
referred  lo  in  tho  (iuoon's  Speech? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Micwael 
Hicks- Beach)  (BriHtol,  W.).  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  proposed  tiiat  the  Dill  should 
be  introduced  in  tho  House  of  Lords  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  tho  date  must 
n  the  progress  of  othor  Business. 


WEIQUTS 


ACTS— 


AND     MEASURES 
LEGISLATION. 

Silt  "WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchosler,  N.W.}  nskcd  tho  Prosidont 
of  tho  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is 
tho  intoutiou  of  tho  Oovcrnmcnt,  tliis 
Sessiou,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  Woi)>ht8  and  Measures, 
as  recommended  by  the  Standard  De- 
partment of  tho  Board  of  Trade,  which 
was  proDiieed  by  the  Government  last 
year? 

The   PRESIDENT     (Sir    Miohaki, 
HiOKs- Beach)  (Bristol,  W.):  The  quos- 
iir.  J.  W.  Lowthtr 


the  numbers  now  engaged.  This  pro- 
vision was  personally  settled  between 
tho  Land  Commisaionora  and  myself  in 
December  last,  to  covet  the  number 
which  at  that  time  it  was  hoped  would 
bo  sufRuient,  but  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  if  the  requirements  of  the 
service  should  prove  to  be  larger  the 
necessary  sanction  would  be  given ;  and, 
as  a  fact,  this  has  been  done,  the 
sanctioned  numbers  being  now  raiaed 
to  80. 

Mit.  T.  M.  HEALY:  There  were  80 
in  the  Estimatea  last  year;  and  my 
point  is,  how  is  it  thia  year  there  is  an 
eatimated  number  of  only  6S,  and  how 
are  jou  going  to  provide  the  salary  of 
80  when  you  estimate  for  only  65  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  As  I  have  already 
explained,  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
of  last  summer  were  necessarily  very 
conjectural  as  to  the  number  of  Sub- 
Commissioners  required,  and  proviaion 
was  made  for  a  larger  number;  out,  as  a 
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matter  of  fact,  the  number  was  not 
appointed,  and  the  number  in  existence 
is  50.  That  number  was  increased, 
after  the  consultation  I  had  with  the 
Land  Commissioners,  to  65,  as  the 
number,  it  was  thought,  which  would 
prove  to  be  sufficient  for  the  work  next 
year;  but,  as  I  have  said,  on  the  distinct 
understanding  if  it  proved  insufficient 
the  number  would  be  increased  to  meet 
the  necessary  work,  and  that  number 
was  subsequently  increased,  because  two 
months  after  it  was  found  the  work  had 
increased,  and  application  was  made  by 
the  Commissioners  and  sanction  given, 
the  sanctioned  number  of  Sub- Commis- 
sioners now  being  80. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  BILL, 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  he  can  state  when  the 
Employers*  Liability  Bill  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  Members  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  cannot 
state  the  time  exactly ;  but  it  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  very  shortly. 

Mr.  J.  E. ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe) :  Will  it  be  before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly. 

CEYLON— RAILWAY  CONSTRUCTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  ho  is 
prepared  to  recommend  the  extension  of 
the  railway  from  Nannoya  to  Haputale, 
in  the  Island  of  Ceylon ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  in  answer  to  a  Question  on 
this  subject,  put  to  his  Predecessor  in 
Office  on  the  12  th  of  May,  1887,  he  replied, 
that— 

**  Tho  extension  could  not  be  undertaken  by 
Government  in  the  present  financial  con- 
dition of  the  Colony,  but  that  a  Private  Ck>m- 
pany  would  be  at  liberty  to  take  it  up  ;*' 

and,  whether,  should  the  Government 
still  be  indisposed  to  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  the  proposed  extension, 
he  will  permit  a  Private  Company  to 
proceed  with  it,  or  to  construct  an 
alternative  lino  to  tap  the  traffic  of  the 
Uva  district  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  Db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth):  The  Governor 
of  the  Colony  has  recently  been  in- 
formed that  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
now  satisfied  that  the  proposed  extension 


may  bo  undertaken  by  the  Colonial 
Government.  Consequently  no  ques- 
tion arises  as  to  the  formation  of  a 
Private  Company. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— MAR. 
GARINE  ACT—REDUCTION  OF  FINES. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
(for  Mr.  Murphy,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  were  the 
names  of  the  two  persons  whose  fines  of 
£10  each  for  offences  against  the  Mar- 
garine Act  were  reduced  to  £2  each  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  on  Memorial ;  what 
was  the  date  on  which  the  original  fines 
were  imposed  by  the  police  magistrate  ; 
and,  if  any  other  Memorials  have  been 
received  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  praying 
to  reduce  fines  under  the  same  Act  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Ha»man) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  names  of  the  two  persons  re- 
ferred to  were  Bartholomew  Magee  and 
Bridget  O'Gorman.  They  were  con- 
victed on  February  15.  Three  other 
Memorials  had  since  been  received  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  praying  that  the 
fines  which  had  been  imposed  upon 
them  under  the  same  Act  might  also  be 
reduced,  and  those  Memorials  were  now 
under  consideration. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Would  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  have  any 
objection  to  inform  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant that  all  these  parties  have  the 
right  of  appeal  to  the  Recorder  of 
Dublin  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  In  all 
probability  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  per- 
fectly aware  of  that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  also  wished  to 
ask,  as  the  only  remaining  industry  in 
the  three  Southern  Provinces  of  Ireland 
is  tho  making  of  butter,  why  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  reduced  the  fines  so 
justly  imposed  by  the  magistrates  from 
£10  to  £2  without  even  giving  them  the 
opportunity  of  appealing  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
When  did  the  three  other  convictions 
occur,  and  who  were  tho  magistrates  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  In  tho 
first  two  cases,  as  I  explained  a  few 
days  ago,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  took  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  they  were 
the  first  cases  which  had  occurred  under 
the  Act.  They  occurred  almost  ii^mo- 
diately  after  the  Act  came  into  operation, 
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and  the  Lord  LioutenaDt  coDBidered  that  indignation  moeilng  of  the  inhabitants 

somo  clemency  might  be  exercised  with  of  Hogart,  Sutherlandshire,  held  in  the 

regard  to  them.     The  three  later  cases  Free  Church  there  to  protest  against  the 

to  which  I  have    referred  were  dealt  action  of  the  Police  Commissioners  in 

with  by  the  magistrates  on   March  2,  stationing  a  police  constable  in  the  dis- 

and  of  course  those  offenders  had  more  trict ;  whether  it  is  the  fact,  as  stated  at 

time  to  know  what  they  were  about  and  the  meeting,  that  there  has  been  no 

had  also  time  to  hear  of  the  previous  police  oonstable  resident  in  the  district 

convictions.    I  cannot  possibly  say  what  for  the  last  70  years ;  whether  he  can 

effect  their  appeal   to  the  Lord  Lieu-  state  what  are    the    circumstances    in 

tenant  will  have,  but  I  should  say  that  Eogart  calling  for  this  action   of  the 

probably  that  circumstance    would  be  authorities  at  the  present  time,  who  is 

taken  into  consideration.     Mr.  Wood-  intended  to  be  benefited  thereby,  and 

lock  was  the  presiding  magistrate   in  who  is  to  bear  the  additional  expense  ? 

each  case.  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Istherighthon.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
and  gallant  Qentlemen  aware  that  on  drew's  Universities) :  I  was  not  aware 
the  day  after  the  proclamation  of  the  of  the  facts  stated  in  the  Question,  but 
County  Clare,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem-  assume  them  to  be  correct.  I  must  de- 
hor for  the  Eastern  Division  of  County  cline  to  answer  Questions  such  as  those 
Clare  (Mr.  Cox)  was  for  a  speech  then  contained  in  the  last  paragraph,  which 
delivered  subsequently  arrested  and  sen-  relates  entirely  to  local  matters  of  de- 
tencod  to  four  months'  imprisonment ;  tail, 
and  may  I  ask  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 

attention  was    directed    to    that    case  CIVIL  SERVICE  COPYISTS, 

under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Mr.    0.    V.    MORGAN    (Battersea) 

(Ireland)  Act ;    and  if  the  Lord  Lieu-  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

tenant  will  inquire  into  that  case  and  Whether  he  adheres  to   his  statement 

consider  whether  it  is  not  a  fit  one  to  that  the  three  copyists  whose  promotion 

show    his    clemenc3%    as    the    alleged  to  the  Lower  Division  has  been  sus- 

offonce    was     committed     immediately  pended — namely,  Messrs.  W.  H.  Brattle, 

after  ?  R.  F.  Franklin,  and  T.  Knighton — mis- 

Me.  speaker  :   Order,  order !  stated  their  ages ;  and,  if  so,  whether 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  the  alleged  he  is  aware  that  the  gentlemen  in  ques- 

offence  was  committed  after tion  state  that  they  have  never  made 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order !  Mr,  any  such  mis-statement ;  and,  whether, 

Pickorsgill.  therefore,    as  the  matter  affects  their 

honour  and  integrity,  he  will  give  them 

•*  TIIE    SWEATING   SYSTEM  "—THE  an    opportunity   to   prove   their   asser- 

LORDS'  COMMITTEE.  tion? 

Mr.  PICKERSQILL(Bethnal Green,  ..^f,^   f'?^?^^'^  ^P^^^v    ^T'.T^ 

S  W  ^  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  (^®®^s»  ^0  •  ^  *^  ^^^^  obliged  to  the 

of  Tride,  Whether  it  is  intended  that  hon  MenxW  for  putting  this  Question, 

xu               1-          rxu    n         -i-i.  ^    *au«  because  i  nave  ret  erred  to  my  answer  to 

tho  proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  the  ,     ^       Member's  former  Question,  and 

House  of   Lords,  to  inquire  into    the  y  i.i  •  i   '4.  •             i.       •          *..    x«          t 

..Q       . .        o    i.       i»    1    11  iv«  r. *^  i  think  it  IS  open  to  misconstruction.     I 

the""  uwk^  ^               ^  °«^*''  '''**"'^^^  *°  «^y  tJ^**  *^«  «">py'«*'» 

TiiE    PEESIDENT    (Sir    Michael  '°  ^jl^/f  "^  ^"^  mis-stated   their  age, 

Hicks-Beacu)  (Bristol.  W.) :  I  under-  T'^t    Q  T^'"*'    ^^^^Z"^  A'\f''ll 

stand  that  tho  Committoo  have  decided  f?'  the  Sub-Committee  which  dealt  with 

to  admit  the  public  to  hear  the  evidence  *^«  "»dmdual  cases  of  copyists  recom- 

taken  before  them.  mended  for  promotion,  that  those  who 

were  within  the  age  for  competition  for 

the  Lower  Division  in  tho  ordinary  way 

SCOTLAND-THE  POLICE  AT  ROGAliT,  ^^re  not  eligible  for  special  promotion  ; 

SUTHERLANDSHIRE.  ^nd  in  recommending  these  men  it  must 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland)  be  obvious  that  there  was  mis-statement 

asked  tho  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his  or  mistake  as  to  their  age  and  eh'gi- 

attention  has  been  called  to  a  report  in  bility ;  but  I  am  far  from  imputing  in* 

The  Ifighland  News  of  3rd  instant  of  an  tentional  mis-statement  to  anyone. 

Colonel  King' Barman 
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Mr.  Arthur  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  aslccd,  whether  tho  hon.  Qen- 
tloman  had  mado  himself  acquainted 
with  the  nature  of  the  work  which 
Brattle  had  for  eight  years  been  en- 
gaged in  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gontloman  will  see  that  it  would  not  be 
X>os6ible — and  that,  if  possible,  it  would 
be  verj  unwise — for  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  to  examine  personally  the  work 
of  individuals  in  the  Departments.  That 
matter  has  been  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Department  to  deal  with.  Al- 
though I  am  most  anxious  to  answer 
any  Question  upon  any  subject  relating 
to  my  Department,  I  feel  that  these  con- 
tinued Questions  with  reference  to  indi- 
viduals and  their  work  is  creating  very 
great  difficulty  in  the  Civil  Service.  I 
hope  that  I  shall  not  be  understood  in 
any  way  to  shrink  from  giving  the 
fullest  and  most  complete  information ; 
but  hon.  Members  must  see  how  diffi- 
cult it  is  for  the  Heads  of  Departments 
to  carry  on  their  respective  Departments 
if  individual  grievances  are  to  be  made 
the  subject  of  Questions  in  tho  Ilouse. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Will 
tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  take  steps 
to  ascertain  from  the  Heads  of  the  De- 
partment if  a  certain  man,  who  was  em- 
ployed at  lOi.  an  hour,  has  for  the  last 
eight  years  been  engaged  on  confiden- 
tial work,  relating  to  tho  adeanco  of  the 
Russians  in  Central  Asia,  and  to  impor- 
tant State  secrets,  which  the  Press,  if 
they  had  been  able  to  bribe  him,  would 
have  been  glad  to  get  hold  of  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  think,  after  what 
I  have  said,  I  must  adhere  to  the  posi- 
tion I  have  taken  up,  that  it  would  be 
exceedingly  improper,  if  not  impossible, 
to  examine  into  individual  cases. 

GOLD  AND   SILVER-IIALL   MARKING 
OF  FOREIGN  WATCHES. 

Mr.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  in  the  paragraph  in  tho  Memo- 
randum accompanying  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Hall  Marking  of 
Foreign  Watch  Cases,  to  the  effect  that 
while  in  the  assay  offices — 

"  In  London,  Birmingham,  and  Sheffield, 
accurate  balances  and  modern  appliances  have 
been  adopted.^  in  other  offices  less  accurate 
and  even  primitive  methods  of  treatment  have 
been  retained," 

the  phrase  ''other offices"  is  intended 


to  include  tho  Chester  Assay  Office; 
and,  whether  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  visited  the  Chester  Assay 
Office  on  the  14th  of  October  last  ox- 
pressed  themselves  as  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  accuracy  of  the  balances  and 
the  correctness  of  the  appliances  used 
therein  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  para- 
graph refers  to  all  the  offices,  including 
Chester,  and  the  Committee,  when  at 
Chester,  exprossed  no  such  opinion  as 
the  hon.  Member  refers  to.  Had  they 
done  so,  it  would  have  been  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA— MR.  G.  W. 
LEAKE,  POLICE  MAGISTRATE  OP 
PERTH. 

Mr.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  George  Walpole  Leake,  Police 
Magistrate  in  Perth,  Western  Australia, 
who  has  b^en  lately  appointed  Acting 
Justice  by  Governor  Broom  during  the 
suspension  of  Chief  Justice  Onslow,  was 
convicted  in  Perth  and  fined  £10  for 
having  used  a  defaced  postage  stamp ; 
whether  he  was  committed  for  contempt 
of  Court  in  the  same  town ;  whether  he 
is  the  same  George  Walpole  Leake  who, 
while  acting  as  Attorney  General,  as- 
saulted an  attorney  named  Burt  by  hurl- 
ing at  him  a  large  pewter  ink  bottle 
during  a  trial  in  the  Supreme  Court ; 
and,  whether  the  Colonial  Office  Regu- 
lation, No.  75,  has  been  departed  from 
in  appointing  him  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  find  that  there  is  no  record 
in  the  Colonial  Office  of  the  circum- 
stances referred  to.  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  state  whether  the  transactions 
which  he  alleges  to  have  occurred  were 
of  distant  or  recent  date  ;  but  whatever 
foundation  there  may  be  for  the  state- 
ments which  have  reached  him,  it  is 
clear  that  successive  Governors  have 
held  a  high  opinion  of  Mr.  Leake's  cha- 
racter and  ability,  as  he  has  since  1 867 
been  on  many  occasions  appointed  to  act 
as  Crown  Solicitor,  Police  Magistrate, 
Attorney  General,  and  Public  Prosecu- 
tor; and  he  now  holds  the  responsible 
post  of  Police  Magistrate  of  Perth,  tho 
capital  of  the  Colony.  His  appointment 
to  act  temporarily  as  Chief  Justice  haa 
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inTolved  no  departure  from    the    7oth  without  the  House  having  full  oppor- 

Gulouial  Begulation,  which   relates  to  tunity  of  considering  each  case. 

permanent  appointment. 

^  **  LAW   AND   JUSTICE   (ENGLAND    AND 

THE  BOUNDARIES  COMMISSION— THE        WALES)  —  THE     DEVON    QUARTER 

REPORT  SESSIONS-CASE  OF  HENRY  HART. 

1.T     riTT  *  xTisTTKrn /XT    XV        i      T.N       S«  JOHN  KENNAWAY  (Devon, 

^5\v^4^^^^^^?'iv^TP'*',"'^-^  Honiton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 

asked  the  President  of  the  Local   Go-  j^,  ^,,3  ^^^^  Department,  Whether  he 

vernment  Board,  Whether,  having  re-  ^^„  ^„^  ^^^^  the  decision  at  which  he 

gard  to  the  Report  of  the  Secretary  to  ^^  ^^^^^  j^  ^^  ^^  ^o  the  case  of 

the  Boundaries  Commission,  dated  2nd  ^  ^art.  sentenced  at  the  Devon 

January,  1888,  which  states  that  at  that  q^^^^^,  &^Aon%  held  in  February,  to 

date  only  ono-fourth  of  the  work  had  ^^^  ^^^^j^^,  imprisonment,  with  hard 

been  done,  and  that  the  work  of  the  j^^^,       ,^^  ^^^^^      ^^^    t^^  property 

Commission  would  probably  not  be  com-  of  his  employer,  with  respect  to  which 

pletedtiU  '  about  the  end  of  July,"  he  ^^^^^^^^  a  largely  signed  Petition  has 

will  take  steps  to  obtain  from  the  Com-  i,^^^  forwardet  to  the  Home  Office  by 

?"r-?i  '',^'®^»°)"'?7  Report    stating  residents    in    the    locality,    asking  oi 

definitely  the  princ.plos  on   which  tho  ^„j„„^      ^^^^^  f^^  ^  remission  of  a 

Commission    have    decided    to    adjust  portion  of  the  sentence  ? 

overlapping  boundaries  of  unions ;  and,  *-  ^^^  SECRETARY  or  STATE  (Mr. 

whetherhewiUarrangethat  such  Pre-  Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 

limmary  Report  snail  be  m  the  hands  of  ,„efully  considered  the  case  of  Hart, 

Members  of  this  House  before  the  Easter  gentenced  at  Devon  Sessions,  andlre- 

/f'fd'wfr^.rr.  ^^r^'  Krf^cJ  ;r  tSfseiS"  m^s 

Eye)  asked  Whether  the  statement,  on  ^^  ^^^^  been  most  carefully 

page  517  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates,  ^^^^^^^^^^  by  the  magistrates  in  consul- 

^at  the  work  of  the  Local  Government  ^^^j^^  ^h  ^^e  circumstances  of  the 

lioundary  Commission  will  be  completed  * 

about  the  end  of  July,  is  to  be  taken  to 

indicate  that  the  Keport  will  be  issued  LOTTERIES  ACT— THE  '*  BIiACKBURN 
at  that  time  ;   and,  whether  it  will  be  EVENING  EXPRESS  " 

possible  to  afford  to  Members  an  earlier  ^j  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
opportunity    of   becoming    acquainted       ,    ,  „     Attomev  General   Whether 

with  the  general  roan  ts  of  the  inquiry  ?  ^^^^  '^\  Attorney  general,  wnetfler 

TnE    PRESIDENT    (Mr.    RitchIe)  ^«  ^''^  ;^*"'"'fp  ^^"^  /'V-rf  f  *ff '"'* 

(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  does  ^X^awTA^^r^es  e^^^^^ 

not  devolve  on  the  Commissioners  to  J?*^       S    /   •      ♦??^!tt.^iLT! 

adjust  tho  boundaries;    but  to  make  * oT '^'ia  o^th!  tevTlS  ofT t 

Buch  recommendations  as  they  deem  de-  P    ^     i    ^  ;i      .1, a  *.^  S   ^at      au 

.    1,       .-,  J  .         1,    T     *.        L  lournal,  and  will  send  to  its  omco  the 

Birable  with  regard  to  such  adjustment.  "^  L  •  *«j  •  x.  ^«..«    ^  a      u 

As  roffards  the  Question  as  to  the  Drin-  coupon  printed  m  oach  copy ;  and,  whe- 

AS  regards  tneuuestion  as  to  tne  pnn-  ^^^^  ^^^j^  .^  ^^  infringement  of  the  law 
ciples  on  which  the  Commissioners  will  '     f  1  tt    *     ? 

act,  I  should  presume  that  in  each  case  ""^^^l  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 

when  the  facts  have  been  ascertained  jj    ^^        Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 

the  decision  of  the  Boundary  Commis-  ^        considered  the  advertisement  in 

Bioners  would  be  accordinir  to  the  cir-  .,  1  •  u  «.i.^  i  ^      >«• v      i 

X  *  Ai-  1-1  T  the  paper  which  the  lion.  Member  has 

cumstances  of  the   particular  case.     I  ,       ^  *^  j  u  a^  ««„j ^   j    • 

will    communicate   with   the    Commis-  been  good  enough  to  send  me ;  and,  m 

Bioners  as  to  whether  it  is  their  inten-  "^^   ,^P^,^^^°» .  ^^?   ^^^^^^     ^^'^*°  P"^? 

tioD  to  submit  any  Preliminary  Report.  f^t'^oHes.''^'  ^^  ""^ 

In  answer  to  a  further  Question,  Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Will  the  hon. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  I  hope  on  Mon-  and  learned  Gentleman  take  action  in 

day  next  to  be  able  to  explain  to  the  the  matter? 

House  the  principles  on  which  the  Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  It  is 
boundaries  will  be  drawn.  Tho  House  not  for  mo  to  take  action ;  but  I  will 
may  be  satisfied  that  no  re-adjustment  take  care  that  the  attention  of  tho  pro- 
of boundaries  will  be  determined  upon  per  authorities  is  called  to  the  matter. 

Baron  Henry  D$  Wonna 
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IRELAND  — THE    LORD    LIEUTENANT 
AND   CHIEF   SECRETARY. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
diffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  Government  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Beturn  giving  the 
dates  on  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
absent  from,  and  on  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  present  in,  Ireland  during 
the  year  1887? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  No,  Sir. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS-POLITICAL  DEMON- 
STRATIONS-MR. GEOFFREY  BROWN- 
ING, MR.  FOTTRELL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
had  the  following  Question  on  the  Paper : 
To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
If  the  **  Geoffrey  Browning,"  who  signed 
the  address  to  the  right  hon.  Members 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  and 
Rossendalo  for  the  recent  Unionist  de- 
monstration in  Dublin  is  the  gentleman 
who  receives  £1,000  as  Solicitor  to  the 
Irish  Land  Oommission  ;  and,  if  Mr.  B. 
Leech,  author  of  a  pamphlet  against 
Home  Bule,  price  3i.,  is  paid  a  similar 
salary  as  Examiner  on  Title  to  the  Irish 
Land  Purchase  Commission  ?  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that  before 
he  asked  the  Question  which  stood  in 
his  name,  he  wished  to  state  that  as  he 
wrote  the  Question  it  would  read — '*  To 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
the  Geoffrey  Browning,  who  signed  the 
address  to  Lord  Hartington  and  Mr. 
Gt)8chen  for  the  recent  Tory  demonstra- 
tion in  Dublin,  etc.'*  For  the  word 
"  Tory  "  the  word  **  Unionist "  had  been 
substituted.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  word  Tory  was  an  un -Parlia- 
mentary word  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  then  asked  the 
Question. 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  will 
endeavour  to  answer  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  without  referring  to 
the  word  **Tory."  Mr.  Geoffrey  Brown- 
ing, who  signed  the  address  to  the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  and  Mr.  Gbsohen, 
is  the  Solicitor  to  the  Irish  Land  Oom- 
mission, and  receives  £1,000  a-year. 
Mr.  Leech  also  receives  the  same  salary 
as  Examiner  on  Title  to  the  Irish  Land 
Purchase  Oommission,  and  is  the  author 


of  a  pamphlet  entitled  The  Continuity  of 
the  Irish  Revolutionary  Movement.  Ques- 
tions somewhat  similar  to  these  have 
several  times  been  put  to  me  relative  to 
other  members  of  the  Oivil  Service ;  and 
it  may  be  as  well  that  I  should  state  the 
position  of  the  Treasury  in  regard  to 
the  general  question  as  to  how  far  per- 
manent Oivil  servants  are  at  liberty  to 
take  part  in  politics.  There  is,  I  am 
informed,  no  written  Eule  extending  to 
the  whole  Service  on  tho  subject ;  but 
the  existence  of  an  unwritten  but  opera- 
tive law  is  proved  by  the  rarity  of  the 
charges  of  partizanship  brought  against 
Oivil  servants.  Speaking  generally,  the 
Eule  is  as  I  have  before  stated — namely, 
that  permanent  members  of  the  Oivil 
Service  of  all  grades  are  to  avoid  taking 
any  public  or  prominent  part  in  politics ; 
as  it  is  only  under  these  conditions  that 
satisfactory  relations  between  Ministers 
and  Oivil  Service  Departments,  and  with 
the  public  at  large,  are  possible.  Her 
Majesty's  Government — and,  I  think, 
all  previous  Governments — have  desired 
to  give  to  Oivil  servants,  within  the 
bounds  I  have  indicated,  the  fullest  pos- 
sible freedom  as  to  the  exercise  of  their 
political  opinions  ;  but  if  complaints 
that  such  freedom  had  been  abused  be- 
came frequent,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  consider  what  Eegu- 
lations  were  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  the  interests  of  the  general  body  of 
the  Oivil  Service.  In  certain  Depart- 
ments the  Heads  have  already  laid  down 
Eules  on  the  subject ;  but  these  Eules 
are  not  general  to  the  Service,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  rely  on  the  good 
sense  of  the  permanent  Oivil  Service  to 
make  the  issue  of  Eegulations  unneces- 
sary. I  am  informed  by  the  Irish  Land 
Oommissioners  that  they  have  always 
disapproved  of  any  of  their  ofBlcials 
taking  part  in  any  political  manifesta- 
tion. In  the  above  cases,  and  also  in 
that  of  another  gentleman,  and  who 
subscribed  to  the  fund  for  Mr.  Wilfrid 
Blunt's  defence,  the  Oommissioners  con- 
veyed their  disapproval  to  those  gentle- 
men when  the  matter  was  first  brought 
under  their  notice  some  two  months  ago: 
I  may  add  that,  having  had  very  con- 
siderable experience  of  the  Oivil  Service, 
and  having  had  as  my  Private  Secretary, 
in  my  first  Office  of  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  a  gentleman  of  opposite 
politics  to  my  own,  and  who  served 
me  most  loyally  and  faithfully,  but  who 


1307    Administralton  of  the  fTar    {COMMONS}  Office  and  AdmiraUy.       1S08 


subsequently  became  Private  Secretary 
to  the  Prime  Minister,  and  who  now 
holds  a  high  office  in  the  Civil  Service, 
I  wish  to  bear  my  testimony  generally 
to  the  groat  discretion  exercised  by  those 
gentlemen  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty 
both  as  Civil  servants  and  citizens.  I 
should  deeply  regret  if  it  were  neces- 
sary to  impose  any  restriction  upon 
them,  because  I  think,  generally  speak- 
ing, it  is  not  necessary  or  deserved.  I 
trust,  therefore,  that  the  assurance  of 
the  Government  that  Civil  servants  will 
be  discouraged  from  taking  any  active 
part,  by  way  of  public  speaking,  in 
politics  will  be  sufficient  to  prevent  the 
issue  of  any  Eegulation  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  Will 
the  prohibition  extend  to  the  Inspector 
of  Irish  Fisheries,  who  made  a  speech 
in  the  General  Synod  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  As  to  the  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  Examiner 
on  Titlo  to  the  Irish  Land  Purchase 
Commissioner,  Mr.  Brougham  Leech, 
who  wrote  a  pamphlot  on  the  continuity 
of  the  Irish  Hottentot  movement,  or 
whatever  it  was,  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man prepared  to  say  whether  that 
pamphlet  will,  after  the  remark  he  has 
made,  be  withdrawn  from  circulation  7 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  add  anything  to  what  I 
have  already  stated.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  aware  that  in 
times  past  many  eminent  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  have  used  their  pens  to 
forward  views  which  they  advocated  as 
private  citizens.  I  have  in  my  mind 
specially  one  gentleman— Sir  Thomas 
Farrer — who  scarcely  allowed  a  month 
to  pass  without  taking  park  in  political 
controversies  in  periodicals.  No  objec- 
tion has  ever  been  taken,  nor  has  any 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  though 
opposed  to  him  in  politics,  had  occasion 
to  find  fault  with  Sir  Thomas  Farrer  in 
the  course  ho  pursued.  I  think  I  have 
flaid  enough  to  show  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  discourage  partizanship  on  the 
part  of  Civil  servants,  and  it  must  be 
left  to  the  Heads  of  Departments  to 
determine  at  present  whether  that  par- 
tizanship is  unfair  or  not. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  With 
reference  to  this  Question,  may  I  asl^ 

Mr.  IF.  If.  Smith 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  fact 
that  occurred  in  the  same  Department, 
that  Mr.  George  Fottrell  was  dismissed 
by  his  Predecessors  in  the  Irish  Office 
because  he  expressed  a  elight  opinion  in 
favour  of  a  certain  provision  of  the 
Land  Act ;  and  is  he,  on  the  face  of  that 
precedent,  going  to  dismiss  one  man  be- 
cause he  expresses  an  opinion  on  one 
side,  and  retain  another  man  because  he 
has  expressed  very  much  greater  par- 
tizanship on  the  other  side  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  circumstances  under  which 
Mr.  George  Fottrell  was  dismissed. 

Mr.  DILLON :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cause  inquiry,  because  this 
is  a  matter  of  considerable  importance? 
I  will  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  will  he 
cause  inquiry  into  the  matter,  so  that 
the  Irish  people  may  not  be  led  to  be- 
lieve that  a  man  who  had  displayed 
partizanship  in  favour  of  the  Unionist 
Party  would  escape  censure,  while  a 
man  who  expressed  an  opinion  on  the 
other  side  would  be  dismissed  from  his 
office? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  for  Monday,  I  shall  be  ready  to 
answer  him. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  wiU  do  so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  There  is  a  Blue 
Book  on  the  subject  issued  in  1881. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  AETHUR  0»C0NN0R  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Is  there  any  objection  to  issue 
a  Rule  for  the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service, 
applying  not  only  to  the  Heads  of  De- 
partments but  also  to  the  lower  offi- 
cials ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  object  to 
answer  a  Question  affecting  a  large 
number  of  loyal  servants  of  the  Crown 
without  Notice. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  shall 
ask  the  Question  to-morrow. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  WAR 
OFFICE  AND  ADMIRALTY  —  THE 
ROYAL    COMMISSION. 

Lord  CHARLES  BBRE8F0RD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whon  he  will  nominate 
the  Royal  Commission  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  promised,  to  inqoire  into 
the  system  of  administration  at  the  War 
Office  and  Admiralty;  and;  if  he  will 
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give  the  names  of  those  who  are  to 
serve  on  it,  and  state  the  earliest  date 
on  which  it  is  expected  the  Commission 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  would 
see  that  the  importance  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  very  great,  and  therefore  the 
Government  must  exercise  considerable 
care  in  the  selection  of  the  gentlemen 
who  were  to  bo  nominated.  He  was 
unable  to  say  when  the  Commission 
would  be  nominated ;  but  no  time  would 
be  lost  in  coming  to  a  decision  upon  the 
matter. 
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INDENTURED  APPRENTICESHIPS. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditoh,  Baggers- 
ton)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  instruct  the 
Labour  Bureau  to  prepare,  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  House  and  the  country, 
a  Return  of  the  number  of  skilled  arti- 
zans  and  mechanics  engaged  in  the 
leading  industries  of  the  country  who 
have  acquired  a  knowledge  of  their 
yarious  crafts  by  means  of  indentured 
apprenticeships  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.)  (who  replied)  said:  It 
would  be  impossible  accurately  to  ascer- 
tain the  number  of  workmen  who  have 
been  trained  under  indentures,  without 
a  special  Census  of  all  the  artizans  and 
mechanics  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
which  the  Labour  Bureau  has  no  statu- 
tory powers  of  enforcing.  I  am  informed 
that  the  system  of  indentured  appren- 
ticeships has  for  many  years  been  gradu- 
ally falling  into  disuse,  although  it  is  still, 
to  a  very  limited  extent,  in  existence. 

Mb.  CREMER  said,  the  Labour 
Bureau  was  in  touch  with  organized 
bodies  of  working  men,  and  ho  thought 
the  information  might  be  obtained  by 
means  of  such  organizations. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
said,  that  was  a  very  much  smaller 
question  than  was  implied  in  the  one  in 
print.  He  thought  the  number  of  arti- 
zans with  whom  the  Labour  Bureau  was 
in  communication  amounted  to  not  more 
than  140,090.  Of  course,  the  statistics 
relating  to  so  small  a  number  would  be 
comparatively  of  very  little  value.  He 
would  communicate  with  Mr.  Burnett 
op  the  subject. 


METROPOLIS  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT^ 

BILL. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  afford  facilities  for  discuss- 
ing the  Metropolis  Local  Government 
Bill,  or  for  dealing  with  the  subject? 

TiiE  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  he  greatly  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  unable  to  secure 
time  on  the  previous  day  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Metropolis  Local  Government 
Bill;  but  he  would  perceive  from  the 
state  of  Public  Business  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  afford  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  a  subject  which  was 
of  such  importance  that  it  required  to 
be  taken  up  by  the  Government  of  the 
day.  He  hoped  to  be  able  in  a  short 
time  to  state  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  upon  the  matter. 

POST  OFFICE— THE   DELAY  IN  THE 
FRENCH  MAIL  SERVICE. 
In  reply  to  Mr.    Hbnnikbb  Hbaton 
(Canterbury)  and  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowthee 
(Cumberland,  Penrith), 

ThePOSTMASTEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University)  said  : 
Before  the  hon.  Members'  Questions 
reached  me  I  had  already  set  on  foot 
inquiries  as  to  what  remedy  could  be 
found  for  the  temporary  inconvenience 
caused  by  the  block  on  the  French  Eail- 
way.  I  understand  that  prompt  steps 
are  being  taken  to  remove  that  block, 
and  that  the  normal  mail  service  with 
France  may  bo  expected  to  be  resumed 
very  soon.  But  should  the  obstruction 
unfortunately  continue,  the  Post  OfHce 
is  devising  with  the  contractors  for  the 
Channel  Service  means  for  preventing,  as 
far  as  possible,  delays  in  the  mail  service. 

SITTINGS     AND     ADJOURNMENT     OF 

THE    HOUSE-THR    EASTER 

RECESS. 

Mb.  MAEK  STEWAET  (Kirkcud- 
bright): Can  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  inform  the  House  on  what 
day,  and  for  how  long,  the  House  will 
adjourn  for  the  Easter  holidays  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
not  in  my  power  positively  to  inform  the 
House  when  I  shall  be  able  to  ask  it  to 
rise  for  the  Easter  holidajrs ;  but  I  hope, 
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if  the  course  of  Business  should  permit, 
that  we  may  adjourn  after  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday,  the  27th  instant, 
until,  I  think,  the  Thursday  in  the  fol- 
lowing woek. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— 
SECTION  30. 

Mr.  T.  W.  KUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  private  Notice, 
Whether  he  could  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  before  the  discussion  on  the 
arrears  question  next  Wednesday,  any 
further  information  as  to  the  working 
of  the  30th  section  of  the  Land  Act  of 
last  Session,  especially  as  regards  the 
way  in  which  arrears  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  County  Court  Judges  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  that  is  a  subject  upon  which  I  am 
endeavouring  to  collect  information. 
As  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  probably 
aware,  it  rests  with  the  clerks  of  the 
Court  to  supply  it,  and  I  cannot  get  it 
direct  from  my  own  officials ;  therefore, 
I  cannot  insure  having  all  the  informa- 
tion which  I  desire  to  lay  before  the 
House ;  but  I  have  received  information 
with  regard  to  certain  counties,  and  that, 
together  with  any  other  information  that 
I  am  able  to  lay  before  the  House,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  produce. 

PRIVILEGE— THE  NATIONAL  RADICAL 

UNION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  :  I  beg  to  claim  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  whilst  I  bring 
before  it  what  seems  to  be  a  Breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House.  A  few 
days  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  brought  for- 
ward an  Amendment  in  Committee  of 
Supply  to  reduce  the  amount  required 
for  Special  Missions.  A  certain  number 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House  went 
into  the  Lobby  and  voted  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  favour  of  that  reduction. 
The  result  of  that  has  been  that  an 
Association  calling  itself  the  National 
Radical  Union  has  sent  a  letter  to 
the  constituents  of  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  voted  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  and  it  is  in  this  letter. 
Sir,  that  I  think  the  Breach  of  Privilege 
lies.  That,  Sir,  is  a  question  which  you 
will  be  able  to  decide,     I  will  read  the 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


letter,  and  then,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  make  a  few  remarks  upon  it. 
It  is  issued  from  Birmingham,  ana  is  as 
follows: — 

'*  National  Radical  Union,  Corporation 
"Street,  Birmingham, 

«  March  6,1888. 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  desire  to  impress  upon  yon 
the  importance  of  making  the  moit  in  your 
columns  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Peter  Esslemont, 
M.P.,  supported  Mr.  Labouchere  and  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor  in  their  unpatriotic  and  mean  at- 
tempt to  mar  the  international  amity  between 
two  kindred  nations  by  refusing  to  grant  the 
unusually  small  Vote  for  defraying  the  ex- 
pense of  Mr.  Chamberlain's  Mission  to  the 
United  Stetes."— 

Now,  Sir,  the  sting  of  the  letter  lies  in 
the  tail — 

*'This  will  tell  ver^  much  against  Glad- 
stonian  Secessionists  if  well  worked  in  your 
columns." 

I  am  very  sorry  to  say  that  a  similar 
letter  has  been  sent  to  my  constituency, 
and  I  ask  whether  you  do  not  consider 
this  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this 
House  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mr.  MAODONALD  CAMERON: 
I  beg  to  move  that  this  letter  is  a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
there  is  not  even  a  primd  fade  case  of 
Privilege. 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DA  F. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [12th  March], 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

ADMINISTRATIVE     SYSTEM    OF    THE 
ADMIRALTY.— IIESOLUTION. 

[adjourned  dbbath.] 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne) 
said,  that  the  remarks  he  was  address- 
ing to  the  House  were  stopped  by  the 
clock  on  Monday.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, propose  to  trespass  at  any  length 
upon  the  further  indulgence  of  the 
House;  he  was  quite  sensible  of  the 
kindness  which  he  had  already  received. 
Ho  was  endeavouring  when  interrupted 
in  his  argument  to  press  on  the  Oove^a^ 
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ment  the  importance  of  widening  the 
scope  of  their  inquiry  into  the  sjstem  of 
organization  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
and  he  was  attempting  to  show  how  it 
might  he  included  in  the  ordinary  way 
in  a  Eeport  on  the  naval  defence  of  the 
Empire;  its  sufficiency  and  efficiency. 
In  support  of  that  argument  ho  had 
ventured  to  quote  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  Oolonial  Conference,  and  ho  had 
read  an  extract  from  a  letter  written  hy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  in 
Septemher,  1884,  in  which  the  case  was 
very  powerfully  put.  He  (Admiral 
Field)  came  now  to  a  second  branch  of 
the  subject  in  reference  to  which  he  had 
placed  a  formal  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
but  which,  he  understood,  the  Forms  of 
the  House  would  not  allow  to  be  put ; 
but  before  doing  so  ho  desired  to 
refer  to  the  want  of  dock  accommoda- 
tion in  Bombay — a  question  which  ho 
had  brought  before  the  House  in  1886, 
and  again  last  year,  having  been  struck 
by  the  fact  that  it  had  been  necessary 
to  send  from  India  a  flagship  in  order 
that  she  might  be  repaired  at  Malta. 
He  looked  at  it  as  a  public  scandal  to 
the  Indian  Empire,  which  this  country 
had  to  guard,  that  wo  should  not  have 
dock  accommodation  for  a  flrst-class 
iron-clad  at  Bombay.  Last  year  they 
were  told  that  a  dock  was  to  be  made, 
and  he  believed  that  Estimates  had 
been  furnished  to  the  Government  which 
showed  that  some  £80,000  or  £100,000 
were  all  that  was  required  to  provide 
the  necessary  accommodation ;  but  the 
Indian  and  Imperial  Government  had 
been  fighting  with  each  other  as  to 
which  was  to  pay  the  cost.  They  wore 
told  now  that  the  dock  was  to  be  made, 
and  he  should  like  to  hear  from  the 
Admiralty  what  progress  had  been  made 
in  providing  the  necessary  accommo- 
dation. He  now  camo  to  the  second 
branch  of  the  subject — namely,  the 
Admiralty  Administration.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  House  and  of  the  whole  coun- 
try had  been  called  to  that  subject  in 
connection  with  the  resignation  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebono  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford).  Ho  had  no  right  to  speak  for  the 
noblo  and  gallant  Lord,  who  made  an 
admirable  speech  the  other  day ;  but  it 
was  not  difficult  for  naval  men  to  read 
and  look  into  the  motives  of  the  noble 
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and  gallant  Lord's  resignation.  They 
were  highly  honourable  to  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  himself ;  but  he  (Admiral 
Field)  was  satisfied  that  the  resignation 
was  not  sent  in  simply  on  the  question  of 
the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Intelli- 
ence  Department.  He  thought  the 
reasons  for  it  were  much  deeper  and 
wider  and  more  subtle,  and  he  asked 
the  attention  of  the  House  while  he 
ventured  to  explain  the  views  which 
naval  men  took  of  this  important  ques- 
tion of  naval  administration.  He  thought 
the  Orders  in  Council,  which  were 
alluded  to  in  the  Motion  standing  in  his 
name,  wore  at  the  root  of  the  whole 
matter.  They  found  no  great  com- 
plaints made  about  the  administration 
of  the  Admiralty  up  to  the  year  18G9; 
but  ever  since  1869  there  had  been  con- 
tinual complaints;  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
responsible  and  distinguished  men  were 
appointed  to  the  Admiralty  on  account 
of  their  real  ability,  and  yet  they  had 
virtually  no  power  whatever.  He  did 
not  propose  to  weary  the  House  by 
reflecting  on  the  course  pursued  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  who 
was  the  first  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
introduce  a  great  change ;  but  it  was 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  The  Admiralty 
was  one  of  the  oldest  institutions  in  the 
country,  and  it  ought  to  be  respected  on 
account  of  its  antiquity.  The  Office  of 
Lord  High  Admiral  was  an  ancient 
one ;  it  was  vested  in  the  Crown ;  but  it 
was  a  power  which  could  be,  and  had 
been,  delegated  from  time  to  timo.  On 
a  few  occasions  nominees  of  the  Crown 
had  been  called  Lord  High  Admi- 
ral ;  but  in  the  lieign  of  William 
and  Mary  the  House  of  Commons — 
jealous  of  the  power  of  the  Lord  High 
Admiral — desired  that  it  should  be  put 
In  Commission,  and  the  Act  then  passed 
had  remained  on  the  Statute  Book  up 
to  the  present  time.  The  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  had  led  the  Housoto 
believe  that  naval  men  were  now  going 
in  for  what  was  called  "  supremacy  "  at 
the  Board.  That  was  altogether  wrong ; 
no  such  feeling  existed  on  the  part  of 
naval  men.  All  they  wished  was  that  the 
Naval  Members  of  the  Board  should  have 
real  power  and  responsibility  as  defined 
by  Act  of  Parliament.   They  wero  Oomr 
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mission  era  co-equal  by  law,  but  by  the 
usage  of  centuries  that  co-equal  power 
had  ceased  to  exist.  He  maintained 
that  their  rights  still  exist  by  law,  and 
that  they  ought  not  to  be  ignored  by  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown.  The  Orders  in 
Council  from  18G9  and  1872  down  to 
1882  were  all  unnecessary  and  ultra  vires; 
therefore  they  were  illegal  and  ought  to 
be  withdrawn.  IIo  had  discussed  the 
question  with  eminent  lawyers,  and 
they  all  went  with  him  in  maintaining 
that  nothing  could  alter  tho  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  that  no  Order  in  Council 
could  take  away  from  or  add  to 
the  power  which  was  conferred  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  therefore 
maintained  that  these  Orders  in 
Council  ought  never  to  Lave  been 
issued,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn. It  was  not  that  naval  men  had 
any  notion  of  calling  in  question  the 
supremacy  of  the  First  Lord.  The  First 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty  had  always 
worked  harmoniously  with  their  Col- 
leagues, and,  on  their  part,  no  naval  men 
he  had  ever  heard  of  had  disputed  or 
sought  in  any  way  to  undermine  or  in- 
terfere with  the  authority  or  with  the 
supremacy  of  the  First  Lord,  who  must 
be  a  Cabinet  Minister,  and  it  was  simply 
trailing  a  red  herring  across  the  scent  to 
pretend  that  naval  men  had  any  such  idea. 
No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  thought 
all  he  did  was  right.  What  was  wanted 
was  strong  men  at  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty  ;  but  in  regard  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that,  although  ho  proved  him- 
self politically  strong,  he  was  a  very 
self-willed  man.  He  hoped  they  might 
never  meet  with  as  strong  a  man  again, 
but  the  experience  and  training  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  obtained 
in  the  Colonies,  where  no  respect  was 
entertained  for  traditions.  Naval  men 
believed  that  that  fact  accounted  for  the 
exercise  of  the  supreme  will  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  having  these  Orders 
in  Council  issued.  He  would  quote  for 
the  benefit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  opinion  of  the  Legal  Adviser  of  the 
Admiralty  of  that  time,  Mr.  Bristow,  in 
examination  by  tho  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  which 
inquired  into  the  subject.  Mr.  Bristow 
— the  Solicitor  to  the  Admiralty — was 
asked  by  the  Duke  of  Somerset— 
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*<  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  tho  Order  in  Council 
of  18G9  is  not  only  at  variance  with  the  Patent 
issued  suhsoquently,  but  it  is  also  at  variance  with 
tho  Common  Law,  npon  which  the  usuaf?e  of  tho 
Admiralty  rests  ?— 1  am  inclined  to  think  that  it 
is." 

Mr.  Bristow  also  said  that  subsequent 
Patents  would  annul  tho  Order  in 
Council.  It  amounted  to  this — that 
the  Orders  in  Council,  although  thus 
annulled,  had  been  acted  on  as  if 
legal ;  and  it  was  only  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  the  question  could  bo 
raised,  and  the  legality  of  these  Orders 
in  Council  properly  tested.  It  was 
difficult  to  expect  a  Minister,  when  he 
succeeded  to  the  position  of  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  found  an  Order 
in  Council  in  existence  which  gave  him 
supremacy,  and  converted  his  Council 
into  mere  subordinates,  would  get  rid  of 
that  Order.  He  had  shown  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  were  illegal ;  that  the 
Naval  Lords  were  not  responsible  to 
the  First  Lord ;  but  that  they  were  re- 
sponsible under  an  Act  of  Parliament 
to  the  Board,  the  First  Lord  being  re- 
sponsible to  the  House.  He,  therefore, 
contended  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
were  unnecessary ;  that  they  were  a 
burning  grievance  in  the  eyes  of  naval 
men  ;  and  that  they  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn. In  1873  the  late  Lord  Beacons- 
field  delivered  a  speech  in  Glasgow  at  a 
time  when  the  Navy  were  smarting  from 
the  rule  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh.  Lord 
Beaconsfield  said — 

•*  Ask  tiso  Naval  Profession  whether  they  have 
not  hcen  woriiod.  During  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Govcrnmcut,  the  whole  administrative  sjrstom 
of  the  Admiralty,  the  Coancil  which  had  alwajs 
great  influence  in  the  management  of  the  Navy. 
and  tho  peculiar  office  of  tho  Secretary  were  all 
swept  away  ;  and  in  [spite  1  may  say,  of  tho 
nightly  warnings  of  a  right  hon.  Friend,  who  is 
now  lost  to  us  all  and  his  country,  the  ablest 
Minister  of  tho  Admiralty  during  the  present 
reign — notwithstanding  his  nightly  warnings 
that  they  wcro  so  conducting  the  administration 
of  tho  Navy  that  they  would  probably  fall  into 
some  disaster,  his  remonstrances  were  in  vain, 
till  soon  the  most  costly  vessel  of  tho  State,  tho 
Captain ^  was  lost,  and  tho  perilous  voyage  of  tho 
Mfffoera  had  been  made,  whon  tho  country  would 
stand  it  no  longer.  They  rescinded  tho  whole  of 
this  worrying  arrangement,  and  appointed  a  new 
First  Lord  to  re-establish  the  whole  system." 

Lord  Beaconsfield  was  wrong.  He 
thought  it  had  been  done,  but  it  was 
n6t  done.  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  a 
high  authority  in  favour  of  the  naval 


1317    Admmitlratitf  Syitem      (Mabch 

view,  and  surely  when  a  man  of  aucb. 
eminenoe  apoke  in  that  senae  it  waa  a 
condemnation  of  the  Bystem,  and  the 
system  itaelf  ought  to  be  modified  out  of 
reapect  for  the  high  authority  which 
condemned  it.  The  right  hna.  Gentle- 
man the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer (Mr.  Goaohen)  eucoeeded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  Iho  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  as  Firat  Lord  ol  the 
Admiralty,  and  modified  tbo  Order  in 
Council  by  striking  out  the  most  hateful 
part  of  it.  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  the  Naval  Lords  IleadB  of  De- 
partments, but  still  left  them  responsible 
to  the  First  Lord.  That  was  his  point. 
His  contention  vns  that  they  ought  to 
got  rid  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  Naval 
men  had  always  respected  tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  and  had  always 
submitted  to  his  veto  on  all  points  sub- 
mitted to  the  Board,  in  considoration  fur 
tho  position  he  occupied ;  but  they  main- 
tained that  the  Firat  Lord  had  no  right  to 
abolish  the  Board.  Of  course,  he  could 
do  anything  with  a  majority  at  his  back, 
and  that  was  why  the  Orders  in  Council 
had  been  carried  out.  He  could  quote 
argument  after  argument  in  support  of 
hia  view.  It  was  held  by  the  Duko  of 
8i>merjOt,  by  Sir  James  Graham,  and 
by  other  eminent  Ministers  who  wore 
examined  before  the  Committees  of  1B61 
and  1871.  There  was  no  difference  of 
opinion  among  tham.  Sir  Jamoa  Gra- 
ham and  tho  Duke  of  Somerset  both 
agroed  that  tho  First  Lord  must  be 
Bupreme,  and  thoy  botii  laid  down  clearly 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  each  Navn!  Lord 
to  support  the  docisiona  of  the  First 
Lord.  Naval  men  appealed  to  tho  Front 
Bench  as  tho  exponents  and  guardians 
par  excellence  of  Conservative  principles, 
and  one  of  the  cherished  Conservative 

Erinciplea  waa  a  reapect  for  tho  law  as 
mg  as  it  was  tho  law.  They  said  that 
it  waa  their  duty  to  see  that  tho  law  was 
respected  so  long  as  it  was  on  the  Statute 
Book.  It  ought  to  be  respected,  and  so 
long  as  a  Minister,  whether  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  or  any  other 
Minister,  waa  responsible,  the  law  ought 
to  bo  respected  without  issuing  Orders 
in  Council,  as  tho  right  hon.  Gontleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  did, 
in  an  ovil  moment,  his  example  having 
been  followed,  unfortunately,  ever  since. 
Ilie  view  was  that  they  ought  to  transa^it 
the  business  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
vitb  a  full  se&ao  of  the  authority  of 
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every  Member  of  the  Board,  while  ac- 
knowlodging  the  supremacy  of  the  First 
Lord.  The  Duko  of  Somerset,  in  tho 
Report  of  tho  Committee  of  1871, 
said — 

"  Tlio  CatnmittcB  havo  Tiilod  to  diBCOvrr  the  ad- 
a  of  Hxing  llio  precise  tlulloor  Ihoiorarnl 


Lords  \>j  '  Orilcr  in  Council,'  A  Minuto  of  Ilio 
Banrd  would  tiavo  facilitated  >om«  re-ndjui(ment 
of  tliB  buBJncsB  .iceordin);  lo  Ihe  ipeciul  lualiflcn- 
tion>  of  Iho  I^rds  or  ever-rarjing  demands  of  llie 
ruUlIc  SerTJCB.  Tho  Order  in  Council,  IgC9,  ha* 
■□r»rdi«nl>lcd  ilia  Do.ird  that  it  U  no  longer  DttcJ 
for  oonsultntioniorfor  Ihe  roriow  of  nnv^il  ntTiira. 
Tire  tndont  Fntent  of  Admir.iltj,  qiinliaad  \ij 
lan^  usage,  had  eitnUliilied  nn  cqunlilf  of  llio 
l.orila  for  tlie  purpose  of  lUgRoition  and  oonskilta. 

tlio  First  Lord  for  tho  purpose]  of  notion." 
Tho  naval  men  accepted  that  definition. 
They  woro  perfectly  loyal  to  the  supro- 
mar^y  of  tho  First  Lord,  and  tho  prin- 
ciple ho  contended  for ;  but  they  main- 
tained that  the  Naval  Board  should 
meet  as  it  had  dono  for  centurioa,  al- 
though, by  the  usage  of  centuries,  the 
supremacy  of  the  First  Lord  mu&t  be 
acknowledged.  Tho  Duko  of  Somerset 
goes  on  to  aay— 

"  Tho  Bo.ird  of  Admiralty  una  coMlUuted  to 
bring  mound  liiin—tlio  First  Lord — men  of  high 
standing  and  long  ciporioneo  in  Hio  Navj.  Tho 
maintenanco  of  the  Nhvj  In  a  atate  of  oontinacd 
prcp.iralion  nnd  sfflcicncj  depends  on  innamsr.tbiD 
dei.iila, which  neither  Itio  exnminatian  of  tho  Eaii* 
m.itcs  nor  Ihe  Tigilanoeof  Parliamoat  oin  scouro. 
Tlio  First  Lord  can  i>n\y  ha  acqu.iintcd  with  such 
milters  through  dailf  intercourse  and  Iriondlf 
oammunicntlan  wiih  oJ&aeri  of  Iho  Nary,  It  is, 
therefore,  of  primarj  import.inco  that  tho  Naral 
Scrrico  should  bo  ndcqiiatel)'  reprosenlod  in  the 
Department  *hich  rcgutitci  nairjl  oBtcors," 

Naval  men  accepted  that  vietv  also,  and 
all  thoy  asked  was  that  the  First  Lord 
ahould  accept  it.  Thoy  woro  only  fight- 
ing for  what  the  law  laid  down.  Somo 
persona  who  had  discuaaed  the  question, 
had  nut  taken  tho  trouble  to  study 
and  road  the  ovidonoo  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  and  Sir  James  Graham  before 
thasQ  two  Committoes.  If  thoy  would 
only  road  the  evidence  he  was  sure  they 
would  come  to  the  oonoluaion  that  the 
Act  of  Barlinmont  ought  to  bo  upheld. 
It  might  bo  said  hy  eome  that  if  tho 
system  was  as  he  had  ropresentod  it,  it 
ought  to  be  altered  ;  but  he  maintained 
that  those  who  took  that  view  were 
trifiing  with  an  Act  of  Farliament,  and 
were  not  the  proper  guardiana  of  the 
Service.  Sir  James  Graham  was  exa- 
mined in  reference  to  the  Patent,  and 
,  ho  said — 

?  U  8 
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**  I  hnve  made  it  my  study  to  make  myself  ho  must  look  for  bi^h  professional  advice,  and  as- 
master  of  the  origin  of  power  exercised  by  the  certain  what  were  the  opinions  of  the  Profession* 
First  Lord  at  the  Board,  the  constitution  of  the  The  Service  liked  to  know  that  side  by  side  with 
Board,  its  power,  and  its  legal  origin  ;  the  more  a  responsible  Minister  there  wore  others  quite 
I  liave  investigated  the  matter  the  more  1  am  conversant  with  the  details  of  the  Trofession,  and 
satisfied  that,  like  the  Common  Law  in  aid  of  the  who  would  give  advice  under  a  sense  of  rcspon- 
Statote  Law,  the  power  exercised  by  the  Board  sibility/' 
of  Admiralty  and  the  different  members  of  it  rests 

more  ujon  usage  tijan  upon  the  Patents— unin-  j^^^^  Brassev  also   Stated,    in  a   speecU 

terrupted  usage  from  a  very  early  period  ;  and  ^^j^^^j.^^  j^  ^hat  Houso  in  1872— 

mjr  convict  ion  being  such  as  I  have  atntcd,  1  am  led  ^»"»'°'"-»  ■"  ""•••'  ■■-» 

to  view  Willi  increased  apprehension  any  great        <<  There  is  a  tendency  to  neglect  tho  offlciencj 

chango  that  will  supersede  that  usage  and  pre-  of  tho  Service,  and  to  regard  economy  in  Naral 

scription.     I  aui  of  opinion  that  there  would  be  Administration  exhibited  iu  too  many  instances 

great  danger  in  attempting  to  toaoh  tho  i'atent.  by  tho  Board  of  Admiralty.      Another  error  was 

I  iiifinitoly  prefer,  thcrclbrr,  on  tho  whole,  tho  making  tho  Department  depend  too  exolusivcly 

maintenance  of  existing  Patents,  in  concurrence  upon  the  First  Lord,  which  was  tho  more  objec- 

with  the  established  usage  of  centuries."  tionablo  on   account    of   tho  frequent  changes 

which  our  Parliamentary  system  iaroUed,  and 

At  the  present  moment  tho  Board   of  under  such  a  plan  it  was  impossiblo  that  our  affairs 

Admiralty  were  guardians  of  tho  fore-  <'*"'<'  pro'per." 

shore  above  low  water  mark  of  all  the  g^  ^^^y    j^^  ^  case  in  order  to  show 

creeks  and  islets  round  the  coast  and  ^^^  valuable  the  powers  of  the  Board 

possessed    rights    m    regard   to    dere-  were,  and  how  necessary  it  was  to  retain 

hot  ships,  &o.    There  were,  therefore,  those  powers  intact.    Sir  James  Graham 

numerous  questions  which    could    not  ^jj^j  ^  remarkable  and  historical  case 

possibly  be  dealt  with  in  an  amended  ^^  ^^lov  ^^^  ^i^gljo  tj^^  „  „f  j^^ 

Act,   and    no   lawyer  would    be    rash  g^^^  ^^^   ^   ^^^t   ^^^t    ^^^   „„. 

enough  to  meddle  with  the  Act  of  Par-  foreseen   emergencies  which  no  single 

hament,  or  the  Patent,  because  one  por-  Minister  could   do.      Mr.  Oroker  was 

tion  of  the  Act  was  unsatisfactory.    If  ordered  by  the  Board  to  go  with  Lord 

the  Act  and  the  Patents  were  to  be  Oastlereagh  to  Paris  as  Foreign  Minister 

interferedwith  It  would  be  necessary  to  _^i^^^  Waterloo-to  confer  with  the 

come  bock  to  the  rights  of  the  Crown,  p„^^  ^j  Wellington.    Mr.  Croker  was 

where  all  power  still  resided.      Under  j^,^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  „^d„g  ^^^^  ^^^  Po,^. 

these  circiimstances,  all   persons  were  Minister   in  Paris,    and    consequently 

agreed  that  the  Act  could  not  be  meddled  ^^^^  ^  gj,  ^  Hotham  on  the  Coast 

with  or    the  Patents    altered  without  „f  ^^^^^  ^o  intercept   Napoleon  and 

danger    but  that  what  had   been  the  j^j^    j^im  to  England,  which  was  done 

custom  for  centuries  shou  d  continue  to  j^  tho  Selhrophon    Now,  that  could  not 

^HT"  'A'!f*^*^u**^f°^?l"'P'*T^''''^  have  been  done  in  any  other  manner 

of  the  Admiralty  should  be  made  real  than  by  tho  Board  of  AdmiraUy,  acting, 

and  effective  by  sweeping  away  Orders  ^3  ^hoy  did,  through  their  organ  the 

in  Council.     The  right  hon  Gentleman  Secretary.    The  molt  objectionable  form 

the  Chancellor  of  the  Lxchequor,  m  a  of  administration  was  attempted  in  1828 

speech  delivered  in  that  House,   had  ^^^^^  ^^o  Duke  of  Clarence,  who  was 

pointed  out  that  the  Naval  Members  of  ^ord  High  Admiral,  but   the   system 

the  Board  should  have  responsibility,  utterly  broke  down.     The  Duke  of  Wel- 

They  ought,  however,  as  thoy  wore  con-  jj„  f^-^  i,^^  ^^  ^^olish  it  and  to  revive 

versant  with  tho  Nava  Profession,  to  be  ^^^  ^j^    goard.        Under    these    cir- 

made  more  responsible,  occupying  the  eumstances,   ho  asked   the  First  Lord 

P*'*ii!*"'A^    .  ^a«  1««1  down  for  them  ^^  ,,^^g  ^^^^  ^         t  j^^  the  sentiments 

in  the  Act  of  Parliament,  which  made  „f  ^^^  j^avy,  and  to  be  prepared  to  meet 

them  responsible  not  only  to  the  First  the  wishes  of  naval  men.    According  to 

Lord  but  to  the  country.      In  1872  the  g;^  q  ^yilles,  the  Admiralty  ts  a 

nght  hon.  GonUeman  the  Chancellor  of  ^ourt  of   Appeal  had  ceased  to  exist, 

the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  said-  r^^g^^  ^^^j^^  \^^  Naval  Secretary  had 

•'Allusion  has  been  made  to  frequent  changes  been  abolished,  mucb.  to  tho  regret  of  the 

in  the  person  of  the  First  Lord,  and  consequent  ^aval   Service.      The   noblo   Lord  the 

want  01  experience  of  the  special   duties  witb  t?-  ^^    r  ^^a     ,.f   4.\.^     A,i»,:.nU„    ;«     u:„ 

wbich  he  was  cbarged.Tliat  was  rather  an  argu.  First   Lord     of   the    Admiralty,   m    hl8 

ment  in  favour  of  than  against  a  Board,  because,  speech  the  other  day,  made  use  Ol  SOme 

if  the  First  Lord  was  without  special  Icnowledge,  observations  to  which  exception  mUBt  be 
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doubt  with  the  object  of  making 
the  Estimato3  popular.  In  1844 
Sir  "William  Bowles  wrote  a  letter  to 
Lord  Haddington,  the  then  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  on  the  defenceless 
condition  of  the  country  so  far  as  naval 
preparations  were  concerned.  He  said 
that  at  that  time  there  was  an  actual 
conspiracy  among  certain  French  officers 
to  seize  the  British  Fleet  in  the  Medi- 
terranean. Sir  Cooper  Key  only  last 
month  wrote  these  words — 


taken.     Speaking  at  Ealing  the  noble 
Lord  said — 

**  I  rc-arrangcd  tlie  business  (tho  Naval  Lords) 
tlio  Ezccutivo  Heads  of  their  Departments,  and  1 
endeavoured  to  bo  accessible  to  them  whcno\'er 
they  wanted  to  see  mo,  and  I  cs>tablislied  the 
practice  of  allowing  any  individual  Member  of 
the  Board  to  record  a  protest  against  action 
collectively  taken  of  which  ho  disapproved,  but 
which  was  not  of  such  importance  as  to  justify 
his  retiring  from  office.  Under  no  other  form 
of  administration  will  tho  Navy  bo  as  much 
governotl  by  naval  men.  The  Naval  Lords  are 
my  Colleagues  and  not  assistants — they  act  as 
my  primary  and  not  as  secondary  advisers.  I 
believe  it  to  bo  for  the  interests  of  the  Navy 
that  this  system  should  continue,  but  it  would 
become  at  once  unworkable  and  impossible  if  tho 
supreme  authority  of  the  Civil  Head  is  circum- 
vented, undermined,  or  overthrown." 

There  was  no  desire  on  the  part  of  any 
naval  man  to   circumvent,  undermine, 
or  overthrow  the  supreme  authority  of 
tho  Civil  Head  of  the  Board,  and  they 
were  prepared  to  repudiate  the  charge. 
Their  contention  was  that  if  the  Orders  in 
Council  were  abolished  the  authority  of 
the  Naval  Board  under  the  Statute  would 
revive,  and  they  asked  that  the  Naval 
Lords  should  bo  invited  to  record  their 
opinions  and  present  a  Eeport  simul- 
taneously with  the  Memorandum  of  the 
First  Lord.    The  late  Secretary  for  War 
had  inaugurated  that  system  by  directing 
his  chief  officer  to  present  a  Beport  to  the 
House.     The  Naval  Lords  of  tho  Admi- 
ralty should  make  a  similar  Eeport  in 
reference  to  their  respective  branches, 
and  all  such  Eeports  should   be  laid 
before  the  House.    Hitherto  First  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  had ''  burked ''  naval 
opinion,  and  only  gave  what  happened 
to  suit  them.     If  the  country  had  known 
what  the  state  of  the  Service  was  at  the 
time  of  the  Hussian  scare  considerable 
alarm  would  have  been  felt.      He  ad- 
mitted that  the  Government  had  done 
their  best  pow  to  remove  the  defects 
which  existed  then.     A  former  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  told  Parliament 
in    1884    that    he     would    not     know 
what  to   do   with   £3,000,000   sterling 
extra;    a  very  short  time    afterwards 
he  came  to   Parliament  to  ask  for  a 
grant    of    £5,000,000.      What    naval 
men  wanted  was  that  Parliament  and 
the  country  should  know  what  our  de- 
fects were,  and  that  Parliament  should 
insist  upon  a  remedy  being  applied. 
Hitherto  tho  Admiralty  had  kept  back 
what   it   pleased,  and   only  told   tho 
Hoase  what  they  deemed  proper,  no 


'*I  also  concur  in  Lord  Charles  Boresford's 
view,  that  disaster  must  result  if  the  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Naval  Members  of  tho  Board  is  orer- 
rulcd.    I  have  never  known  this  to  be  the  case." 

What  was  absolutely  necessary  was  that 
the  opinion  of  Naval  Lords  should  be 
made  known,  and  not  overruled,  as  it  was 
overruled,  in  the  Council  Chamber. 
Surely  the  country  only  wanted  to  know 
the  truth.  Very  often  if  the  truth  were 
known  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  ex- 
pense would  bo  saved.  Sir  George 
Elliott,  in  a  letter  to  The  Times  the  other 
day,  suggested — 

"  That  a  printed  Report  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Naval  Lords  bo  hiid  before  rarlianiuot  vrith  tho 
Estimates,  so  that  tho  country  may  no  longer  bo 
kept  In  ignorance  of  tho  real  state  of  tho  Navy 
and  tho  danger  of  an  unprepared  state  for  war. 
Tho  position  of  the  First  Lord  will  bo  greatly 
strengthened  in  tho  Cabinet  when  his  Estimates 
are  accompanied  by  tho  independent  Reports  of 
the  Naval  Lords,  and  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  knows  they  will  bo  laid  boforo 
Parliament.*' 

Sir  Spencer  Robinson,  who  was  for 
many  years  at  the  Admiralty  as  Con- 
troller, said  also  in  a  letter  to  Th^  Times 
in  1885— 

*•  If  each  head  of  a  Division  of  Admiralty 
work  were,  as  I  have  often  advocated,  obliged 
to  make  an  Annual  Report  to  bo  laid  on  tho 
Table  of  the  House  of  Commons  with  tho 
Navy  Estimates,  the  responsibility  of  each  head 
of  tho  separate  Divisions  of  tho  Admiralty  would 
be  distinctly  engaged  before  the  public.  An 
epitome  of  what  these  Reports  should  contain 
will  be  found  in  tho  Annual  Report  of  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Navy  annually  laid  boforo  tho 
Congress  of  tho  United  States.  1  cannot  ask  for 
space  to  go  into  details  on  this  subject,  but  it  is 
evident  that,  were  they  made  a  portion  of  tho 
Navy  Estimates  and  submitted  to  Parliament,  no 
Cabinet  Minister  could  suppress  a  truthful  state- 
ment of  tho  condition  of  the  Navy,  or  shelter 
himselilbehind  the  character,  experience,  and  pro- 
fessional ability  of  his  Chief  Nval  Adviser,  com- 
pelled by  etiquette  and  complete  irresponsibility, 
whatever  may  be  his  opinions,  to  heart-breaking 
silence." 

In  other  words,  every  naval  man  worth 
listening  to  held  these  viows.    He  did 
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not  care  liow  it  was  done  so  lon[?  as 
it  was  done,  or  whothor  it  was  done 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
making  a  statement  to  the  IIoiiso  or  by 
issuiupf  a  printed  document.  What  they 
ought  to  insist  upon  was  that  the  naval 
opinion  on  the  state  of  the  Navy  should 
be  made  known,  and  not  **  burked  "  as  it 
was  now.  He  agreed  with  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  the  ^rember  for  East 
Marylebone  as  to  the  importance  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  the  Executive 
officials  at  the  Board  of  Admiralty.  It 
was  very  well  known  that  the  Con- 
troller's Department  was  very  much  over- 
worked at  tbo  present  moment.  Why, 
then,  should  he  not  be  granted  a  Deputy 
Controller?  Then,  again,  the  First  Naval 
Lord  was  immensely  overworked.  Why 
not  grant  him  extra  naval  assistance  ? 
The  First  Lord  implied  that  if  this 
assistance  were  provided,  the  officers 
would  soon  wish  to  go  to  sea ;  but  his 
(Admiral  Field's)  experience  of  the 
Service  convinced  him  that  there  was 
plenty  of  naval  ability  at  hand,  and 
that  many  excellent  officers  who  were 
now  on  the  retired  list  would  be  will- 
ing to  serve  in  a  confidential  manner, 
under  a  naval  superior,  to  the  great  ad- 
vantage of  the  State.  The  present 
system  was  one  which  could  never  work 
well,  and  he  asked  the  noblo  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltv  to  assist 
naval  men  in  reforming  it.  In  the  first 
place  he  asked  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Orders  in  Council  which  were  a  burning 
grievance,  and  for  the  restoration  of  the 
Naval  Board  as  it  formerly  existed.  There 
never  would  be  any  desire  on  the  part 
of  naval  men  to  dispute  the  authority  of 
the  First  Lord  who  must  be  responsible 
to  Parliament.  lie  was  convinced  that 
all  would  work  harmoniously  if  his  sug- 
gestions wore  carried  out. 

Mr.  CIIILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has  re- 
peated almost  word  for  word  the  speech 
which  he  delivered  last  year. 

Admiral  FIELD:  Not  a  bit;  not  10 
lines  of  it. 

Mr.  ClIILDEKS  :  I  am  afraid  that 
ho  has  given  us  more,  at  any  rate  lie  has 
favoured  us  with  a  rechaujjc  of  what  he 
said  the  other  day.  Now,  I  foel  very 
reluctant  to  repeat  what  I  said  in 
reply  to  Ihe  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber last  year,  and  I  am,  therefore, 
desirous  of  compressing  my  remarks 
into  the  very  smallest  compass.     The 
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hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  seems  to  be 
entirely  ignorant  of  what  took  place  in 
this  House,  and  elsewhere,  before  the 
changes  effected    under   the  Order  in 
Council  of  18G9.     There  had  been  end- 
loss  debates  in  this  IIouso  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Admiralty  organization.     There 
had  been  a  Eoyal  Commission  upon  it, 
which  had    reported    precisely  in  tbo 
sense  of  the  Order  in  Council.     There 
had  also  been  a  Committee  of  this  House 
which    took   a  very   largo    amount  of 
evidence  on  the  subject  and  made  no 
Eeport  at  all ;  and  there  had  been  in  the 
year  18G7-8,  when  Mr.  Corry  presided 
at  the  Admiralty,  a  Committee  of  this 
House  which  sat  during  the  whole  of 
the  Session.    I  was  a  Member  of  it,  and 
I  drafted  and  carried  the  Report.     That 
Committee   heard  a  great  deal  of  evi- 
dence, and,  so  far  as  the  Controllers' 
Department  was    concerned,   questions 
of  Admiralty  organization   wero  fully 
gone  into.     When,  therefore,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Admiral  says  that  there  was 
no  complaint  about  Admiralty  organiza- 
tion before   1869,  all  I  can  say  is  that 
at  the  time  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  a  Commander  afloat,  and,  no  doubt, 
the  question   did  not  come  under  his 
notice ;  but  those  who  wero  thon  and 
for   10  years    before  Members    of  the 
House  had  to  discuss  the  question  over 
and  over  again,  and  used  to  hear  com- 
plaints from  month  to  month  and  year 
to    year.     I   had  the   responsibility   of 
drawing   up   the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  of   18 £8;  and  when  I  was 
entrusted   with    the    responsibility,    as 
First  Lord,   of   setting  this   long  con- 
troversy about  in  the  Admiralty  organi- 
zation, I  considered  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  put  into  effect  what  appeared 
to  mo  to  be  the  view   of  Parliament, 
and    the   Order    in    Council    was    the 
result  of  the  duty  thus  imposed  upon 
me.      Perhaps   1  may  be    allowed  to 
explain  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
and  to  the   House   what  the  question 
of  responsibility  was  which  had   been 
brought  before  a  Royal  Commission,  two 
Select    Committees,     and     had    to    be 
settled  by  the   Board  of  Admiralty  in 
1868.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
is   entirely   mistaken  in  thinking   that 
any  new  arrangements   were   brought 
in  force  by  the  Order  in  Council  which 
were  not  entirely  concurred  in  by  the 
Board  of   Admiralty  which  then  took 
office.      They  had    the  question  fully 
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under  their  coDsideratioD,  and  they  fully 
accepted  the  terms  of  the  Order.  I  will 
give  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral,  in 
as  few  words  as  possible,  the  reason  why 
that  Order  in  Council  was  passed.  It 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  paramount 
powers  of  tho  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. No  question  had  ever  arisen 
in  anyone's  mind,  except  possibly  in 
that  of  Sir  George  Seymour,  that 
the  First  Lord,  as  a  Cabinet  Minister, 
had  absolute  power.  No  doubt,  Sir 
George  Seymour,  in  giving  evidence 
before  the  Committee,  did  object  to  the 
power  of  the  First  Lord ;  but,  with  the 
exception  of  Sir  George  Seymour,  there 
never  was  a  doubt  as  to  the  absolute 
power  of  the  First  Lord  as  a  Cabinet 
Minister.  Again,  tho  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiral  is  entirely  mistaken  in  thinking 
that  there  was  at  that  timo  any  right 
on  the  part  of  any  Member  of  the  Board 
to  protest  against  a  decision.  There 
never  had  been  such  a  right. 

Admiral  FIELD :  There  was  origi- 
nally. 

Mu.  CHILDERS:  I  beg  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  pardon.  That 
was  never  the  case,  but  I  will  not  enter 
into  a  long  argument  upon  the  point. 
The  question  was  raised  and  settled, 
when  a  Naval  Lord  become  restive, 
when  Sir  John  Fakington  was  First 
liord  of  the  Admiralty.  I,  for  my  part, 
am  much  in  favour  of  Members  of  the 
Board  having  their  names  attached  to 
important  papers  for  which  they  are 
responsible,  and  I  myself  introduced 
the  practice  of  the  Estimates  being 
signed  as  they  now  are.  And  now  let 
me  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral 
what  was  tho  effect  of  the  Order  in 
Council  in  1869.  Before  1869  it  was 
impossible  to  fix  upon  any  one  of 
the  Naval  Lords  the  responsibility  of 
any  act.  The  Naval  Lords  were  vir- 
tually in  this  position — I  cannot  tell 
how  it  was  brought  about,  but  they  had 
occupied,  the  position  for  some  years — 
they  had,  in  fact,  come  to  be  treated  and 
looked  upon  by  the  country  and  Parlia- 
ment as  a  small  Committee  of  distin- 
guished naval  officers  sharing  the 
responsibility  for  naval,  and  especially 
professional,  decisions.  By  the  Order 
in  Council  this  lax  system  was  put  an 
end  to,  the  First  Sea  Lord  was  made 
absolutely  responsible  for  the  naval 
business  of  the  country  as  a  ^tfa«t-Com- 
mandor-in-Ofaiefi    the     Controller,    as 


Third  Lord,  for  all  questions  of  ship- 
building, and  tho  Financial  Secretary 
for  finance.  Again,  what  the  hon..  and 
gallant  Member  (Admiral  Mayne)  had 
urged  was  to  a  certain  extent  done.  For 
instance,  there  was  attached  to  the  First 
Naval  Lord  in  that  year  a  very  dis- 
tinguished officer,  now  Admiral  Willes, 
who  had  the  title  of  Chief  of  the  Staff, 
and  who  acted  as  a  sort  of  Assistant  to 
tho  First  Sea  Lord.  If  Captain  Willes, 
as  he  was  then,  had  not  been  a  sufficient 
Assistant  to  the  Naval  Lord,  I  should 
not  have  hesitated  to  appoint  another. 
The  main  object  of  the  Order  in  Council 
was — as  I  have  said — to  get  rid  of  joint 
responsibility,  and  I  think  that  I  have 
now  cleared  up  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral.  I  have  no 
wish  to  carry  the  debate  further. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  6aid,  he  had  no  desire  to  enter 
into  tho  question  of  tho  constitution  of 
the  Board  of  Admiralty,  or  to  take  part 
in  the  controversy  between  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Eastbourne  Division  of 
Sussex  (Admiral  Field).  This  fact  un- 
doubtedly remained — that  under  the 
present  system  they  were  never  able  to 
tix  responsibility  upon  any  particular 
man.  That  was  the  whole  case.  Be- 
fore offering  some  broad  considerations 
to  the  House,  ho  wished  to  congratulate 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
and  the  Secretary  to  tho  Admiralty 
(Mr.  Forwood)  upon  tho  now  form  of 
Estimates.  They  realized  the  truth  of 
tho  remark  of  the  Duke  of  Somerset, 
that  the  first  step  in  economy  was 
precision  of  accounts.  He  thought 
the  House  would  now  bo  able  to  see 
the  decisions  to  which  the  Admiralty 
arrived,  and  what  was  being  done  by 
tho  Board.  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  the  speech  upon  which  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  had  com- 
mented, spoke  rather  captiously,  and 
altogether  unnecessarily,  of  the  value  of 
experts.  He  (Captain  Colomb)  was  not 
going  to  follow  the  lead  of  tho  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  himself  an  expert  in  mercantile  busi- 
ness, he  would  draw  his  attention  to  tho 
one  fact  that  was  clearly  brought  out  by 
the  new  form  of  Estimates — namely,  that 
we  were  spending  nearly  £500, 000  a-year 
in  paper,  pens,  and  ink,  and  the  men  to 
use  them,  out  of  the  total  cost  of  our 
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Navy.     The  Admiralty  OfRce  itself  cost 
£800,000  a-ycar,  and  for  six  Admirals 
employed  at  the  Admiralty  there  wore 
•450  clerks,  or  about  75  apiece.    Notwith- 
standing, the  Admiralty  was  really  de- 
prived by  the  system  of  expert  assistance. 
The  point  he  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
was   the  system    of  administration    as 
judged  by  its  results.    There  was  a  pas- 
sage in  the  First  Lord's  Memorandum 
last  year  in  which  this  remarkable  state- 
ment was    made— that    although    this 
country   had   tho  largest  Fleet  in  tho 
world,  there  was  no  central  organization 
for  utilizing  tho  Fleet  on  an  emergency. 
Now,    *' emergency"    meant  war,    and 
central  organization  meant  Admiralty; 
and   yet,    under  the   existing    system, 
there  was  no  means,  12  months  ago,  of 
utilizing  the  naval  force  of  tho  country ; 
and    ho    would    ask    the    right    hon: 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  or 
anyone  who  had  been  responsible   for 
the   administration  of  the  Admiralty, 
whether  he     was    satisfied    with    the 
condition  of  things,  which  must  have 
brought  about  disaster  upon  us  if  a  war 
had  unhappily  broken  out?    The  Naval 
Intolligonco    Department  had    been   a 
burning  question,  and  tho  circumstances 
arising  out  of  it  had  caused  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(Lord    Charles    Beresford)    to    resign. 
Everyone  regretted  tho  noble  Lord's  re- 
signation and  severance  from  tho  Admi- 
ralty. He  (Captain  Colomb)  certainly  did, 
on  tho  broadest  pos&ible  ground,  because 
he  considered  it  essential  to  tho  Service 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  should  be 
in  direct  touch  with  the  young  naval 
school.  It  was  on  the  new  school,  rather 
than  on  tho  old,  that  the  future  of  the 
country,    as  regards  its   naval  safety, 
depended;  and  the  great  blot  of  our 
Admiralty  system  was  that  there  were 
a    handful    of    Admirals    administer- 
ing,  and    hardly    any    young    officers 
coming  in  to  learn  how  to  perform  the 
work   of    administration.      Thoro    was 
evidence  that  tho  Admiralty  itself  was 
really  averse  to  the  creation  of  the  In- 
telligence Department.   It  was  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  that  until  1882  we  had 
nothing  approaching  a  Department  to 
collect  and  to  utilize  naval  intelligence. 
What  had  been  the  experience  of  the 
noble  Lord  ?  He  went  to  the  Admiralty, 
and  he  had  told  his  constituents  a  good 
many  things  connected  with  the  expe- 
rience he  had  gained ;  but  the  pith  of 
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it  was  contained  in  the  passage  in  which 
ho  gave  his  conversation  with  the  offi- 
cials, shortly  after  he  joined  the  Admi- 
ralty. He  (Captain  Colomb)  read  in 
T/ie  Times  of  5th  February  the  following 
statement :  — 

*^  Could  the  saildlo  he  placed  on  tho  right  Iiorso, 
it  would  bo  found  that  tho  recent  doings  nt  tbo 
Admiralty  had  not  been  initiated  by  tho  noble 
Lord  or  tlio  Treasury,  and  that  tho  real  inspira- 
tion must  bo  sought  for  elsewhere.  It  is  nn  oprii 
secret  that  from  its  birth  tho  Intclltgonco  Do* 
pnrtmont  has  encountered  undisguised  opposition 
from  more  quarters  llian  one,  and  that  there  arc 
those  witiiin  the  Admiralty  who  would  gladly  see 
it  strangled  altogether." 

That  was  a  letter  written  by  Colonel 
Poo  to  T/ie  Times,  who  was  actually  in 
the  Naval  Intelligence  Department  him- 
self,  and  it  threw  some  light  on  tho 
working  of  the  system  as  it  now  existed. 
He  asked  tho  leave  of  the  House  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  nothing 
which  had  been  stated  by  experts,  or  in 
the  Press,  justified  the  assertion  that 
there  was  any  proposal  to  do  away  with 
Parliamentary  control,  and  to  substitute 
for  Parliamentary  control  and  the  re- 
sponsibility of    a    Cabinet  Minister  a 
Board  of  Admirals.     Such  a  proposition 
was  absurd.     What  they  did  assert  was 
that,  under  the  existing  system,  respon- 
sibility could  not  be  fixed.  He  appealed 
to  tho  First  Lord  to  eay  whether  that 
was  not  true,  and  he  would  give  an  in- 
stance which  would,  ho  thought,  bring 
the   matter  to  a  test.    In  the  Memo- 
randum of  tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty of  this  year  it   was  stated   that 
delay    had    occurred    in    the   delivery 
of  the  guns,   and  tho    programme  of 
Dockyard    work    had    been    deranged 
and  prevented   from   being  completed 
owing    to    the    delay.      He    (Captain 
Colomb)  asked  if  the  noble  Lord  would 
name  or  fix  the  blame  for  this  delay  on 
any  individual,  or  say  what  departments 
and  individuals  were  to  blame  ?    In  the 
statement  made  the  other  night  by  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  respecting 
the  shipbuilding  policy  of  the  Qovem- 
inont,    he    informed    the    House  that 
the  War  Office    had    found    it  neces- 
sary to  return  to  the  Treasury  a  large 
sum   of  money  which  had  been  taken 
for    naval    ordnance    last    year,    and 
which  they  had  been  unable  to  spend- 
He    wanted    the    noble    Lord  to    say 
who  was  responsible  under  the  present 
system     for     asking    Parliament   for 
money  to  get  guns,  not  knowing  that 
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the  resources  of  the  country  were  unable 
to  produce  them  ?  Did  the  system  shield 
the  men,  and,  if  not,  would  the  First 
Lord  name  them  ?  It  was,  he  thought, 
60  serious  a  question  that  it  ought  to  bo 
raised  in  that  House.  Parliament  was 
asked  to  give  money  in  order  to  supply 
guns,  and  then  it  turned  out  that  the 
country  could  not  produce  them.  Every- 
body knew  that  our  mercantile  ports 
were  liable  to  attack  from  armed  cruisers 
in  war.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  laid  down  a  basis  of  assumption 
upon  a  doctrine  which  he  himself  dehned. 
On  page  9  of  his  Memorandum  he  said — 

"  Tho  recent  improvements  in  guns  hare  com- 
pletely altered  the  conditions  and  the  power  of 
a  naval  attacli ;  and  it  has  in  consequence  ap< 
pcared  to  Ilor  Majesty's  Government  that  a 
thorough  examination  of  tlio  general  state  of  our 
defences  should  no  longer  bo  delayed." 

But  there  was  not  a  word  in  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty's  Memorandum 
as  to  a  corresponding  increased  power  of 
naval  defence  due  to  the  same  cause. 
AYas  it  because  the  Government  bad  not 
got,  and  could  not  got,  sufHciently 
rapidly  the  guns  required,  and  if  the 
Navy  could  not  get  the  guns  required, 
how  were  the  forts  to  get  them  ?  That 
was  a  matter  which  was  very  germane, 
as  showing  the  results  of  the  present 
B3'stem.  They  wanted  to  know  distinctly 
what  the  policy  of  the  country  was, 
because  one  could  not  say  whether  the 
organization  was  adapted  to  the  coun- 
try's wants  or  not.  It  had  now  for  some 
time  been  the  habit  of  the  officials  of 
the  Admiralty  to  use  very  vague  phrases, 
and  to  make  general  statements.  A 
statement  was  made  the  other  night  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  which  exactly  followed  in  the 
footsteps  of  the  utterances  of  his  recent 
Predecessors.  What  the  country  wanted 
to  know  was,  if  our  naval  forces  were 
sufficient  to  secure  us  from  attack  ? 
Ho  and  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friends 
asked  the  Admiralty  officials  to  give 
them  information  on  that  point,  and  the 
noble  Lord  got  up  and  said — 

"  I  do  not  know  by  what  means  you  can  test 
the  relative  superiority  of  this  country  as  com- 
pared with  other  countries,  except  by  taking 
tho  number  of  ships,  tho  number  of  mon,  and  tho 
number  of  guns,  and  comparing  them  with  tho 
number  of  ships,  the  number  of  men,  and  tho 
number  of  guns  which  Ihoso  respective  nations 
haro.*' 

But  that  did  not  prove  anything  with 
regard   to  superiority.     Ho  (Captain 


Colomb)  submitted  that  superiority  was 
the  power  necessary  to  keep  the  enemy's 
battle  ships  in  their  harbours,  and  that 
to  estimate  its  power  all  abstract  com- 
parisons were  absolutely  valueless.    IIo 
did  not  blame  tho  noble  Lord  at  all,  but 
he  did  blame  the  system.     lie  com- 
plained that  there  was  not  a  department 
so  organized  for  war  behind  the  noblo 
Lord    as    would    prevent    the    noblo 
Lord  making  abstract  comparisons  as  a 
standard  of  measurement  of  our  safety. 
Now,  in  following  that  out,  the  noble 
Lord  told  them,  andcomfortedthe  country 
by  saying,  that  we  had  21  battleships 
in  commission  and  reserve,  that  France 
had  16  of  such  ships,  and  that  Eussia 
had  five.     The  noble  Lord  thus  argued 
that  in  naval  strength  we  were  only  equal 
to  Eussia  and  France  put  together ;  but 
lot  them  take  Franco  alone.    Could  the 
21  ships  of  England  keep  the  16  similar 
ships  of  France  in  French  ports?     It 
could  only  be  done  by  British  relative 
superiority  in  war  outside  the  ports  in 
which    those    ships    were.      This   was 
not  merely  a  question  of  ship  for  ship, 
because  the  ships  which  were  inside  did 
not  consume  coal,  while  the  ships  that 
were  outside  were  consuming  coal  every 
hour  and  minute.      There  were  other 
causes  besides  coaling  that  would  ne- 
cessitate  their   leaving   their  position, 
and  therefore  one  could  not  base  calcula- 
tions of  superiority  merely  on  the  ab- 
stract question  of  numbers.  He  asked  tho 
noble  Lord  to  take  the  1 6  ships  of  Franco 
and  the  21  ships  of  England,  and  to  givo 
the  Eouse  an  illustration  of  how  ho  sup- 
posed we  could  keep  continuously  a  su- 
perior force  outside  during  any  period  of 
war.  Take  the  five  French  ports  of  Cher- 
bourg,  Brest,  Rochefort,  L*Orient,  and 
Toulon.     Were  France  to  mass  the  16 
vessels  in  Toulon,  was   our  policy   to 
evacuate  the  Channel?    If  her  policy 
waste  mass  her  16  vessels  in  an  At- 
lantic port,  was  it  the  naval  policy  of 
this  country  to  evacuate  the  Mediter- 
ranean ?    Suppose  she  distributed  tho 
16  vessels  among  all  her  five  ports,  hov/ 
could  we  keep  the  five  ports  continuously 
blocked  with  a  superior  force  with  only 
21    similar  ships  to  do  it  with?    Tho 
whole  question  was  not  one  of  the  num- 
ber of  ships  we  could  put  there,  but  of 
the  number  we  could  Keep  there,   and 
that  was   a   question   of    reliefs   and 
reserves.     In  no  case,   and   under  no 
conditions,   could    we,    on    tho    First 
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make, and  Lo  (^Captain  Colomb)  intended 
to  comment  upon  it,  because  he  thought 
that,  by  an  examination  of  it,  it  would  be 
seen  that  under  our  present  system  the 
Admiralty  had  not  thoroughly  examined 
even  the  rudiments  of  the  question  of 
the  protection  of  commerce,  otherwise 
such  a  challenge  would  never  have  been 
given  by  the  First  Lord.  The  First 
Lord  then  went  on  to  say — 

*'  I  havo  tho  advantage,  as  First  Lord,  to  como 
in  contact  with  many  distinguished  officers 
going  out  to  take  commands  and  coming  homo, 
and  I  find  tho  most  extraordinary  diversity  of 
opinion  as  to  how  effective  protection  can  he 
given  to  our  enormous  Mercantile  Jilarino  ;  and 
if  that  opinion  does  exist,  why  am  I  to  ho 
attacked  for  giving  expression  to  it  In  the 
Memorandum  ?  *' 

Now,  the  noble  Lord  surely  know,  or 
rather  if  they  had  a  proper  system  at  the 
Admiralty  he  would  know,  that  the 
reason  there  was  this  great  diversity  of 
opinion  among  naval  officers  was  that 
naval  officers,  under  the  present  system, 
were  not  supplied  with  information  as  to 
the  movements  of  the  commerce  which  in 
war  time  they  were  to  protect.  They  were 
not  informed  even  as  to  the  distribution 
of  the  commerce,  nor  of  the  laws  and 
circumstances  which  governed  its  move- 
ments on  the  ocean.  He  reminded  tho 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Forwood) 
that  on  the  8th  of  August  last  year  he 
asked  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  tho 
Admiralty  supplied  information  to  the 
Admirals  and  naval  officers  at  home  and 
abroad  as  to  the  distribution  of  commerce 
in  tho  area  entrusted  to  their  charge  for 
protection  in  case  of  war ;  and  that  hon. 
Gentleman,  asho  (Captain  Colomb) knew 
he  would  bo  obliged  to  say,  did  say  that 
such  information  was  not  supplied  to 
naval  officers.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  in  the  language  he  used,  held 
out  a  hope  that  naval  officers  would  be 
informed  that  arrangements  would  be 
made  some  day  for  informing  Admirals 
in  charge  of  stations  what  were  the  in- 
torosts,  and  whore  were  the  interests, 
thoy  had  to  protect  in  timo  of  war.  It 
was  rather  strange  that  the  noble  Lord 
at  tho  head  of  the  Admiralty  should  ex- 
pect that  any  man  in  tho  House  should 
get  up,  and  tell  him  in  a  few  minutes 
how  we  were  to  arrange  for  the  protection 
of  a  commerce  on  the  sea  amounting  in 
value  to  £1,000,000,000  sterling  a-year, 
a  commerce  with  ramifications,  varied, 
and  very  groat,  and  yet  governed  by 
fixed  laws.     That  was  the  commeice 


Lord's  rei)resentations  of  tho  IG  and  21 
ships  respectively,  attempt  to  mask  tho 
battle  force  of  France,  and  havo  any 
effective  reserve  fleet  nn  the  Channel  at 
all.  He  wished,  ia  conclusion,  to  say 
one  or  two  words  upon  principles  of 
organization,  in  respect  to  the  protection 
of  commerce,  and  under  two  heads  that 
must  be  divided — the  commerce  off  the 
coasts,  and  tho  commerce  on  the  high 
seas.  Now,  tho  issue  of  armed  vessels — 
he  meant  vessels  temporarily  armed  for 
purposes  of  attack — the  issue  of  armed 
vessels  from  an  enemy's  ports  was  not 
mot  by  blockading  tho  war  ports.  All 
experience  of  recent  wars  showed  that 
the  mercantile  ports  of  an  enemy  and 
neutral  ports  must  be  observed  very 
closely,  and  that  even  then  armed 
cruisers  would  slip  out.  He  did  not 
find  in  tho  utterances  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  any 
mention  of  tho  protection  of  our  offings 
by  arming  our  mercantile  vessels  in 
a  suitable  manner.  Now,  two  forces, 
different  in  their  natures,  would  attack 
our  commerce — the  improvised  marau- 
ders, commissioned  and  turned  into 
war-ships  for  that  purpose,  and  such 
war  cruisers  of  tho  enemy  as  might  be 
at  sea  or  might  escape  from  their  ports. 
Ho  did  not  believe  we  had  to  foar  so  very 
much  the  war  cruisers  of  the  enemy ; 
what  wo  had  to  fear  were  the  improvised 
armed  cruisers,  commissioned  for  tho 
special  purpose  of  proving  on  our  com- 
merca.  The  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty 
made  use  of  language  in  his  speech 
which  very  much  astonished  him  (Captain 
Colomb).  He  would  road  tho  whole 
passage,  because  ho  felt  it  was  a 
matter  which  fchould  bo  commented  upon. 
Alluding  to  the  remarks  of  tho  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Marylebone 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford),  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  said — 

**  My  nohlo  Friond  criticized  tho  statoraont  in 
which  I  remarked  that  *  when  wo  consider  the 
dcfenco  and  protection  which  our  commerce 
may  require,  extreme  caution  and  reserve  must 
he  exercised,'  and  that  *  nothing  hut  actual  ox- 
Ijcricnco  could  justify  any  conlidcnt  prediction 
as  to  how  a  thoroughly  effective  protection  can 
ho  given  by  any  fleet  *  to  our  enormous  ^lercan- 
tile  Marine.'* 

and  then  he  threw  down  this  challenge 
to  the  House — 

"  Will  any  single  naval  officer  got  up  and 
answer  how  that  can  he  done  ?  " 

That  was  a  very  remarkable  challenge 
for  the  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  to 

Captain  Colomb 
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wliicli  tbo  Admiralty  and  the  Navy  were 
responsible  for,  and  [it  was  not  merely 
the    commerce    of    this    country    with 
foreign    countries.      This  was   a  com- 
plicated problem,  and  for  this  reason — 
there  was  the  interchaugo  between  this 
country  and  our  own  Possessions ;  there 
was  the  interchange  between  this  country 
and  foreign  Possessions  in  every  sea; 
there  was  the  interchange  between  the 
outlying  Possessions  of  the  Empire  and 
foreign  countries  independeot  from  that 
of  the  Mother  Country ;  and  there  was 
the  interchange  of  the  different  parts  of 
the  outlying  Eoipire  with  each   other. 
The  laws  of  supply  and  demand  ruled 
not  only  the  direction  but  the  volume  of 
commerce  in  different  parts  of  the  ocean 
in  different  times  of  the  year.     There 
was  an  accumulation  in  one  part  of  an 
ocean  at  one  season  of  the  year,  and  the 
accumulation  would  bo  found  in  another 
part  of  that  ocean  at  another  season  of 
the  year ;  and  it  was,  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord,  a  matter  which  alarmed 
him  more  than  he  could  say  that  our 
system  had  produced  nothing  for  the 
protection  of  our  enormous  commerce 
Dut  a  challenge  from  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty  that  some   Member   should 
got  up  and  tell  tho  Admiralty  how  our 
commerce  was  to  be  protected.     He  was 
not,  as  he  had  said,  blaming  the  noble 
Lord,  but  was  merely  trying  to  enforce 
on  tho  House  and  on  the  country  the 
gravity  of  the   situation.     No  further 
proof  was  wanted  that,  so  far  as  the 
protection  of  commerce  was  concerned, 
the  existing  system  had  not  produced, 
and  did  not  know  how  to  produce,  an 
organization  for  war.    Perhaps  tho  most 
interesting  and  tho  most  important  part 
of  that  Memorandum  was  the  paragraph 
referring  to  the  creation  of  an  Austral- 
asian  wing  of  the  Royal  Navy.     The 
noble  Lord  told  them  in  that  paragraph 
of   the    arrangements     in    which    the 
Australian  Colonies  joined   with  us  in 
increasing  the  naval  protection  of  British 
commerce  in  the  South  Pacific  Ocaan. 
Let  him  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  a  few  figures  relating  to  the  extent  of 
our  commerce.      The  annual  value  of 
British  commerce  in  the  »South  PaciQc 
Ocean  in  the   year   was   £120,000,000 
Bterling,  and  it  was  because  there  was 
Buch  a  vast  amount  of  value  in  trade 
there  that  this  increase  of  force  had 
been  created.    But  between  the  Pacific 
Ocean  and  the  Atlantic  Ocean  lay  the 


Indian  Ocean,  and  tho  annual  value 
to  the  Empire  of  the  Indian  Ocean 
was  £160,000,000  sterling— that  was 
£40,000,000  more  than  the  South 
Pacific.  Those  values  were  obtained 
by  the  total  export  and  import  values 
of  all  the  Empire  with  ports,  British  and 
foreign,  within  that  area.  Therefore, 
when  he  said  that  the  value  of  the  South 
Pacific  Ocean  was  £120,000,000  sterling, 
he  meant  that  the  interchange  between 
all  British  Possessions  beyond  the  area 
of  the  South  Pacific  with  all  ports,  Bri- 
tish and  foreign,  in  the  South  Pacific, 
was  in  the  year  of  the  value  of 
£120,000,000  sterling.  But  there  was 
another  point  to  be  taken  into  account. 
Commerce  in  its  transit  from  the  Pacific 
to  the  Atlantic  and  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific  had  to  pass  over  the  Indian 
Ocean ;  therefore,  while  the  local  value 
of  the  South  Pacific  was  annually 
£120,000,000  sterling:,  and  the  local 
value  of  the  Indian  Ocean  to  us  was 
£160,000,000  sterling  in  the  year, 
a  portion  of  the  Pacific  and  At- 
lantic commerce  passing  and  re-pass- 
ing added  to  the  value  of  the  Indian 
Ocean.  The  value  of  tho  extra  amount 
so  passing  through  tho  Indian  Ocean 
was,  roughly  speaking,  £50,000,000 
sterling  a-year,  so  that  brought  the 
value  of  the  Indian  Ocean  up  to  over 
£200,000,000  sterling  a-year.  IIo 
asked  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this.  We  had  increased  our  naval 
force  in  the  Australasian  Seas  and 
South  Pacific,  because  we  had  there 
a  commerce  of  tho  estimated  value  of 
£120,000,000  sterling  a-year,  but  he 
asked  them  to  recollect  that  the  Indian 
Ocean  was  worth  to  us  ovor£200,000,000 
sterling  a-year.  Now,  the  increasing  of 
our  naval  power  in  the  South  Pacific 
would  have  the  effect  of  keeping  tho 
hostile  cruisers  we  feared  off,  but  where 
would  they  go  ?  Into  the  richer  area 
of  the  Indian  Ocean,  and  what  were  our 
preparations  for  an  increased  naval  force 
in  the  Indian  Ocean  ?  He  was  sorry  to 
say  that  in  the  same  year  that  this 
measure  was  produced  for  increasing  tho 
naval  force  in  the  Australasian  waters, 
and  in  tho  same  Estimatos  in  which 
provision  for  that  increase  was  made, 
they  found  that  there  was  a  de- 
crease in  the  contribution  towards  tho 
Indian  Fleet  of  £31,000.  On  page  25 
of  tho  Estimates  the  reason  of  that  was 
given.    The  reason  was  that  four  vessels 
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egress  to  and  from  that  port  would  be 
stopped.  Until  we  got  the  offing  clear, 
all  the  operations  of  the  port  were 
suspended.  Therefore,  he  thought  there 
must  be  something  terribly  wrong  in 
our  national  system.  In  one  week  wo 
had  this  statement  made  and  recorded 
in  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War's 
Memorandum,  and  yet  absolute  silence 
upon  it  in  the  First  Lord  of  tho  Admi- 
ralty's Memorandum  this  week.  He 
said  again,  he  did  not  blame  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  but  blamed  the 
system ;  he  was  pointing  out  some  of 
the  great,  broad  results  we  had  from  the 
present  system,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
were  most  unsatisfactory.  It  was,  he 
believed,  the  improvised  armed  ma- 
rauders which  would  prey  upon  the 
accumulation  of  shipping  at  home,  as 
well  as  in  foreign  waters,  and  the  areas 
of  the  greatest  accumulation  in  the 
home  waters  were  the  offings  of  our 
ports — we  had  no  organized  system  to 
keep  these  offings  clear.  We  were  told 
that  these  ports  in  time  of  war  might 
be  attacked  by  hostile  cruisers,  and  that 
we  must  provide  against  this ;  but  we 
had  no  arrangements  whatever  to  pre- 
vent, as  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
pointed  out,  hostile  cruisers  taking  up 
their  position  just  outside  the  range  of 
the  shore  guns,  and  stopping  traffic 
coming  in  and  out  of  our  ports.  What 
did  this  mean  for  this  country,  what  did 
it  mean  when  we  remembered  how  we 
were  totally  dependent  upon  the  ingress 
and  egress  of  our  trade  ?  It  meant  this — 
that  the  system  did  not  provide  us  with 
an  organization  adapted  for  war;  it 
meant  that  wo  ought  to  begin  at  the 
beginning,  and  look  at  the  necessities 
of  the  case  and  adapt  our  forces  to  meet 
those  necessities.  lie  was  sorry  to  have 
detained  the  House  so  long;  but  it  was 
exceedingly  difficult  to  deal  with  such 
large  questions  in  an  intelligible  way 
in  a  short  space  of  time.  In  parting 
with  the  question,  and  before  he  resumed 
his  seat,  ho  desired  to  ask  the  House 
to  remember  that  there  was  a  continuous 
stream  in  and  out  of  the  ports,  and  if  we 
had  no  organization  for  the  protection 
and  security  of  that  stream,  even  from 
morcantile  marauders  improvised  and 
armed  for  the  purpose,  much  damage 
would  be  done  to  our  commerce.  What 
was  tho  force  and  volume  of  that  stream? 
It  might  bo  briefly  brought  home  to  the 
House  in  this  way.    The  enteriDg  and 


would  bo  maintained  in  the  Indian 
waters  in  1888-9  in  lieu  of  six  vessels  in 
1887-8.  He  was  afraid  he  had  hardly 
made  himself  sufficiently  clear  to  the 
Houso ;  but  he  would  point  out  the 
broad  fact  that  while  we  increased  our 
forces  in  the  South  Pacific  on  account 
of  having  goods  there  annually  to  the 
value  of  £120,000,000  sterling,  wo  had 
cut  down  our  force  in  the  Indian  Seas 
where  the  value  of  our  commerce, 
amounted  to  £200,000,000  sterling  a- 
year.  One  word  more,  to  come  nearer 
home.  Let  them  look  at  our  naval 
dangers  nearer  home  in  connection  with 
organization  for  war.  Tho  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  told  them  that  they  might 
assume  that  the  morcantile  ports  might 
be  attacked  by  naval  forces,  and  that 
they  must  be  prepared  to  defend  them, 
and  that  they  would  be  asked  for 
money  for  forts,  guns,  and  for  sub- 
marine mines.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  that  startement  on  the  Eeport 
of  a  Committee,  which  Report  was  in 
the  hands  of  every  Member  of  t)»o 
House.  In  that  Report  he  (Captain 
Colomb)  had  read  that  the  defence  of 
our  ports  resolved  itself  into  two  parts, 
tho  active  and  the  passive.  The  active 
included  the  provision  of  gun-boats  and, 
in  a  few  cases,  of  iron-clads.  It  was 
proved  to  tho  Committee,  so  said  the 
Report,  that  the  effective  protection  of 
many  ports  was  practically  impossible, 
unless  an  active  defence  were  provided. 
Ho  presumed  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Admiralty  agreed  with  that.  If  so, 
why  was  he  in  his  Memorandum  so 
silont  on  the  subject  of  active  dofeoce  ? 
Why  was  there  not  provision  in  the 
Estimates  for  this  active  defence  which 
was  essentially  necessary  to  all  ports, 
and  without  which  some  ports,  according 
to  tho  Committee,  could  not  be  protected 
at  all  ?  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  further  told  them  that— 

*•  The  great  change,  precision,  and  penetra- 
tion of  tho  now  types  of  heavy  guns  absolutely 
require  that  all  ports  likely  to  be  subjected  to 
their  aiUick  should  possess  means  of  keeping 
them  at  a  sufHcicnt  distance." 

The  distance  was  the  range  of  tho  guns 
and  no  more,  and  all  that  we  got  by  a 
passive  military  defence  of  a  mercantile 
port  without  an  active  naval  defence  was 
that  the  enemy's  ships  would  toko  up  a 
position  just  beyond  the  range  of  our 
shore  guns.  What  was  the  effect  of 
this?      Why,  it  was  that  ingress  and 
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clearing  of  ships  at  our  home  ports  was 
at  the  rate  of  21  tons  per  second  ;  two 
ships  went  in  and  out  per  minute,  and 
therefore  one  could  get  some  idea  of  the 
effect  of  a  want  of  arrangement  for 
securing  free  ingress  and  ogress  to  this 
commercial  stream.  When  they  had 
ahstrnct  comparisona  between  the  num- 
ber of  ships  wo  had  and  the  number  of 
ships  other  countries  had,  let  it  be  borne 
in  mind  that  we  had  duties  to  perform 
with  respect  to  the  protection  of  com- 
merce which  other  countries  had  not.  For 
instance,  the  sea  trade  of  London  was  in 
value  three  times  the  total  sea-borne 
commerce  of  Hussia,  and  the  Lon- 
don and  Liverpool  trade  put  toeether 
largely  exceeded  the  total  sea-borne 
trade  of  all  Franco.  These  were  grave 
matters,  and  they  required  considera- 
tion. He  trusted  the  House  would 
forgive  him  for  prolonging  the  de- 
bate ;  he  would  not  have  done  so  had 
he  not  felt  the  circumstances  to  be 
grave.  He  confessed  that,  much  as  he 
suspected  the  want  of  organization  for 
war  before,  ho  had  never  been  so  con- 
vinced of  it  as  now,  when  ho  compared 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War's  Memo- 
randum with  that  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and  when  he  heard  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ask  any  in- 
dependent Member  of  the  House  to  tell 
him  off  hand  how  England  was  to  defend 
her  commerce. 

Sib  CHAELES  PALMER  (Durham, 
Jarrow)  said,  the  appointment  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for 
East  Marylebone  (Lord  Oharles  Bores- 
ford)  to  a  position  in  the  Admiralty 
was  a  popular  one,  and  his  resignation 
had  been  viewed  with  regret.  He  could 
not  understand,  if  half  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord's  statement  was  correct, 
why  the  noble  and  gaHant  Lord  should 
have  forsaken  his  guns  instead  of  stick- 
ing to  them  until  they  had  been  able  to 
introduce  the  reforms  in  the  Admiralty. 
The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  mu3t  have 
known  when  he  was  at  the  Admiralty 
that  sweeping  and  important  changes 
were  being  made  in  the  administra- 
tion at  Whitehall  and  at  the  Dock- 
yards. Indeed,  the  Memorandum  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was 
one  of  the  clearest  expositions  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Navy  which  he  could  re- 
member. It  was  evident  from  the 
Memorandum  that  there  must  have  been 


sweeping  changes  made  in  connection 
with  our  Dockyard  system  as  well  as 
othor  parts  of  the  administration.  He 
observed  that  the  reforms  began  in  1885. 
No  doubt  they  had  arisen,  in  a  great 
measure,  from  the  Iteporfc  of  the  Oom- 
mitteo  of  Experts  appointed  by  Lord 
Northbrook.  He  wished  to  know,  as 
regarded  the  administration  at  White- 
hall, whether  any  change  had  boen 
made  in  the  powers  and  tho  responsi- 
bility of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy. 
He  had  often  felt  that  the  Controller  of 
the  Navy  was  not  suited  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Dockyard  system.  He 
was  a  naval  officer  without  technical 
training,  and,  however  much  one  might 
admire  his  talents  as  a  naval  officer,  ho 
ought  not  to  bo  held  responsible  for 
the  details  of  shipbuilding  to  the  First 
Lord  of  tho  Admiralty.  Again,  in  his 
opinion,  there  ought  to  be  a  more  direct 
communication  and  responsibility  thrown 
on  the  Dockyard  Chief  Constructors  and 
taken  away  from  the  Admiral  Superin- 
tendents. Those  who  had  the  control 
and  responsibility  for  building  ships  and 
for  their  repairs  ought  to  have  control 
over  the  workmen.  At  present  they  had 
none  whatever.  If  a  workman  had  mis- 
conducted himself,  he  usually  had  a  re- 
primand and  was  sent  back  to  work, 
the  recommendation  of  the  Superinten- 
dent of  the  Dockyard  in  the  matter 
being  wholly  passed  over.  A  large  sum 
of  money  was  squandered  in  connection 
with  the  repair  of  ships,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  had  been  carried  out  as 
to  doing  all  the  repairs  in  the  Dock- 
yards ?  No  doubt  the  recommendations 
in  regard  to  preparing  designs  and 
speciQcations  before  laying  down  a  ship, 
and  that  when  once  the  designs  and 
specifications  were  settled  the  vessel 
should  be  completed  without  delay,  had 
been  followed.  That,  no  doubt,  had 
prevented  and  would  prevent  Supple^ 
mentary  Estimates,  and  it  would  also  be 
the  means  of  avoiding  a  great  deal  of 
friction  to  the  overseers.  The  Memo- 
randum of  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  in  dealing  with  the 
shipbuilding  programme,  was  rather 
hard  on  private  contractors.    He  said — 

**  This  programmo  has  been  very  nearly  rc.i- 
liied,  and  would  have  been  Actually  carrioJ  out 
but  for  delays  in  the  delivery  of  contract-built 
shipf,  the  non-completion  of  gans  by  tho  pro- 
miied  dates,  and  tho  difficulties  that  have  arisen 
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in  oompletiog  some  of  the  contraotors*  steam    opinion  might  differ  from  it.     Foreign 
t"^l8«"  Maritime  Powers  were  acquiring  fast 

cruisers,  and  vesselfl  of  high  speed  and 
capable  of  keeping  the  sea  for  a  long 
time  were  what  we  wanted  in  order  to 
protect  our  ever- increasing  Mercantile 
Marine.  It  was  of  no  use  talking  of 
iron-clads  in  connection  with  our  Mer- 
cantile Marine.  They  might  do  at  cer- 
tain stations ;  but  what  we  wanted  was  a 
large  fleet  of  fast  belted  cruisers  to  go 
all  over  the  world.  With  a  radical  reform 
in  the  Dockyard  system,  and  with  the 
class  of  ships  which  they  were  now 
proposing  to  build,  ho  believed  that  thoy 
would  receive  more  for  their  money,  and 
the  country  would  be  much  more  con- 
tented than  they  had  hitherto  been  with 
the  state  of  the  Navy. 

Silt  JOHN  PULESTON  (Devonport) 
said,  that  a  great  deal  had  been  said 
as  to  the  responsibility  and  the  control 
of  the  Admiralty ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  country  and  the  House  would  con- 
tinue in  the  future,  as  in  the  past,  to  hold 
the  Fir8t  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  mainly 
responsible  for  everything  that  took 
place  in  the  Admiralty,  and  for  the  con- 
duct of  all  matters  connected  with  the 
Navy.  They  wore  all  agreed  that  it  was 
essential  that  every  man  in  the  Admiralty 
Department,  whether  he  be  an  admiral 
or  a  clerk,  should  have  certain  defined 
dutios,  and  should  be  expected  to  give  a 
strict  account  to  the  First  Lord.  Ho  was 
sure  that  they  were  all  agreed  in  regret- 
ting the  absence  from  the  Admiralty  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Marylo- 
bone  (Lord  Charles  Beresford),  and  in 
hoping  that  the  noblo  Lord  would  soon 
be  able  to  see  his  way  to  rejoin  the 
Board.  They  all  knew  that  the  noblo 
Lord  was  a  brilliant  officer  of  the  Navy, 
and  that  he  was  fully  acquainted  with 
all  matters  concerning  the  Navy,  and 
had  the  interests  of  the  Service  at  heart. 
It  was  a  matter  of  national  regret  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  found  it  necessary 
to  resign  his  post.  He  (Sir  John  Pule- 
ston)  admitted,  however,  that  they  could 
put  against  the  disadvantage  of  losing 
the  services  of  the  noble  Lord  the  ad- 
vantage of  having  had  a  discussion  in 
the  House  and  elsewhere  which  pro- 
bably they  would  not  have  had  but  for 
the  noble  Lord's  resignation.  He  was 
fully  persuaded  that  good  would  result 
from  the  very  interesting  and  instructive 
discussion  which  had  taken  place.  But, 
after  all,  the  public  would  dwell  more 


He  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
remember  that  private  shipbuilders 
were  the  pioneers  in  shipbuilding  and  in 
engine  building  in  connection  with  the 
Navy,  and  that  it  was  through  them  that 
they  obtained  high  speed  and  economy 
of  engines.  The  House  was  informed 
that  they  had  now  arrived  at  more 
accuracy  in  the  Estimates.  He  wishod 
to  know  in  what  way  it  was  proposed  to 
deal  with  incidental  charges  and 
national  charges  ?  Thero  was  a  certain 
proportion  of  wages  in  the  shape  of 
pensions,  and  he  asked  whether  the 
pensions  were  brought  into  the  cost  of 
construction  ?  If  that  was  not  so,  the 
comparison  between  the  cost  of  buildiMg 
ships  in  the  Dockyards  and  in  private 
yards  was  as  fallacious  and  absurd  as  it 
was  formerly.  That  pension  system  was 
not  consistent  with  the  reform  of  the 
Dockyards,  and  it  was  subversive  of  all 
discipline  as  regarded  the  men.  He 
hoped  that  the  day  was  not  far  distant 
when  the  Admiralty  would  take  a 
strong  courso,  and  put  the  workmen  in 
the  Dockyards  on  the  same  footing  as 
those  in  private  yards.  Turning  to 
another  point,  ho  asked  whether  the 
Admiralty  proposed  to  contract  for  their 
stores  in  the  latter  part  of  the  year  and 
before  they  knew  what  their  shipbuild- 
ing programme  would  be,  as  thoy  had 
hitherto  done,  in  consequence  of  which 
stores  were  ordered  that  were  not  re- 
quired, and  put  away  and  left  to  rot, 
or  sold  at  a  very  small  price  after- 
wards. Again,  they  had  been  told 
that  the  staff  of  designers  would  bo 
brought  forward  for  gun  mountings.  He 
asked  had  that  been  accomplished,  be- 
cause the  Navy  had  been  dependent  on 
private  yards  for  these  designs  ?  With 
regard  to  the  torpedo  question,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  might  attach 
some  blame  to  naval  experts  for  not 
having  informed  him  before  that  the 
class  of  torpedo  boats  was  unsuitable  for 
navigation  with  the  Fleet ;  and  if  they 
were  condemned  by  seamen,  as  he 
believed  they  would  be,  he  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  utilize  them  for 
tho  defence  of  our  commercial  harbours. 
He  congratulated  tho  noble  Lord  on 
having  takon  a  new  departure  in  refer- 
once  to  shipbuilding  and  having  omitted 
the  iron-clads.  In  that  he  believed  the 
Admiralty  had  done  right,  though  naval 
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upon  tho  practical  question  as  to  whe- 
ther our  Navj  was  in  an  efficient  con- 
dition, and  as  to  whether  it  was  large 
enough  to  cope  with  all  the  great  and 
growing  interests  of  our  country.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  quite  sufficient  to 
compare  our  Navy's  tonnage  with  tho 
tonnage  of  the  Fleets  of  other  nations. 
In  making  such  a  comparison  they 
naturally  took  into  account  a  largo 
amount  of  tonnage  which  would  be 
absolutely  useless  in  time  of  war  ;  but, 
assuming  that  the  calculation  was  en- 
tirely admissible — which  he  contended  it 
was  not — he  still  said  that  was  not  the 
way  in  which  they  should  dwell  upon 
the  necessities  of  our  Navy.  Thoy 
should  comparo  our  Navy  with  tho 
measure  of  our  great  commercial  inte- 
rests, which  were  greater  than  those  of 
all  tho  other  countries  put  together. 
Our  Fleet  should  be  in  proportion  to 
those  interests  rather  than  in  propor- 
tion to  the  Fleet  of  any  other  Power. 
There  had  also  been  for  years  past  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  in  the  House 
upon  the  condition  of  our  coaling  sta- 
tions. He  understood  that  our  coaling 
stations  were  still  unprotected.  Mea- 
sures had  been  taken  to  remedy  to  some 
extent  the  evil  which  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion;  but,  even  now,  if  war 
broke  out,  a  good  deal  of  our  effective 
force  would  be  used  in  protecting  sta-* 
tions  which,  by  the  adoption  of  a  far 
more  economical  policy,  could  be  made 
to  protect  themselves,  and  in  this  way 
release  in  times  of  great  emergency  our 
active  forces  for  other  and  more  important 
duties.  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty stated  that  if  there  were  any  de- 
ficiency in  the  Navy  it  was  not  a  deQ- 
ciency  in  money  or  in  ships,  but  in  g^ns. 
That  was  a  very  serious  statement  for 
the  noble  Lord  to  make.  They  were 
able  to  understand  the  gravity  of  the 
statement  by  recollecting  what  had  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  the  Collingwood. 
That  vessel  was  to  have  been  fitted  with 
new  guns  in  a  few  months,  but  it  had 
taken  two  years  or  two  years  and  a-half 
to  complete  the  work.  He  would  like 
to  know  whether  such  a  question  as  the 
supply  of  guns  oould  be  gone  into 
before  the  Committee  on  the  Naval 
Estimates?  If  not,  he  presumed  it  could 
be  gone  into  fully  by  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion. It  was  important  to  know  whe- 
ther they  were  able  to  go  into  a  matter 
of  such  serious  consequence  before  the 


Committee  on  Naval  Estimates  ;  there- 
fore, he  trusted  the  First  Lord  would 
give  them  some  information  upon  tho 
subject.  With  reference  to  the  econo- 
mies in  tho  Naval  Estimates,  he  agreed 
that  tho  Navy  Estimates  ought  to  be  kept 
down  to  the  lowest  minimum  consistent 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Service.  But 
everyone  who  had  spoken  in  the  debate 
had  urged  that  the  Navy  was  not  what 
it  ought  to  be.  Neither  in  size  nor  in 
quality  was  it  adequate  to  any  groat 
emergency.  Might  he  suggest  that  they 
could  arrive  at  a  means  of  improving 
and  greatly  enlarging  the  Navy  without 
placing  a  burden  upon  the  taxpayer  by 
increasing  the  Naval  Estimates?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  had,  with 
great  credit  to  himsolf  and  great  advan- 
tage to  the  country,  just  promoted  a 
scheme  of  converting  the  National  Debt, 
under  which  the  country  would  imme- 
diately save  £1,500,000  sterling,  and 
prospectively  save  another  £1,600,000 
sterling.  If  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  appropriate,  for  the  purposes  of 
national  defence,  out  of  this  saving  a 
sum  of  not  more  than  £350,000  a-year, 
that  would  be  the  measure  of  the  an- 
nual charge  on  £10,000,000  sterling, 
repayable  by  means  of  a  Sinking  Fund 
in  60  years,  which  could  be  at  once 
raised  without  cost  to  the  country.  Ho 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  not  one 
hon.  Member  of  the  Houso — and  that 
there  was  no  one  in  the  country,  no 
matter  what  his  politics  might  be — who 
would  object  to  such  a  use  being  made  of 
so  small  a  portion  of  the  amount  which 
was  to  be  saved  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Eschequer*s  conversion  scheme.  Ho 
trusted  that  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  would  consider  the 
suggestions  worthy  of  some  thought.  Tho 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Jarrow 
Division  of  Durham  (Sir  Charles  Palmer) 
had  referred  to  tho  Dockyards.  He  did 
not  understand  whether  the  hon.  Baronet 
was  in  favour  of  extinguishing  tho  Dock- 
yards altogether,  or  of  making  more  use 
of  them;  but  he  rather  imagined  that 
the  former  plan  was  in  the  hon.  Baro- 
net's mind.  The  hon.  Baronet  referred 
to  the  pension  system  in  the  Dockyard s«, 
and  remarked  that  the  pension  system 
was  part  of  the  cost  of  the  National 
Dockyards,  and  ought  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  estimating  the  cost  of  tho 
shipbuilding  and  other  work  done  in  the 
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Dockyards.    His  hon.  Friend  failed  to 
make  a  comparison  between  the  wages 
paid  in  private  shipbuilding  yards  and 
the  wages  paid  in  the  Dockyards.    There 
were  times  when  the  wages  in  private 
shipbuilding  yards  had  been  double — 
thoy  were  frequently  one-third  more — 
than  those  paid  in  the  Dockyards,  There 
were  many  persons  present,  including 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Palmer) 
himself,  who  were  far  more  competent 
to  discuss  this  subjoct  than  he  was ;  but 
they  would  admit  that  he  (Sir  John 
Puleston)  was  quito  within  the  mark  in 
making  the  statement  that  the  employ69 
in  private  yards  got  far  more  wages 
than    men   employed  in   the  National 
Dockyards.     Under  such  circumstances, 
how  was  it  that  men  undertook  work  in 
the  Dockyards  ?    It  was  simply  because 
of  the  pension  system.     Men  were  will- 
ing to  accept  a  lower  rate  of  pay  when 
there  was   a  certainty  of  a  pension  or 
of  a  gratuity  as  they  grew  old.      It 
was  for   this    reason    that  the  estab- 
lishment of    the    Dockyards   was    one 
of  great  consequence  to  the  Government 
and  the  country.     In  estimating  the  cost 
of  the  Dockyards,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
suppose  that  the  National   Dockyards 
existed  only  for  the  building  of  ships. 
The    other  day  it  was  said  that  the 
Magicienne  and  the   Marathon  had  cost 
£140,000,  whereas  the  sister  ship  the 
Jlelpomene,  built  in  the  Portsmouth  Dock- 
yard, cost  £15,000  or  £20,000  more.    To 
compare  the  cost  of  ships  in  this  way  was 
a  very  delusive  mode  of  estimating  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  Dockyards,  be- 
cause the  Dockyards  existed  for  other 
purposes  besides  the  building  of  isolated 
ships.     The  existence  of  the  Dockyards 
was  a  matter  of  national  consequence, 
and  certainly  they  ought  never  to  be 
abolished ;  but  better  abolish  them  than 
leave  them  at  great  cost  without  full 
work,  while  the  work  was  given  to  private 
yards.     He  regretted  very  much  to  see 
from  the  newspapers  that  another  large 
discharge  of  men,  hitherto  employed  in 
the  boiler  establishment  at  Sheerness, 
was  contemplated,  not  on  account  of  the 
want  of  work,  but  because,  as  the  news- 
papers asserted,  the  work  had  been  given 
to  private  contractors.     He   asserted— « 
and  he  was  persuaded  every  business 
man  in  the  country  would  agree  with 
him— that  it  was  not  business,  at  all 
events,  and  it  could  not  be  profitable 
finance,  to  allow  plant  and  property,  such 
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as  we  had  in  our  Dockyards,  to  remain 
idle,  while  work  was  given  to  private 
contractors.     If  the  work  could  not  be 
properly  performed  in  the  Dockyards, 
it  was  the  fault  of  those  who  had  tho 
control  of  the  Dockyards.     Men  in  the 
Dockyards  did  their  work  well.     No  one 
in  the  Admiralty  had  ever  ventured  to 
say  that  Dockyard  work  was  not  well 
done.     There  was  another  reason  why 
comparisons   might  not  be  drawn  be- 
tween the  cost  of  building  ships  in  the 
Dockyards  and  in  private  yards.     It  was 
a  fact  that  a  very  considerable  number  of 
ships  built  by  private  contractors  had 
had,  after  a  very  short  time,  to  be  over- 
hauled in  the  Dockyards.   Besides,  there 
were  times  when  it  was  impossible  to 
get    work    done   in   private    yards   at 
any  reasonable  price  at  all.     It  was 
not     very     long     ago  —  not     further 
back   than   the    time  of   tho    Hussian 
War — when   it   was  very   essential  to 
have  certain  vessels  then  being  built, 
that  private  yards  by  themselves   had 
been  unable  to  do  the  work  required. 
What  happened  at  that  time?    Thero 
was  a  great  strike,  owing  to  the  great 
pressure  and  demand  for  labour,  in  the 
private  building  yards,  and  the  -Admi- 
ralty had  to  send  drafts  of  men  from 
the  Eoyal  Yards  to  Millwall  to  put  the 
vessels  then  being  built  at  Millwall  in  a 
sufficiently  forward  condition  to  enable 
them  to  be  brought  to  tho  Dockyards  to 
be  fitted.   Such  a  state  of  matters  might 
happen  again  in  the  time  of  a  great 
war,  and,  if  we  had  no  Eoyal  Dockyards 
to  fall  back  upon,  it  was  quite  possible  to 
conceive  that  the  consequences  might  be 
most  disastrous.    The  fact  was  that  tho 
amount  of  what  was  called  control  at  the 
Dockyards  was  so  great,  and  tho  dis- 
charges of  men  had  been  so  large,  that 
only  a  very  simple  mathematical  calcula- 
tion was  necessary  to  enable  us  to  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  supervisors 
and  controllers  would  soon  be  greater  in 
number  than  the  employis.    No  one  who 
had  over  occupied  the  post  of  First  Lord 
of  tho  Admiralty  was  more  anxious  to 
do  full  justice  and  to  act  equitably  to 
everybody  in  the  employ  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  at  the  same  time  to  do  his 
duty  to  the  Service  itself,  than  the  noble 
Lord  who  now  occupied  the  position  of 
First  Lord.     No  man  had  so  well  mas- 
tered the  difficulties  of  tho  position  as 
the  present  First  Lord,  and  he  (Sir  John 
Puleston)  thanked  tho  noble  Lord  for 
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the  oourtesy  he  Lad  always  displayed  in 
bis  dealings  with  what  were  called 
<<DookyardEepresentatives.''  There  was 
no  one  more  unweloome  to  the  Admiralty 
than  a  so-called  ''  Dockyard  Member/' 
Whenerer  the  Eepresentative  of  a  Dock- 
yard constituency  approached  the  Admi- 
ralty he  was  treated  with  the  greatest 
disdain,  though  his  suggestions  were  so 
reasonable  that  the  Admiralty  could 
scarcely  refrain  from  adopting  or  con- 
sidering them.  The  officials  of  the  Ad- 
miralty seemed  to  regard  their  Depart- 
ment in  the  light  of  a  close  Corporation, 
and  for  that  reason  he  seldom  approached 
the  Admiralty.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  control  at  the  Admiralty. 
No  doubt,  too  much  had  been  made  of 
the  matter,  but  there  was  certainly 
something  in  the  complaint.  There  was 
an  exhibition  of  the  want  of  control  the 
other  day  in  DoTonport.  There  was  a 
great  scare  and  tremendous  excitement 
in  that  town  because  an  order,  signed 
by  an  official  at  Whitehall,  had  been 
sent  down  to  the  Controller's  Office  to 
prepare  an  Estimate  for  providing  for 
1,100  or  more  fewer  men  at  Devonport, 
and  this,  hon.  Members  would  note,  was 
after  the  assurance  had  been  officially, 
as  well  as  privately,  given  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  no  more 
discharges  were  contemplated,  as  was 
shown  by  the  programme  of  work.  He 
thought  the  First  Lord's  assurance  was 
quite  correct,  because,  judging  from  the 
amount  of  work  to  be  done,  there  seemed 
to  be  no  question  that  fewer  men  would 
be  required.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  in 
Portsmouth  they  were  already  taking 
on  more  men.  The  First  Lord  very 
kindly  and  promptly  said  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  rumour  that  these  dis- 
charges were  contemplated ;  but  he 
oould  not  have  been  aware  of  what  the 
officials  at  the  Admiralty  were  doing  in 
the  matter.  The  town  was  thrown  into 
confusion  by  the  rumour.  The  Admiral 
Superintendent  at  Devonport  was  ap- 
pealed to  at  once  in  order  to  allay  the 
excitement ;  but  he,  a  man  of  secretive 
mind,  refused  to  give  any  information. 
It  was  impossible,  however,  that  such  a 
serious  order  like  the  one  he  had  alluded 
to,  having,  as  it  had,  to  pass  through  so 
many  hands,  should  not  leak  out.  He 
read  it,  as  the  public  generally  read  it, 
in  the  newspapers.  That  did  not  speak 
very  much  for  the  control ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  sooner  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
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miralty  had  a  h'ttle  more,  rather  than  less, 
control  over  the  Controller's  Department, 
and  every  other  Department  of  the  Ser- 
vice, the  better  it  would  be  for  the  Ser- 
vice, and  everybody  connected  with  it. 
He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  give 
his  serious  attention  to  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  as  to  an  altera- 
tion in  the  hours  of  labour  in  the  Dock- 
yards. It  had  been  suggested  that  in 
the  summer  time  work  in  the  Yards 
should  cease  at  5  o'clock.  By  this 
means  there  would  be  no  lessening  of 
the  hours  of  labour ;  but  the  change 
would,  he  thought,  conduce  to  the  well- 
being  of  all  the  men  employed  in  the 
Yards.  When  the  Committee  stage  was 
reached  there  were  a  few  other  matters 
to  which  he  desired  to  refer,  and  espe- 
cially as  to  some  points  of  importance 
affecting  the  warrant  officers,  a  body 
of  men  reflecting  so  much  credit  on  the 
Service ;  also  as  to  the  shipwrights,  whose 
Petitions  had  not  been  even  noticed ; 
and  also  the  engine-room  artificers, 
whose  position  now  should  be  more 
compatible  with  the  increased  and  in- 
creasing importance  of  their  duties. 

Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  said, 
he  held  that  the  first  effect  of  war  would 
be  to  drive  nearly  all  our  commerce  into 
neutral  bottoms,  and  that  the  only  remedy 
was  an  extension  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris 
on  the  lines  formulated  by  the  late  Mr. 
Marcy,  who  was  the  American  Minister 
deputed  to  attend  the  Conference  when 
the  Declaration  of  Paris  was  signed. 
With  reference  to  the  speech  delivered 
on  a  former  occasion  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  East  Marylebone  (Lord 
Charles  Beresford),he  agreed  that  greater 
responsibility  ought  to  be  imposed  upon 
the  heads  of  the  Departments  at  the 
Admiralty,  provided  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  First  Lord  remained  the 
same  as  now.  While  an  improvement 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  the 
mode  of  completing  new  ships,  no 
improvement  had  been  taken  with  re- 
gard to  repairs,  and  the  system  ought 
to  be  seriouslj  considered.  At  present, 
neither  a  commander  nor  chief  eng^eer 
had  the  power  to  order  on  his  own 
responsibility  as  much  as  a  pound  of 
candles.  The  result  was  that  when  a 
vessel  was  taken  to  Sheerness  or  else- 
where for  some  repair,  however  small, 
the  commander  or  engineer  must  make  a 
roquisitioD,  which  was  forwarded  fron^ 
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Department  to  Department,  with  the 
result  that  work  which  could  be  done  in 
48  hours  was  not  completed  until  after 
the  lapse  of  12  or  14  days.  How,  he 
asked,  would  that  system  succeed  in  a  time 
of  gpreat  emergency  ?  An  instance  of  the 
delay  for  which  this  system  was  respon- 
sible occurred  only  a  short  time  ago,  when 
the  machinery  of  the  Buzzardhroko  down, 
and  when  the  work  of  repair  which  could 
have  been  executed  in  a  few  days  was 
spread  over  a  very  much  longer  time — 
nearly  three  months.  Work  which 
could  be  done  by  the  crew  of  a  vessel 
on  her  return  home  for  next  to  nothing 
often  cost  hundreds  of  pounds.  Not 
long  ago,  the  captain  of  a  ship  desired 
that  some  little  alteration  should  be 
made  in  his  cabin,  and  suggested 
that  it  could  be  done  by  his  own 
carpenters.  The  suggestion,  however, 
was  not  acceded  to ;  a  gang  of  joiners 
were  sent  on  board,  the  cabins  were 
pulled  to  pieces,  and  thus  work  which 
could  have  been  done  for  58,  cost  the 
country  a  very  much  larger  sum— he 
(Mr.  Gourley)  believed  £  1,300.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Board  had  not  taken 
a  new  departure  in  the  matter  of  de- 
signs. He  should  like  to  see  a  Construc- 
tive Council  consisting  of  throe  Naval 
Lords,  two  shipbuilders,  two  engineers, 
and  the  Financial  Secretary,  and  pre- 
sided over  by  the  First  Lord;  and  to 
this  Council  the  Chief  Constructor  and 
the  Chief  Engineer  should  submit  de- 
signs and  costs  for  shipbuilding  in  the 
Navy.  They  should  consider  those  de- 
signs, and  when  once  a  design  had  been 
passed,  no  alteration  should  be  allowed 
to  be  made  during  the  progress  of  con- 
struction ;  and  the  Chief  Constructor 
and  the  Chief  Engineer  should  be  abso- 
lutely responsible  for  any  defect  which 
might  arise  in  the  construction  of  a 
vessel  as  between  the  original  design 
and  the  final  completion  down  to  the 
time  of  the  ship  being  commissioned. 
This  would  be  a  means  of  preventing 
such  mistakes  as  had  occurred  in  the 
cases  of  the  Ajaxj  the  Agamemnon^  the 
ImpMeuse,  and  others.  He  did  not  find 
from  the  Memorandum  that  any  provision 
was  made  for  exercising  control  over  the 
consumption  of  coals  and  stores.  Many 
commanders  and  engineers  were  more 
extravagant  than  others,  and  there 
ought  to  be  a  system  of  checking  them. 
[The  Secbetary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr. 
For  wood) :  So  there  is.]  He  was  glad  to 
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hear  it,  but  there  was  no  mention  of  it 
in  the  Memorandum.  Every  year  about 
£20,000  was  demanded  for  Coastguard 
buildings  in  which  we  now  had  invested 
£1,000,000  or  £1,500,000,  which  repre- 
sented £300  per  house  per  man.  Surely 
the  time  had  come  when  the  pruning 
knife  might  be  applied  to  this  expendi- 
ture ;  and  it  would  probably  be  as  well 
if  half  the  men  were  kept  afloat.  He 
recognized  the  great  reforms  in  Dock- 
yard administration  under  the  rigime  of 
the  present  First  Lord,  one  result  of 
which  was  that  ships  were  now  built  so 
rapidly  that  they  had  to  wait  months 
for  their  guns — another  matter  in 
which  reform  was  required.  He  saw 
no  reason  why  we  should  have  four 
Dockyards — two  great  Yards  in  full 
work  were,  he  thought,  enough,  for 
their  multiplication  added  greatly  to  the 
cost  both  in  London  and  in  the  Yards. 
With  fewerYards  we  should  diminish  tho 
expense  of  supervision.  Why  should  we 
have  four  if  France  could  do  with  two  ? 
It  was  said  that  when  Woolwich  was 
closed  the  Navy  would  go  to  the  dogs  ; 
but  it  had  not  suffered  from  that  step. 
Eeplyiog  to  the  First  Lord's  statements 
regarding  the  comparative  strength  of 
the  British  and  French  Navies,  he  held 
that  the  comparative  strength  of  Navies 
was  to  be  tested  by  the  power  of  guns, 
tho  speed  of  vessels,  the  armour  of 
vessels,  and  coal  endurance.  Comparing 
our  second-class  iron-clads  with  those  of 
France  in  these  respects,  he  inferred 
that  the  superiority  was  possessed  by 
France,  because  all  her  second-class 
iron-clads  were  armed  with  breech- 
loading  g^ns,  whilst  ours  were  of  the 
old  muzzle-loading  type. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  George  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing)  said,  that  it  was  time 
the  discussion  now  ended,  and  in  tho 
hope  of  accelerating  the  time  when  the 
Speaker  might  leave  the  Chair  he 
would  answer  some  of  the  questions  that 
had  been  put  by  hon.  Members.  He 
fully  recognized  the  value  of  the  testi- 
mony of  tho  hon.  Member  for  Jarrow 
(Sir  Charles  Palmer)  as  to  the  improve- 
ment in  the  Dockyards.  The  hon. 
Baronet  was  the  head  of  one  of  the 
largest  shipbuilding  firms  in  the  King- 
dom, and  his  approval  was  all  the  more 
valuable  on  that  account.  He  could 
assure  him  there  was  no  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty,  as  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Devonport  (Sir  John  Pules- 
too)  seemed  to  think,  to  unduly  reduce 
the  Dockyard  Establishments.  They 
had  now  made  arrangements  by  which 
they  hoped  hereafter  to  be  able  to  give 
work  permanently  to  certain  establish- 
ments; and  if  it  was  necessary  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  men  at  any  one 
Dockyard,  these  men  would  be  taken  on 
for  casual  work,  and  when  that  work  was 
over  they  would  bo  discharged.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  not  intended  to  make 
any  reduction  of  private  work.  Con- 
sidering the  magnitude  and  novelty  of 
the  work  which  private  yards  undertook 
in  1885,  the  work  had  been  done  with 
great  rapidity  ;  and  if  there  were  firms 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  novelty  of 
the  requirements,  had  not  been  able  to 
complete  their  contracts  within  the 
specified  time,  the  firm  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Palmer)  was  not 
among  them,  for,  indeed,  his  firm  had 
delivered  their  ships  some  time  in  ad- 
vance. With  regard  to  the  number  of 
iron-clads  waiting  for  guns  there  were 
four  60  waiting,  one  of  them  being  the 
Collingwoodf  which  had  been  waiting  for 
them  since  October,  1886  ;  but  it  was 
not  through  any  fault  connected  with  the 
Department  at  Woolwich  that  the  delay 
at  occurred.  There  were  also  four 
belted  cruisers  nearly  ready  for  guns, 
and  they  would  practically  bo  quite 
ready  by  the  time  the  guns  were  ready 
to  be  put  on  board.  Oroat  pressure  had 
been  brought  to  bear  on  the  Admiralty 
to  induce  them  to  spend  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  increasing  the  number  of  tor- 
pedo boats.  So  far  as  torpedo  boats 
wore  concerned,  we  had  only  sufficient 
to  protect  our  fortresses  at  homo  and 
abroad.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  the  Eastbourne  Division  of  Sussex 
(Admiral  Field)  was  very  anxious  that 
the  Naval  Lords  should  be  put  in  a 
better  position  than  they  now  occupied, 
lie  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  could  not  exactly  under- 
stand what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman was  driving  at.  They  were  told 
that  the  great  principle  to  establish  was 
that  of  individual  responsibility.  The 
Board  could  not  be  in  its  collective 
capacity  a  good  executive  machine,  be- 
cause responsibility  could  not  be  brought 
home  to  anyone ;  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  strogsled  to  revive 
the  old  ^stem  by  which  aU  business  was 
done  by  the  Bofvd  day  by  day,  and  under 


which  no  man  was  responsible.  The 
system  now  was  that  each  Naval  Lord 
was  responsible  for  his  own  Department. 
In  regard  to  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  responsibility  of  the  Naval  Lords, 
the  executive  business  was  transacted 
outside  the  Board,  and  all  questions  of 
principle  and  policy  were  discussed  at 
the  Board,  which  was  a  most  useful 
Council  for  consultative  purposes  or  for 
dealing  with  questions  of  policy.  The 
Naval  Lords  must  retain  in  their  own 
hands  the  power  of  dealing  with  execu- 
tive questions  in  their  own  Departments, 
and  be  responsible  for  the  Departments 
under  them.  To  go  back  to  the  old  sys- 
tem would  not  only  cause  an  enormous 
amount  of  dela}',  but  would  result  in  the 
Board  over  and  over  again  having  to 
reverse  its  decisions.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bow 
(Captain  Colomb)  referred  to  a  certain 
statement  in  the  Memorandum,  in 
which  he  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
declined  to  say  precisely  in  what  man- 
ner the  Navy  in  time  of  war  would  most 
effectually  protect  commerce.  That  was 
not  a  question  on  which  they  could 
speak  with  confidence,  because  there 
had  been  no  great  naval  war  in  recent 
years.  Therefore,  experience  upon  the 
subject  was  wanting.  One  thing, 
however,  was  perfectly  clear— that  our 
commerce  was  in  the  greatest  danger 
when  it  passed  through  the  land-locked 
seas,  or  where  the  great  stream  of  com- 
merce passed  nearest  to  the  land,  which 
would  afford  protection  to  hostile  crui- 
sers ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  clear  that  it 
was  the  policy  of  the  Government 
to  husband  their  strength  by  having 
a  largo  force  in  reserve  at  home. 
That  was  the  policy  which  the  Board 
pursued.  They  had  often  been  attacked 
for  not  sending  their  first- class  iron-clads 
to  foreign  waters;  but  there  were  but 
few  iron-clads  in  commission  on  the 
high  seas  belonging  to  foreign  nations. 
If  they  excluded  the  iron-clads  in  the 
European  seas,  there  were  only  two  be- 
longing to  Foreign  Powers  on  the  high 
seas  on  distant  stations.  That  being  so, 
and  the  policy  of  other  nations  being  to 
concentrate  their  forces  at  home,  we 
must  do  the  same.  The  policy  of  the 
Government  was  opposed  to  any  whole- 
sale building  of  vessels,  for  if  the  Admi- 
ralty laid  down  a  large  number  of  ships 
at  one  time,  so  rapid  was  the  change  in 
design  and  in  the  development  of  speed 
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that  they  would  probably  in  10  or  15 
years  be  obsolete  or  useless.  Therefore, 
nothing  was  clearer,  if  we  were  to  main- 
tain our  strength  continuously,  than  that 
we  should  year  by  year  lay  down  a  cer- 
tain number  of  vessels.  He  was,  there- 
fore, altogether  adverse  to  wholesale 
outlay ;  but  what  they  believed  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  oflBciency  of 
the  Navy  was  that  the  expenditure 
should  be  continuous,  and  kept,  if  pos- 
sible, at  the  same  level;  but  the  diffi- 
culty at  the  present  moment  was  not  the 
want  of  ships,  but  of  gun-producing 
power.  The  desire  of  the  Admiralty 
was  that  ships  should  be  built  and 
pushed  on  as  rapidly  as  possible ;  but  it 
was  no  use  putting  an  excessive  amount 
of  money  in  ships,  if  those  ships  had  to 
wait  for  guns  and  ammunition.  Last 
year  they  estimated  that  £1,800,000 
was  the  minimum  amount  to  be  spent 
year  by  year  to  make  good  depreciation 
and  waste  in  the  Fleet;  but  this  year 
they  were  spending  £2,070,000  in 
shipbuilding,  and  £2,970,000  for  de- 
preciation, in  addition  to  £600,000 
on  the  Australian  Squadron.  Their 
object  had  been  throughout,  both 
in  framing  the  Estimates  and  in  estab- 
lishing the  depreciation  fund,  to  insure 
continuity  of  policy,  so  that,  whoever 
might  be  First  Lord,  if  he  attempted  to 
diminish  the  amount  spent  in  ship- 
building bolow  that  fixed  for  deprecia- 
tion or  waste,  or  if  he  chose  to  increase 
the  amount,  he  should  givo  his  explana- 
tion to  the  House.  By  this  means  he 
thought  that  they  would  succeed  in 
gradually,  but  ofToctually,  raising  the 
strength  of  the  Navy  to  a  point  which, 
he  hoped,  would  bring  assurance  and 
confidence  to  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men. He  was  glad  to  inform  the  House 
that,  with  regard  to  gun  mounting,  they 
had  been  very  successful.  Only  yester- 
day the  two  large  110-ton  guns  of  the 
Benhow  were  thoroughly  tried  and  tested 
with  their  new  mountings,  and  the  re- 
sult was  most  satisfactory.  He  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Eastbourne 
Division  of  Sussex  that  it  was  very  im- 
portant to  have  a  Dockyard  at  Bombay, 
on  the  East  Indian  Station,  capable  of 
holding  the  largest  iron-clad  in  Her 
Majesty's  Navy.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had,  however,  very  much  under- 
estimated the  cost.  The  Board  were  in 
communication  with  the  Indian  Govem- 

Lord  Georye  Hamilton 


ment  on  the  subject,  and  it  appeared 
that  the  adequate  enlargement  of  the 
existing  docks  would  involve  a  much 
larger  sum  than  that  mentioned.  But 
he  quite  agreed  that  it  was  essential 
there  should  be  a  dock  on  the  East 
Indian  Station  which  would  take  in  any 
vessel  in  the  Navy  that  was  likely  to  go 
there  for  any  purpose,  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  might  rely  upon  it  that 
they  would  take  the  necessary  measures 
to  insure  that  result. 

Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  62,400,  Men  and  Boys. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro  - 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,112»70O,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Wages,  &c.  to  Officers,  Seamen,  and  Boys, 
Coast  Guard,  and  Royal  Marines,  and  the  Half- 
Pay  of  Officers,  which  will  eome  in  coarse  of 
payment  during  the  course  of  the  year  ending 
on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1889." 

Lord  CHAHLBS  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  said,  he  wanted  to 
have  an  explanation  from  the  First  Lord 
as  to  whether  the  Committee  which  sat 
at  the  Admiralty  when  he  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford)  was  there,  and  to  which  cer- 
tain papers  of  hie  were  submitted  em- 
bodying a  scheme  for  reducing  the  num- 
ber of  non-combatants  in  the  Fleet,  had 
reported  ?  That  question  was  one  which 
he  considered  to  be  most  important, 
owing  to  the  great  change  in  the  cha- 
racter of  our  ships  which  had  taken 
place  of  late  years,  and  which  had  led 
to  an  increase  in  the  number  of  non- 
combatants  from  17  per  cent  to  41  per 
cent  in  some  ships,  and  he  thought 
some  steps  should  be  taken,  not  only 
to  reduce  the  number  of  non-combatants, 
but  to  make  those  who  remained  more 
efficient.  There  were  about  3,500  work- 
ing idlers,  as  they  were  called,  and  about 
3,900  excused  idlers  in  the  Navy ;  and 
when  it  was  borne  in  mind  that  the 
French  Fleet  had  only  7  per  cent  of 
non-combatants,  as  against  our  average 
of  22  per  cent,  and  one-fifth  more 
men  in  the  ships,  the  question  ap- 
peared to  be  of  such  importance  that 
it  must  be  very  soon  settled  in  a  decisive 
way.  One  effect  of  the  system  was 
this— that  in  a  vessel  of  the  Thunderer 
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clas9,  for  instance,  the  bursting  of  a  one- 
pound  shell  in  the  turret  might  kill 
a  whole  gun's  crew,  and  it  would  not 
bo  possible  to  replace  them.  The  dis- 
tinction between  working  idlers  and 
excused  idlers  was  one  which  existed 
in  old  times,  and  was  still  preserved  in  the 
Navy ;  the  former  were  men  who  came 
on  deck  when  the  hands  were  turned 
up ;  the  latter  were  those  who  did  not 
come  on  deck.  On  board  a  man-of-war 
the  working  idlers  consisted  of  the 
plumber,  painter,  armourer,  cooper, 
shipwright,  blacksmith,  torpedo  artificer, 
the  crewB  attached  to  torpedoes,  the 
lamp  trimmer,  &c.  His  view  was  that 
every  one  of  these  men  could  be  made 
a  fireman,  if  only  their  pay  was  slightly 
increased  for  doing  fireman's  work.  The 
carpenter,  who  was  of  no  use  at  all  in 
modern  ships,  should  bo  done  away 
with ;  what  they  wanted  was  to  have  in 
the  ships  seamen,  firemen,  and  some  ex- 
cused idlers,  and  to  get  rid  of  the  work- 
ing idlers  altogether.  By  this  plan 
there  would  be  increased  power  of  keep- 
ing the  engines  going,  because  there 
would  be  more  men  to  work  the  fires. 
Then  he  would  havo  one  mechanical 
staff  in  the  ship  in  place  of  the  present 
two ;  he  would  put  this  part  under  one 
mechanical  head,  who  should  be  under 
the  chief  engineer,  and  instead  of  the 
carpenter  there  should  be  a  mechanician 
who  should  also  be  a  warrant  officer. 
There  would  then  be  the  whole  of  the 
six  rates  exactly  as  at  present  in  the 
engine-room  department.  His  theory 
was  that,  whereas  formerly  there  were 
seamen  and  gunners, there  must  now,  in 
view  of  the  changes  which  had  taken 
place,  b9  seamen,  gunners,  and  engi- 
neers, and  he  thought  that  the  time*of 
every  cadet  who  joined  the  Navy  now 
should  be  devoted  to  learning  in  these 
throe  branches.  He  was  aware  that 
some  brother  officers  differed  from  him, 
and  it  was  thought  that  if  his  sugges- 
tions were  adopted  the  engineers  would 
get  too  much  power ;  but  that  was 
exactly  what  ho  believed  would  happen 
if  they  were  not  adopted.  Then  there 
was  another  class  of  non-combatants 
that  he  wanted  to  see  abolished  — 
namely,  the  third-class  domestics.  These 
had  crept  into  the  Service  since  our 
ship's  companies  had  been  reduced, 
because  in  old  days  the  second-class 
boys  took  this  position,  and  the  second- 
claas  boy  was  eventually  drafted  on  to 


the  fighting  strength  of  the  Fleet.  This 
domestic  class,  whose  pay  was  1«.  \d, 
a-day,  was  of  no  u«A  whatever  for 
fighting ;  and  his  opinion  was  that  there 
were  plenty  of  men  in  the  ships  who 
would  do  that  work  if  they  had  half  that 
amount  of  pay  given  them  in  addition  to 
their  own.  In  that  way  there  would  be 
useful  men  in  case  the  ship  went  into 
action  in  place  of  lads  who,  in  those 
circumstances,  were  of  little  or  of  no 
use  for  anything.  This  was  his  proposal, 
in  which,  although  there  were,  no  doubt, 
some  points  open  to  be  argued  against,  be 
thought  there  was  a  great  deal  of  good. 
The  point  was  one  which  he  had  brought 
forward  a  long  time  ago,  and  which 
had  been  referred  to  a  Committee.  He 
did  not  know  what  had  been  done  in  the 
matter;  but  it  was  one  that  ought  to 
bo  taken  up,  because  it  came  into  the 
general  question  of  the  fighting  orga- 
nization of  the  Fleet.  He  maintained 
that  it  was  proved  to  a  certainty  that  we 
had  really  no  good  system  of  organiza- 
tion for  war  at  the  present  moment; 
for  if  they  had,  all  this  detail  with  which 
the  Committee  had  been  dealing  would 
have  been  thought  out  and  threshed 
out.  He  did  not  blame  his  late  Col- 
leagues at  all ;  it  was  the  system  ;  but 
these  things  were  intimately  connected 
with  success  or  failure  in  action.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  say  whether 
anything  was  being  done  in  the  direc- 
tion he  had  indicated,  and  he  now  begged 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£100. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,1 12,600, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Services." — 
{Lord  Charles  Beresford.) 

The  first  LORD  of  tiie  ADMI- 
RALTY  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  (Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  My  noble  Friend  has 
called  attention  to  a  most  important 
question,  but,  at  the  same  time,  one 
which  is  of  a  highly  technical  character. 
It  is  not  one  which  I  can  deal  with  in 
tho  House  of  Commons,  but  it  is  a 
question  which  I  think  my  noble 
Friend  is  perfectly  right  in  raising,  llie 
introduction  of  machinery  of  all  kinds, 
which  has  superseded  manual  labour, 
has  largely  increased  tho  engine-room 
complements,  and  thus  the  number  of 
non-combatants  form  a  larger  propor- 
tion to  the  crews  of  our  vessels  than 
was  the  case  in  former  times.    I  am 
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awaro  that  my  noble  Friend  has  given 
considerable  attention  to  this  question. 
The  last  proposal  which  ho  made  was  of 
a  very  detailed  character,  and  it  was 
referred  to  a  Committee.  My  noble 
Friend  thinks  that  what  this  Committee 
was  appointed  to  do  could  bo  done 
within  the  Admiralty  itself,  if  a  certain 
number  of  officers  had  been  added  to 
the  Civil  Staff.  I  would  point  out  that 
this  would  cost  a  great  deal  of  money, 
because  a  number  of  officers  would  have 
to  be  put  on  full  pay ;  but  how  much 
more  would  it  cost  the  country  if  these 
officers  were  to  be  put  permanently  on 
full  pay  ? 

LoBD  CHARLES  BERESFORD: 
What  I  meant  was  that  if  we  had  naval 
officers  instead  of  civilians,  this  question 
could  have  been  turned  over  to  them, 
and  that  the  naval  officers'  pay  would  be 
less  than  the  civilian  pay. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  do 
not  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  in 
any  system  of  organization  it  is  possible 
to  take  away  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
working  power  in  an  office  as  would  be 
required  to  deal  with  so  large  a  question 
OS  the  reduction  of  the  non-combatant 
class.     My   noble   Friend   drew    up    a 
Report,  and  this  was  submitted  to  an 
Arrangement   Committee.     That   Com- 
mittee have  reported,  and  their  Report 
is   now   under  consideration.     I   think 
everyone  will  agree  that  the  non-com- 
batant class  could  be  reduced  to   the 
smallest  dimensions  possible ;  but  they 
are  two  classes,  one  of  which  has  to  be 
put  to  small  arms  drill,  and  the  other 
cannot  bo  put  to  any  training    at   all. 
The  latter  I  think,  of  course,  ought  to 
be  reduced    to    the    smallest    possible 
dimensions.     But   then   there    will    be 
some  work  for  the  non-combatants  in 
time   of  action,    such  as  looking  after 
ammunition     and    the    wounded,    and 
putting  out  fire  caused  by  shell.     There 
is   a   very   strong   opinion   against  re- 
ducing the  number  of  non-combatants 
to  the  extent  mentioned  by  tho  noble 
Lord.     The   executive    officers    are    of 
opinion  that  this  would  diminish  their 
authority,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
think  they  are  right  in  their  contention. 
I  can  only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
Report  is  being  considered  by  the  Board 
of  Admiralty ;  but  there  are  a  very  large 
number  of  points  to  be  dealt  with.     We 
shall  try  to  come  to  a  conclusion  as  soon 
as  possible,  and  certainly  one  of  the 


points  which  will  exercise  them,  would 
bo  that  of  the  noble  Lord  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  non-combatants  to  the 
lowest  possible  figure. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  said, 
that  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
made  no  objection  to  the  Vote  being 
taken,  on  the  understanding  that  any 
question  relating  to  the  number  of  men 
could  be  raised  on  Vote  2. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agre$d  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

*'  That  a  sum,  not  oxcoeding  £3,614.903,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  accoant,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  follow, 
ing  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments 
for  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1889,"  viz.  :— 

Class  I. — Public  Wobks  and 
Buildings. 

Great  Britain  : —  £ 

Royal  Palaces        ..             ..             ..  5,000 

Marlborough  House             . .             . .  500 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  . .  12,000 

Houses  of  Parliament          . .             . .  6,000 

Gordon  Monument               . .             . .  -     - 

Public  Buildings   . .              . .              . .  20,000 

Admiralty,  Extension  of  Buildings  . .  800 

Furniture  of  Public  Offices. .             . .  3,000 

Revenue  Department  Buildings         . .  35,000 

County  Court  Buildings      . .             . .  5,000 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts. .             ..  3,000 

Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland          . .  5,000 
Surveys  of  tho  Uiiitcd  Kingdom        . .  40,000 
Science  and  Art  Department  Build- 
ings     . .             . .             . .             . .  2,000 

British  Museum  Buildings  . .             . .  2,000 

Edinburgh  University  Buildings       . .  -    - 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings  . .  3,000 

Harbours,  &c.  under  Board  of  Trade. .  2,000 

Lighthouses  Abroad             . .             . ,  1,000 

Peterhead  Harbour              . .             . .  1,000 

Kates  on  Government  Property  (Great 

Britain  and  Irtland)         ..              ..  80,000 

Metroi)olitan  Firo-Bngade..              ..  2,500 

Disturnpikcd  and  Main  Roads   (Eng- 
land and  Wales)                ..              ..  10,000 

Distumpiked  Roads  (Scotland)           . .  5,000 

Ireland :  — 
Public  Buildings    . .  . .  . .      35,000 

Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin   . .        7,000 
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Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 

England  ;— 

House  of  Lords,  Offices        .  •  . .       6,000 

House  of  Commons,  Offices  . .       6,000 
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Treasury,     including    Parliamentary  £ 

Counsel               ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Ilome  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments ..             ..             ••             ..  15,000 

Foreign  Office        ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Colonial  Office        ..             ..             ..  6,000 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 

Departments       . .             . .             . .  7,000 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments          ..                           ..  20,000 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 

of  Trade             ..             ..             ..  3 

Cliarity  Commission    (including    En- 
dowed Schools  Department)           . .  6,000 
Civil  Service  Commission    . .             . .  9,000 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department     . .  9,000 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry               ..  1,500 

Land  Commission  for  England          . .  2,000 

Local  Government  Board    . .             . .  40,000 

Lunacy  Commission             . .             . .  2,000 

Mint  (including  Coinage)     . .             . .  20,000 

National  Debt  Office            ..         -    ..  2,500 

Patent  Office          ..             ..             ..  9,000 

Paymaster  General's  Office                . .  4,500 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission        ..  1,500 

Record  Office          ..             ..             ..  4,000 

Registrar  Generars  Office   ..             ..  8.000 

Stationery  Office  and  Printing           . .  £70,000 

Woods,  Forests,  &c.  Office  of            ..  6,000 

Works  and  Public  Buildings.  Office  of  8,000 

Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  Grant  in  Aid  15,000 

Secret  Service        .  •            . .            .  •  8,000 

Scotland : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland         ..             ..  2,000 

Exchequer  and  other  Offices               . .  500 

Fishery  Board       ..            ..            ..  3,000 

Lunacy  Commission             • .             . .  1,000 

Registrar  General's  Office   . .            . .  1,000 

Board  of  Supervision            . .             . .  3,000 

Ireland : — 

liord  Lieutenant's  Uousehold            ..  1,000 

Chief  Secretary's  Office        ..             ..  6,500 

Charitable    Donations   and    Bequests 

Office    ..             ..             ..             ..  300 

Jjocnl  Government  Board    .•             ..  15,000 

Public  Works  Office             . .             . .  10,000 

Record  Office          ..             ..             ..  1,000 

Registrar  General's  Office    . .             . .  3,000 

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey       . .  4,500 

Class  III.— Law  and  Justice. 

England :  — 


I^aw  Charges 

Criminal  Prosecutions 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Wreck  Commission 

County  Courts       .  • 

Land  Registry 

Revising  Barristers,  England 

Police  Courts  (London  and  Sheemess) 

Metropolitan  Police 

Special  Police 

County   and  Borough   Police,  Groat 

Britain 
Prisons,  England  and  the  Colonies 
Reformatory  and  Indottrial  Sohoolfl, 

Great  Bntain    . . 
Broadmoor  Orimiiial  Lonatio  Asylum 


12,000 
30,000 
65,000 

2,000 
20,000 

1,000 

m  m 

3.000 

125,000 

9,000 

1,000 
120,000 

80,000 
6,000 


Scotland : — 

Lord  Advocate  and  Criminal  Proceed- 
ings .  •  . .  •  •  . . 
Courts  of  Law  and  Justice .  • 
Register  House  Departments  •  • 
Crofters  Commission 
Police,  Counties  and  Burghs  (Scotland) 
Prisons,  Scotland  .  • 

Ireland : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu- 
tions   • .  . .  •  •  •  • 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Court  of  Bankruptcy 

Admiralty  Court  Registry  . . 

Registry  of  Deeds . . 

Registry  of  Judgments        .  • 

Land  Commission..  ..  •• 

County  Court  Officers,  &c.  .  • 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 
Police  Courts)  . . 

Constabulary         •  • 

Prisons,  Ireland    . . 

Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools . . 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum. . 
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10,000 
5,000 
6,000 
1,000 
1,000 

15,000 


15,000 

12,000 

1,500 

200 

3,000 

400 

20,000 

18,000 

30,000 

250.000 

20,000 

25,000 

1,500 


Class  IV. — Education,  Soiencb, 
AMD  Art. 

England  :  — 


Public  Education  . . 

610,000 

Science  and  Art  Department 

40,000 

British  Museum    . . 

25,000 

National  Gallery  . . 

2,500 

National  Portrait  Gallery  . . 

400 

I/e^med  Societies,  &c. 

6,500 

London  University 

2,000 

Universities  and  Colleges  (Grants  in 

Aid) 

« « 

1,000 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition 

(Be- 

port)    . .             •  •             •  • 

•  • 

500 

Scotland : — 

Public  Education  . . 

.  . 

140,000 

Universities,  &c.   . . 

•  • 

2,000 

National  Gallery  . . 

*  . 

400 

Ireland : — 

Public  Education  . . 

«  . 

200,000 

Teachers*  Pension  Office     . . 

*  • 

500 

Endowed  Schools  Commissionei's 

•  • 

200 

National  Gallery  . . 

.  . 

300 

Queen's  Colleges  . . 

•  . 

500 

Royal  Irish  Academy 

•  • 

100 

Glass  Y. — Foreign  and  Colonial 


Services. 

Diplomatic  Services 

Consular  Services.. 

Slave  Trade  Services 

Suez  Canal  ( British  Directors] 

Colonies,  (x rants  in  Aid 

South  Africa  and  St.  Helena 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies 

Cypnis,  Grant  in  Aid 


50,000 

40,000 

4,000 

400 

8,000 

8,000 

14,000 


Glass  VI.— Non-Effective  and 
Gharitable  Services. 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances  ..  ..  ..  ..    120,000 

Merdiant  Seamen's  Fond  Pensions, 
&o.       ..  ..  ..  ..       1,000 
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Pauper  Lunatics,  England  .  •             . .  •     - 

Pauper  TiUnatics,  Scotland..             ..  -     - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Lfeland    . .             . .  60,000 

Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland  . .  3,000 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency          . .             . .             . .  -     - 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and    other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  . .  500 
Miscellaneous    Charitable    and   other 

Allowances,  Ireland        ..            ..  600 

Class  VII. — Miscellaneous. 

remporary  Commissions     .  •             . .  8,000 

Misoellaneous  Expenses      . .             • .  4,000 

Public  Works  and  Industries,  Ireland  6,000 
Repayment   of    Kilrush   and  Kilkoe 

Railway  Deposit              •  •             •  •  3,300 


Total  for  Civil  Services . . 


£2,944,003 


Revenue  Departments. 

Customs  .. 

100,000 

Inland  Revenue    . . 

100,000 

Post  Office 

100,000 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  . . 

20,000 

Post  Office  Telegraphs 

360,000 

Total  for  Revenue  Departments    £670,000 
Grand  Total..  £3,614,903 

Mb.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth.  S  )  said,  he 
had  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  for  some  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  case  of  a 
man  who  had  heen  dismissed  from  the 
position  which  he  held  as  doctor  at  a 
dispensary  in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of 
his  having  been  sentenced  under  the 
Coercion  Act  for  a  speech  delivered  by 
him  at  meeting  of  the  National  League. 
Dr.  Magner,  the  person  to  whom  he  re- 
ferred, was  sentenced  by  the  Recorder 
of  Cork.  He  was  asked,  at  the  time,  if 
he  would  give  a  certain  undertaking  not 
to  repeat  his  offence ;  but  on  his  refusing 
to  do  so  he  was  sentenced  to  two  months* 
imprisonment.  A  letter  was  sent  from 
the  Local  Government  Board  refusing 
to  sanction  the  election  of  Dr.  Magner. 
and  a  few  days  after  the  receipt  of 
that  letter  he  was  dismissed  by  the 
Guardians  from  the  dispensary  position 
which  ho  had  been  holding  all  along, 
tho  reason  given  that  he  had  been 
committed  to  prison  under  tho  Crimes 
Act.  The  hardsliip  of  the  case  was  very 
great  indeed,  because  Dr.  Magner  was 
a  young  practitioner  at  the  outset  of  his 
career;  he  was  most  popular  in  the 
district,  as  was  proved  by  the  fact  that 
he  had  been  elected  to  two  dispensary 
positions,  and  he  had  been  sent  to  prison 


because  he  proposed  a  resolution  at  a 
meeting  which,  in  England  or  in  any 
part  of  Ireland  which  was  not  pro- 
claimed, would  have  been  perfectly  law- 
ful. But  the  Government  were  not 
content  with  that ;  they  had  since  pur- 
sued him  into  his  professional  career, 
and  while  he  was  in  prison  dismissed 
him  from  his  situation.  He  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  pursued  this  gentleman  a  little 
too  far,  and  that  there  was  an  element 
of  vindictiveness  in  this  straining  on 
the  part  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  inflict  punishment  on  a 
man  in  Dr.  Magner*s  position.  He 
did  not  think  it  had  been  contem- 
plated by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
to  impose  penalties  to  this  extent.  He 
thought  that  when  a  man  had  suffered 
punishment  under  the  Act  for  an 
offence  of  the  kind  which  Dr.  Magner 
had  committed  it  ought  to  be  su  flicient. 
But  to  ruin  his  professional  career,  to 
deprive  him  of  his  living,  and  to  put  a 
stigma  upon  him  which  would  ever  after 
prevent  him  from  holding  a  similar 
appointment  in  Ireland,  and  one  which 
would  compel  him  to  go  beyond  the 
British  Dominions  to  escape  from  its 
effect,  was,  he  thought,  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable proceeding.  Possibly  that  had 
been  done  because  it  had  not  come  under 
the  direct  supervision  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  he  would  ask  him  to 
say  that,  if  the  facts  were  as  he  (Mr. 
Gill)  had  stated,  he,  for  one,  did  not  wish 
that  Dr.  Magner,  having  been  punished, 
should  be  still  further  pursued  by  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  has  alluded  to  the  Local  '^Go- 
vernment Board  as  having  pursued  Dr. 
Mflgner  with  vindictiveness,  with  the 
intention  of  ruining  his  professional 
career.  It  seems  to  me,  however,  that 
there  is  no  foundation  at  all  for  that 
charge.  Dr.  Magner  was  found  guilty 
of  an  offence  under  the  Crimes  Act  and 
sentenced  to  imprisonment ;  he  appealed 
against  tho  sentence,  and  the  Judge 
who  hoard  the  appeal  oonfirmed  it,  but 
gave  Dr.  Magner,  as  I  understand,  an 
opportunity  of  undertaking  that  he 
would  not  again  commit  the  offence  with 
which  he  was  charged.  This  under- 
taking Dr.  Magner  refused  to  give,  and 
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it  would  therefore  appear  that  he  was 
not  acting  under  any  casual  impulse, 
but  had  deliberately  broken  the  law. 
The  question  arose,  what  action  should 
be  taken  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  regard  to  the  appointment 
that  Dr.  Magner  held  ?  It  has  always 
been  the  practice,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
ought  to  continue  to  be  the  practice,  of 
the  Local  OoTernment  Board  to  dismiss 
any  of  its  servants  who  had  been  con- 
victed of  an  offence  against  the  law. 
That  principle  they  applied  to  the  ap- 
pointment which  Dr.  Magner  held.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  simply  carried  out  the 
duties  laid  upon  them  by  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  pro- 
fessional career  of  Dr.  Magner  has  been 
ruined ;  I  trust,  however,  that  that  will 
not  be  found  to  be  the  case.  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  could  not  do  otherwise  than  they 
have  done ;  and,  secondly,  that  their 
action  is  not  likely  to  entail  that  pro- 
fessional ruin  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Louth  seems  to  imagine. 

Mr.  J.  S.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary) 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  Dr.  Magpier  had  in- 
dulged in  a  persistent  attempt  to  break 
the  law.  This  gentleman  was  a  young 
doctor  at  the  outset  of  his  professional 
career,  and  he  had  attended  a  meeting 
of  the  National  League,  at  which  he 
brought  upon'himself,  by  the  unfortunate 
speech,  which  he  made,  all  this  punish- 
ment. He  could  not  have  had  any  de- 
liberate intention  of  breaking  the  law, 
because  at  the  time  that  was  a  new  law 
in  Ireland.  Dr.  Magner  was  asked  to 
give  an  undertaking  that  he  would  not 
persist  in  making  speeches  in  connection 
with  the  National  League.  It  was, 
therefore,  not  enough  for  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  ruin  Dr.  Magner  by 
depriving  him  of  employment,  but  there 
was  an  intention  to  dishonour  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  it 
would  be  no  detriment  to  Dr.  Magner 
in  his  practice  that  he  had  been  deprived 
of  his  position.  But  there,  again,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  showed  his  ignor- 
ance of  society  in  Ireland,  because  he 
would  otherwise  know  that  a  young 
doctor  always  sought  for  some  per- 
manent employment  which  would  afford 
him  a  salary  while  he  was  working  up 
that  practice  which,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  attached  to  all  eminent 


men.  But  Dr.  Magner  had  had  no  timo 
to  work  up  that  professional  career,  and 
attach  to  himself  a  circle  of  patients 
which  would  enable  him  to  bid  defiance 
to  the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  enable  him  to  give  up  his  ap- 
pointment. Therefore  it  was  that  this 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  must  have  the  effect  of 
ruining  Dr.  Magner,  who  might  have 
to  seek  in  another  country,  where  he 
was  not  so  well  known,  for  that  employ- 
ment of  which  the  action  of  the  Ix>cal 
Government  Board,  at  whose  head  was 
the  right  hon.  GentJeman,  had  deprived 
him.  One  would  have  thought  that 
having  been  punished  for  the  offence 
with  which  he  was  charged,  Dr.  Magner 
might,  for  the  full  benefit  of  his  pro- 
fession, be  restored  to  citizenship,  and 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  do  what,  in 
fact,  had  been  permitted  in  the  case  of 
others  who  had  purged  themselves  from 
their  offences.  But  no ;  the  Local 
Government  Board,  with  the  nght  hon. 
Gentleman  at  its  head,  would  extend  to 
Dr.  Magner  no  mercy.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  was  pursuing  a 
course  which  his  Predecessors  had  not 
followed  in  like  circumstances.  He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  remembered  that  under 
the  operation  of  the  old  Coercion  Act 
of  1881,  Dr.  Kenny  was  deprived  of  his 
appointment  as  physician  to  the  Dublin 
Board  of  Guardians,  but  that  some  time 
afterwards  he  was  restored  to  his  func- 
tions ;  and  he  said  that,  in  like  manner. 
Dr.  Magner,  who  had  been  deprived  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  should 
also  be  reinstated.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  restore  Dr.  Magner 
to  his  functions  or  to  the  privileges  of 
citizenship  —  he  had  taken  such  a 
course  as  would  deprive  him  of  his  daily 
bread,  not  because  he  had  committed 
an  offence  of  intimidating  two  or  three 
people,  but  because  he  was  the  political 
opponent  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  could  not  accept  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Board 
had  sympathy  with  the  patients  of  Dr. 
Magner  during  his  imprisonment.  It 
ought  to  be  known  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  pending  the  time  during 
which  Dr.  Magner  was  undergoing  his 
sentence,  the  Board  of  Guardians  had 
appointed  another  physician,  and  were 
prepared  to  pay  him  if  he  would  take  a 
salary  of  them,  although  he  was  quite 
irilUng  to  perform  the  duties  of  Dr. 
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Mognor  while  ho  was  in  prison  for  no- 
thing. This  young  man,  not  knowing 
the  force  of  the  law,  had,  by  an  in- 
discreet speech,  brought  himself  within 
its  meshes  ;  he  was  in  prison,  and  for  five 
days  during  that  time  was  kept  on  bread 
and  water;  ho  came  out  of  prison 
emaciated,  and  yet  this  was  not  sufficient 
for  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  had 
been  deprived  of  his  livelihood,  and  his 
professional  career  was  blasted  ;  all  the 
education  heaped  upon  him  by  his 
parents  had  been  thrown  away,  and  all 
because  he  had  made  a  speech  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  disapproved. 
That  was  the  action  which  earned  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Go- 
vernment, who  were  the  promoters  of 
the  Coercion  Act,  the  everlasting  con- 
tempt of  the  Irish  people.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recon- 
sider this  matter  in  the  light  of  the  pre- 
cedents on  which  he  could  fall  back. 
The  case  of  Dr.  Magner  had  aroused  in 
the  breasts  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
great  sympathy  with  the  man  himself, 
and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  do  well  to  reconsider  his  de- 
termination in  this  matter  by  the  time 
they  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
subject  again  before  the  Committee 
upon  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  CHILDEKS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  He  had  heard  a 
good  deal  about  Dr.  Magner,  although 
he  was  not  personally  acquainted  with 
him.  Representations  had  reached  him 
to  the  effect  that  Dr.  Magner  was  a 
young  man  of  unimpeachable  character, 
this  being  his  first  fault,  but  that  he 
had  been  unwisely  induced  at  a  meeting 
of  the  National  League  to  move  a  reso- 
lution. Dr.  Magner  had  not,  as  far  as 
he  was  aware,  taken  any  part  before  in 
the  National  League  movement,  and  he 
was  not,  he  believed,  a  strong  partizan, 
although,  in  common  with  the  young 
men  in  the  district,  he  belonged  to  the 
Party  in  favour  of  the  National  move- 
ment. He  had  been  proceeded  against 
under  the  Crimes  Act  and  been 
punished,  and  certainly,  to  his  mind,  it 
seemed  that  the  language  used  by  the 
Judge  who  sentenced  him  did  not 
imply  that  he  was  a  very  hardened 
sinner.  He  would  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  not   to  give    a  final 

Mr.  J.  8.  0'  Connor 


answer  at  this  moment,  but  to  consider 
the  propriety  of  again  allowing  Dr. 
Magner  to  resume  his  position  at  the 
dispensary,  if  the  statement  with  regard 
to  him  were  found  to  be  true.  He  did 
not  put  this  appeal  on  the  ground  of 
right  or  on  the  ground  of  policy,  but 
upon  the  principle  of  extending  leniency 
to  a  public  officer,  who  had  been  already 
severely  punished  for  the  commission 
of  a  first  offence. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
how  many  offences  involving  two  months' 
imprisonment  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  thinks  ought  to  be  committed 
before  the  Local  Government  Board  take 
notice  of  the  matter ;  but,  as  far  as  I 
know,  I  should  only  be  misleading  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  I  were  to  hold 
out  any  hope  whatever  that  I  should  re- 
consider this  case.  I  will  examine  the 
facts,  but  I  do  not  hold  out  the  slightest 
expectation  that  the  action  which  the 
Local  Government  Board  very  reluc- 
tantly took  will  be  reversed. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  he  desired  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  an  appeal  had 
been  made  by  a  prominent  Member  of 
the  late  Government  (Mr.  Childers)  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
which  one  would  have  supposed  would 
meet  with  some  attention.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  that  appeal,  sought 
to  forestall  the  impetuous  aotion  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  saying  **No"  to 
everything  of  the  kind  that  related  to 
Ireland.  He  had  not  pressed  the  Chief 
Secretary,  but  immediately  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sat  down  they  had  from 
him  his  nan  posmmus  ;  but,  in  spite  of 
that,  he  could  assure  him  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  before  then  had  even  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  proved  that  they 
were  not  powerless,  and  had  carried 
their  point  against  the  Government. 
They  would  do  so  in  this  instance,  and 
he  believed  that  Dr.  Magner  would  be 
in  his  position  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  not  on  the  Ministerial  Bench.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  affected  not  to 
know  the  name  of  this  doctor;  but  it 
was  strange  to  say  that  twice  before  in 
that  House,  and  frequently  in  Irish 
journals,  this  charge  had  been  made, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  was  himself 
present  at  the  meeting  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Dublin  when  Dr. 
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Magner  was  dismissed.     Under  the  cir- 
cumstances,  it  was    strange    that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  at  a  loss  as 
to  Dr.  Magner's  name.     It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Oork  (Mr.  Lane) 
got  a  month's  imprisonment  for  inciting 
certain  tenants  to   adopt  the    Plan   of 
Campaign.      In  this  case  the  District 
Inspector  went  to  a  Dr.  Hays  and  asked 
liim  if  he   would   prosecute  the  hon. 
Member.     Dr.  Hays  said  he  was  not 
intimidated,  and  that  he  did  not  see  any 
harm  in  the  Plan  of  Campaign.      He 
(Mr.  Edward  Harrington)  asserted  that 
the  general  belief  in  the  district  in  which 
he  lived  was  that  because  Dr.  Hays 
gave  this  approval  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign   the    Local    Government  Board 
refused  him  the  increase  of  salary  which 
was  warranted  by  all  the  circumstances. 
While  this  belief  existed  in  the  minds 
of  the  people,  ho  thought  something 
more  ought  to  be  done  by  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  than  to  make  flippant  and 
casual  utterances  at  the  Table  of  the 
House,  which  were  as  much  as  to  say 
that  Irish  Members  were  not  worthy  of 
belief.     Passing  to  another  matter,  he 
said  that  in  Tralee  at  the  present  time 
there  was  a  Mr.  M*Gillicuddy,  known  as 
the  Sessional  Crown  Prosecutor,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  take  to  a  higher  tribunal 
oases  brought  under  the  ordinary  law  or 
the  exceptional  law  in  Ireland.  Against 
this  gentleman  he  wished  it  to  be  un- 
derstood  that    he    made    no   personal 
charge.     This  gentleman  and  his  first 
cousin,  Mr.  Morphy,  held  a  set  of  ofRces 
in  common — they  sat  at  the  same  table. 
Mr.  M'Gilliouddy  initiated  all  prosecu- 
tions, from    an   action  for  the  sale  of 
United  Ireland  down   to   a   prosecution 
for  murder.     Mr.  Morphy,  owing  to  the 
press  of  business  now  existing,  assisted 
m  theso  prosecutions,  and  virtually  con- 
ducted them.     One  day  he  would  be 
engaged  in  a  case  against  a  newsvendor, 
and  the  next  he  would  be  engaged  in 
defending    a    Moonlighter,    while    his 
cousin,    the   Sessional  Prosecutor,   was 
prosecuting  cases  at  the  Petty  Sessions 
Court. 

The  SOLIOITOE  GENllRAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth) :  Why  not  ? 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON  said, 
he  should  rather  ask  why  this  should  be. 
He  knew  that  people  came  many  miles 
to  Mr.  Morphy  to  get  him  to  defend  in 
their  casesi  because  they  believed  that 


they  would  get  off  in  that  way.    There 
was     the    case    of   Harrel,    who    was 
charged  with   murder    in    Cork.     He 
should  be  sorry  to  say  that  the  evidence 
against  him  was  strong ;  but  the  Crown 
thought  it  was,  and  bail  was  refused, 
and  he  was   kept  in  prison  for  somo 
months.     The  man  was  discharged,  and 
the  belief  in  the  County  of  Kerry  was 
that  he  would  not  have  been  discharged 
were  it  not  that  the  solicitor  represent- 
ing him  at  the  Cork  Assizes  was  Mr. 
Morphy,  the  first  cousin  of  the  Crown 
Prosecutor.      The    hon.    and    learned 
Solicitor  General  for  England  who  asked 
"Why  not?"   should  remember  that 
these  two  gentlemen  occupied  the  same 
rooms,  and  that  the  depositions  taken  by 
the  Crown  Prosecutor  were  before   the 
solicitor  for  the  defence.      When  confi- 
dential information  came  into  the  office 
of  the  Crown  Prosecutor  the  ears  of  the 
defending  solicitor  would  be  opened  to 
it  also.     He    asked  if  it  was  decent 
that  in  the   County    of   Kerry,  where 
150,000  people  had  been  evicted  since 
evictions  commenced,  these  inflammatory 
elements  should  be  added  when  an  easy 
remedy  could  be  found  ?    He  believed 
these  men  were  as  honourable  as  any 
other  solicitors;  he  made    no    charge 
against  them  ;  but,  as  a  Member  for  the 
county  and  one  who  had  had  to  face 
charges  of  complicity  and  tacit  assent  to 
crimes  committed  in  Ireland,  he  said  it 
was  his  duty  to  call  attention  to  these 
facts  in  order  to  see  if  a  remedy  could 
be  found.    This  matter  was  notorious  in 
the  county.     No  one  would  deny  that 
whenever  a  Moonlighter  was  taken  up 
the  first  thing  Mr.  Morphy  would   do 
would    be   to  see  his  first  cousin,   the 
Crown  Prosecutor,    who    occupied  the 
same  rooms  with  himself.     Would  any- 
one say  that  in  England,  where  there 
was  absolute  confidence  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law,  any  instance  parallel 
to  this  could  be  found  ?     He  asked  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  to  say  something  on  this  sub- 
ject,  which  certainly  called  for    somo 
comment. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  as  an 
appeal  had  been  made  to  him  he  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  story 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee, a  story  which  he  had  heard 
before,  and  which  had  been  repeated  in 
detail  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
thought  there  was   nothing  whatever 
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in  the  complaint  which   was  made  as 
to  these   two   gentlemen.      He   hoped 
the  hon.   Member  opposite  would  not 
think  that  hewas  particularly  attached  to 
legal  subtleties  or  legal  etiquette  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  Hon. Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  knew  that  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  some  other  matters  in  which 
they  were  interested,  he  had  taken  a  line 
which  he  should  take  now  if  he  thought 
it  necessary  for  the  cause  of  justice, 
without  the  slightest  hesitation.     The 
hon.    Member,    said     that    these   two 
gentlemen    were     cousins;     that     one 
was    the    Grown  Prosecutor,  and  that 
the  other  practised  at  the  Court ;  that 
they  had  the  same  rooms.     He  did  not 
know  whether  there  was  only  one  table 
in  the  room,    but    the   hon.    Member 
opposite  said  they  used  the  same  table ; 
and  the  result  was  taken  to  be  that  they 
both  saw  the  depositions  which  were  to 
be  used  in  the  cases  in  which  one  pro- 
secuted and  the  other  defended  ;  but,  of 
course,  there  was  no  advantage  to  either 
side  in  seeing  the  depositions.     Then  it 
was  suggested  that  confidential  com- 
munications made  to  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor were  handed  to  the  cousin   who 
was  about  to  defend  the  prisoner,  and 
that  the  confidential  statements  made  on 
behalf  of  the  prisoner  might  be  handed 
to  the  Crown  Prosecutor.  But  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  confidential 
communications  were  revealed  on  either 
side,  for  any  perse  nal  charge  was  ex- 
pressly disavowed,  and,  if  so,  there  was 
no  possible  harm  in  these  gentlemen  oc- 
cupyiug  the  same  rooms.  In  the  Temple 
it  often  happened  that  the  counsel  in 
the  same  chambers  were  employed  on 
opposite  sides  in  a  case,  and  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  confidential 
matters  were    communicated   to    each 
other.     These  were  the  remarks  he  had 
to  make,  and  he  should  not  have  risen 
had   not  the   hon.  Member   made  an 
appeal  to  him. 

Me.  EDWAED  HAREINGTON 
said,  the  great  poiut  which  he 
wished  to  impress  on  the  Committee 
was,  that  the  gentleman  who  was  first 
cousin  to  the  Crown  Prosecutor  and 
used  the  same  table  was  employed  in- 
variably in  the  prosecution  of  such 
crimes  as  he  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington) 
had  been  guilty  of — that  was  to  say, 
offences  in  connection  with  the  Press, 
which  hon.  Members  on  that  side  called 
frivolous    prosecutions    of   a    political 

Sir  Edward  Clarke 


aspect.  But  most  usually  this  gentle- 
man was  employed  for  the  defence  of 
Moonlighters  and  those  accused  of  mur- 
der. His  point  was  not  so  much  what 
might  happen  between  these  two  men. 
He  would  rather  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, or  someone  responsible  for  the 
administration,  state  what  they  con- 
sidered to  be  the  effect  on  the  minds  of 
the  people  who  saw  the  same  men  pro- 
secuting in  a  Press  offence  and  defending 
in  a  case  of  murder. 

Me.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  said,  the  remarks  he  had  to  make 
were  rather  of  a  financial  character,  and 
therefore  lay  rather  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  than  with  legal  Gentle- 
men opposite.  He  thought  it  would 
be  admitted  by  everyone  that  in  the 
present  circumstances  of  Ireland  there 
was  nothing  to  which  the  Government 
should  address  itself  more  than  to 
watching  the  character  and  capacity  of 
those  who  were  appointed  to  the  very 
responsible  position  of  Assistant  Land 
Commissioners.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  give  their  minds  seriously 
to  that  matter.  There  was  at  the  present 
moment  very  great  doubt  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  were  well-informed  on  the 
subject  as  to  the  qualifications  of  those 
who  had  been  recently  appointed  to  tlio 
position  of  Assistant  Commissioner.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  what  had  taken 
place  was  not  qualified  to  enforce  the  con- 
viction that  the  Government  carried 
things  with  an  even  hand  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Commission.  He  thought  that 
officials  connected  with  the  Commission 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  go  on  political 
platforms.  His  next  point  was  on  the  very 
curious  way  on  which  these  Votes  were 
placed  on  the  Estimates  of  the  year. 
They  were  asked  tovoteasumof  £45»912 
this  year  for  the  Land  Commission.  Last 
year  the  original  figures  were  £62,452, 
to  which  must  be  added  the  supple- 
mentary sum  of  £37,675,  making  for 
the  year  1887-8  the  total  of  £100,028. 
The  sum  of  £45,912  was  deducted  from 
that  in  the  Estimate,  and  the  expression 
was  used  that  the  sum  of  £54, 1 16  result- 
ing from  the  subtraction  was  *'a  net 
decrease"  to  that  extent  as  between 
1887-8  and  1888-9.  Of  course,  the 
£54,116  showed  a  decrease  in  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  for  the  year  1888-9  as 
compared  with  1887-8,  and  it  Bwelled  the 
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total  decrease  to  that  extent.    He  asked 
whether    the   £45,912    put    down    for 
1888-9  was  all  that  they  would  have  to 
vote,  or  would  it  be  followed  by  a  large 
Supplementary  Estimate  ?    [Mr.  Jack- 
son:   No.]     He,  of  course,  understood 
that  the  Vote  was  only  for  the  period 
up  to  22nd  August,  when,  in  default  of 
other  arrangements,  the  Land  Commis- 
sion expired.     But  in  these  cases  surely 
like  should  be  compared  with  like,  and 
an  explanation  given  that  the  £100,000 
was  for  12  months,  and  the  £45,000  only 
for  five  months.  But  they  were  not  com- 
paring like  figures  with  like  figures,  and 
to  the  extent  shown  the  apparent  saving 
was  fictitious,    using   that   word  in  a 
sense   which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  under- 
stand.    He  failed   to    understand    the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for   North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing.   It  appeared  on  the  face  of  the 
figures  that  there  had  been  a  reduction 
in  the  number  of  Sub-Commissioners, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  this  was  not 
a  time  when  such  a  reduction  ought  to 
be  made.     The  grievances  of  the  Irish 
occupiers  of  holdings  were  too  serious 
and  too  numerous  to  admit  of  anything 
of  that  kind.     There  were  not  only  pro- 
ceedings under  the  Act  of  1881,  but  if 
the  Act  of  1887  was  to  be  worth  any- 
thing   the    Courts    would    be    full    of 
applications,  and  were  becoming  so  now 
as  a  matter  of  fact  under  the  latter  Act ; 
and,  therefore,  so  far  from  weakening 
the  Land  Commission,  he  submitted  that 
it  should  be  strengthened  in  every  pos- 
sible way.     An  answer  was  given  the 
other    day   to   the    hon.    Member    for 
Kildaro  (Mr.  Carew)  which  struck  him 
as  remarkable.     The  hon.  Member  was 
told  that  whereas  the  last  sitting  of  the 
Land  Commission  in  Kildare  was  in 
September  the  next  sitting  would  not 
place  before  next  June.    This  meant 
that  the  unfortunate  occupiers  were  to 
pay  abnormal  rents  without  relief  until 
that    time.      Meantime  the  action  of 
the    landlords    was    most    significant. 
Even  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  had 
been    proceeding     somewhat    harshly 
against  a  poor  old  woman ;  and  his  soli- 
citor said  he  was  not  instructed  to  take 
any  other  course  than  he  had  taken — 


The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  for  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Eino-Harman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) 
said,  he  begged  the  hon.  Gentleman's 

Eardon  for  interrupting  him.     The  rent 
ad  been  reduced  by  60  per  cent. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  words  of  the 
Judge  were — 

**  Surely  you  will  not  proceed  against  this 
old  woman  for  the  rent  which  has  been  judi- 
cially reduced  60  per  cent." 

The  only  way  to  stop  this  sort  of  thing 
was  to  strengthen  the  Land  Commission, 
to  increase  the  sittings  of  the  Court  and 
bring  up  the  arrears  of  the  Commission ; 
and  that  was  a  point  he  would  press 
most  strongly  on  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  There 
was  another  point  upon  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  word  or  two  in  reference  to  the 
Land  Commission.  He  wished  to  utter 
a  clear  note  of  warning  on  this  question, 
which  was  looming  in  the  distance,  of 
Irish  land  purchase.  The  Report  of  the 
Irish  Land  Commission  contained  some 
very  striking  sentences  on  this  subject. 
On  page  6  of  their  Report  for  the  year 
ending  22nd  August,  1887,  they  re- 
marked— 

"  In  the  Church  property  branch  of  tho 
Commission  we  have  again  to  report  that  the 
collection  of  revenue  has  been  unsatisfactory. 
.  .  .  The  arrears  due  at  March  31,  1887,  were 
more  by  £47,787  than  on  March  31, 1887." 

They  further  declared  the  security  upon 
which  large  advances  of  public  money 
were  being  made  was  diminishing. 
Though  these  statements  in  tho  Report 
to  which  he  referred  dealt  simply  with 
the  Irish  Church  branch  of  the  work  of 
the  Commissioners,  it  applied  also  to  the 
land  purchase  portion  of  their  proceed- 
ings. Practically,  £4,000,000  odd  of 
public  money  had  been  advanced  through 
the  Commission ;  and  if  the  process  to 
which  he  drew  attention  went  on  and  the 
security  diminished  in  value,  arrears  in- 
creasing relatively  to  the  instalments  as 
they  become  due,  the  prospect  was  very 
far  from  a  cheering  one.  The  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  going 
more  fully  into  this  subject  when  the 
(Government  brought  in  their  measure 
for  creating  a  large  number  of  peasant 
proprietors  in  Ireland.  He  had  alluded 
to  the  matter  thus  early  because  he  was 
one  of  those  who  were  resolved  resolutely 
set  their  faces  against  further  legislative 
proposals  in  the  direction  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act,  holding,  as  he  did,  that 
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the  only  sound  policy  for  bringing  to 
bear  the  guarantees  of  the  State  in  such 
operations  was,  that  they  should  be  allied 
with  some  form  of  Eepresentative  As- 
sembly in  Dublin,  which  would  command 
the  confidence  of  those  by  whom  the 
money  was  to  be  repaid.  It  seemed  to 
him  that,  so  far  as  the  Government  policy 
at  the  present  moment  went,  it  was  a 
most  disastrous  one  on  these  Irish  agra- 
*rian  matters.  So  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand it.  the  Government  were  not 
helping  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1881 
for  a  very  good  reason.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  characterized  that  Act  as 
one  of  the  two  downward  steps  in  public 
financial  morality  which  had  been  taken 
during  the  depression  of  the  last  10  years. 
They  could  not  wonder,  then,  at  the 
Government  wishing  more  or  less  to 
paralyze  that  Act  of  1881.  He  (Mr.  J. 
£.  Ellis)  must  respectfully  protest  against 
this  policy.  The  Government  seemed  to 
be  pursuing  the  same  course  with  regard 
to  the  Act  of  1887,  because  by  delaying 
the  sittings  of  the  Sub -Commissioners 
they  withheld  from  occupying  tenants 
the  opportunities  that  were  promised  to 
thorn  by  the  Ministry  when  the  Bill  was 
passed  last  year.  He  hoped  he  had  put  his 
points  clearly  before  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  that  some  of  them  might 
bo  cleared  up  by  that  hon  Gentleman. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  he  thought  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  had  looked  at  the  Eati- 
mate  he  would  have  found  it  there  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  the  Estimate  was  one 
of  the  amount  required  between  the  1st 
of  April  and  the  22nd  of  August,  1888. 
He  believed  it  would  be  quite  contrary 
to  precedent  and  quite  unusual  for  the 
Government  to  have  made  provision  for 
a  service  which  was  not  sanctioned,  and 
he  hold  that  it  was  entirely  in  accordance 
with  the  ordinary  practice  of  the  Trea- 
sury in  a  case  like  this,  where  a  Commis- 
sion came  to  an  end — that  is  to  say, 
when  an  Act  expired — not  to  have  made 

E revision  for  any  longer  period.  The 
on.  Member,  in  a  good-natured  way, 
seemed  to  imply  that  he  (Mr.  Jackson) 
had  taken  credit  for  this  as  being  an 
increase,  and  asked  whether  this  was 
all  the  House  would  have  to  vote  for  the 
coming  year.  Well,  it  was  all  they 
would  have  to  vote  for  the  coming  year, 
unless  Parliament  extended  the  Act  or 
made  some  new  provision.      The  hon. 

Mr.  J,  E,  Ellis 


Member  would  see  until  that  provision 
was  made  or  until  the  present  Act  was 
extended  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to 
enter  the  amount  of  expenditure  which 
would  have  to  be  provided  for.  With 
regard  to  the  number  of  Commissioners, 
he  (Mr.  Jackson)  had  on  a  former  occa- 
sion endeavoured  to  explain  what,  per- 
haps, the  hon.  Member  would  remember 
— namely,  that  the  number  taken  on  the 
Estimate  for  1887-8  was  tho  number 
originally  provided,  supplemented  by 
the  number  contained  in  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate,  and  the  explanation 
of  that  was  very  simple.  He  hoped  he 
might  mako  it  clear.  Towards  the  end 
of  the  year,  or,  at  any  rate,  beyond  tho 
middle  of  the  year,  they  received  an 
application  for  a  considerable  number  of 
additional  Sub-Commissioners.  At  that 
time  the  number  which  would  be  re- 
quired was  necessarily  very  conjectural. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE  ALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
What  month  was  that  in  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  spoke  on  this 
matter  subject  to  correction ;  but  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  it  was  in  the 
month  of  August.  The  Government 
were  at  that  time,  of  course,  quite 
without  experience  as  to  the  amount  of 
work  which  might  come  before  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  ;  but,  being  desirous  to 
meet  all  requirements,  they  sanctioned 
the  full  number  included  in  the  applica- 
tion, and  that  number  appeared  on  the 
Estimate  for  last  year.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  however,  the  total  number  sanctioned 
by  the  Government  and  provided  for  in 
the  Estimate  was  not  appointed,  and 
had  not  been  appointed  up  to  the  present 
time. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Was  not  the  money 
paid? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  Then  how  can  the 
accounts  show  a  saving  by  comparing 
two  sums,  one  of  which  was  imaginary  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  know 
that.  Hon.  Members  would  see  from  the 
Memorandum  that  ho  did  not  seek  to 
take  credit  in  any  sense  for  any  saving, 
but  had  only  endeavoured  to  make  it 
clear  what  was  the  cause  of  the  decrease. 
When,  towards  the  end  of  the  year — in 
December  last — it  became  his  (Mr. 
Jackson's)  duty  to  supervise  the  Esti- 
mates which  were  prepared  for  presenta- 
tion to  Parliament,  it  was  part  of  that 
duty  to  visit  Dublin  and  go  through  the 
Estimates  generally  with  all  the  Impart- 
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ments  in  Ireland.  In  conference  with 
the  Land  Oommissioners,  it  was  agreed 
that  they  should  make  provision  for  65 
Sab-CTommissioners,  50  being,  as  he 
believed,  the  existing  number,  with  the 
distinct  understanding,  as  he  had  already 
observed,  that  if  a  further  number  was 
necessary  the  Qovemment  would  sanction 
an  addition,  as  there  was  no  desire  to 
delay  or  obstruct  the  business  which  the 
Sub-Commissioners  were  doing.  He 
hoped  he  should  have  the  approval  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  saying  that,  as  a 
matter  of  procedure,  his  experience 
taught  him  that  it  was  wise  always  to 
obtain  the  guidance  of  a  little  experienco 
rather  than  to  make  too  large  a  provibion 
in  the  first  place  for  work  which  might 
never  arise 

Sir  aEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
this  explanation  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  acted  very 
wisely  in  deciding  that  the  staff  of  Sub- 
Oonmiissioners  for  carrying  out  these 
Acts  should  not  be  stinted.  He  did  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Eushcliffe  Division  of 
Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  in  thinking 
that  the  course  the  Government  were 
pursuing  in  the  matter  was  disastrous. 
He  thought  the  Government  were  pur- 
suing the  right  course,  and  that  if  they 
carried  it  out  their  conduct  would  be 
worthy  of  commendation.  He  did  not 
say  that  their  action  was  right  in  all  its 
details;  he  thought,  for  instance,  that 
what  was  done  in  regard  to  the  revision 
of  rents  was  done  in  a  very  rough  way, 
and  it  still  remained  to  be  discovered  by 
experience  whether  it  contained  the  ele- 
ments of  success;  but,  speaking  gene- 
rally, he  had  always  thought  that  the 
Government  had  adopted  the  right 
principle.  Though  they  had  grumbled 
at  the  Act  of  1881,  and  though  he 
thought  they  were  unwise  in  throw- 
ing dirt  at  it,  still  he  gathered  that  they 
had  accepted  it  and  were  carrying  it 
out.  He  only  rose  to  say  that  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  carry  out  the 
system  properly.  He  thought  it  utterly 
out  of  place  to  talk  about  what  the  Gt)- 
vemment  had  done  being  a  matter  of 
contract  or  breach  of  contract — it  was  a 
matter  of  State  intervention  for  the 
settlement  of  a  question  existing  as  to 
the  rights  of  two  co-owners  in  the 
Idud 


The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
must  point  out  that  the  hon.  Member  is 
travelling  very  wide  of  the  Question 
before  the  Committee. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
begged  pardon — he  did  not  understand 
what  the  subject  was.  He  had  been 
speaking  with  reference  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Gentleman  behind  him 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis),  and  had  fancied  that 
he  had  not  gone  beyond  those  observa- 
tions. Howover,  he  had  said  all  he  de- 
sired to  say:  He  would  only  remark 
that  he  shared  with  the  hon.  Member 
groat  apprehension  lest  any  large  scheme 
of  purchase  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment should  lead  to  ditRculties  and  dis- 
turb the  right  and  sound  course  which 
they  were  following. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) would  have  done  wisely  if  ho  had 
regained  from  praising  the  action  of 
the  Government  until  he  had  learned 
a  little  more  about  it.  He  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  had  a  distinct  recollection  of 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  in  1881 
and  1887,  and  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  that  recollection  was  not  one  of 
gratitude  to  him  for  the  part  he  had 
taken  in  the  passage  of  the  measures  of 
those  years.  Be  that  as  it  might,  ho 
was  bound  to  say  at  the  present  moment 
the  hon.  Member  was  premature  in 
praising  the  Government  for  what  they 
had  done.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  quite 
agreed  that  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Jackson)  was  a  candid  one, 
and  satisfactory  so  far  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  was  concerned.  He  entirely 
acquitted  the  hon.  Member  of  the  least 
desire  to  stint  the  service  of  the  Com- 
missioners. The  difference  of  the  two 
Estimates  had  been  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained ;  but,  so  far  as  the  Executive  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  take  that  view.  He 
bad  pressed  the  Government  for  an  ex- 
planation, but  had  received  no  informa- 
tion as  tp  what  were  the  number  of 
Sub-Commissioners  appointed  to  carry 
out  the  Acts  when  the  applications  rose 
beyond  the  powers  of  the  existing  Com- 
missioners. The  House  had  not  had 
that  information,  nor  had  they  received 
the  information  which  they  desired  to 
have  as  to  who  the  men  were.  As  long 
as  they  had  the  Land  Act  before  them, 


1375 


Supply-^ 


{OOMMONSl 


Civil  Serviea. 


1376 


he  had  got  up  and  testified  unfeignedlj 
against  the  character  of  the  men  ap- 
pointed for  the  administration  of  the 
Act.  He  had  not  on  any  occasion  failed  to 
protest  against  the  character  of  the  men 
appointed.  He  helieved  it  was  owing 
to  the  character  of  the  men  appointed  in 
the  past  under  the  late  Mr.  Forster  and 
the  Government  that  succeeded  him  that 
the  present  agrarian  crisis  was  due. 
With  regard  to  the  Commissioners  who 
had  heen  appointed  by  the  present  Go- 
yernment,  he  was  willing  to  admit  that 
they  had  got  a  severe  scare  owing  to  the 
fall  in  prices.  What  the  Commissioners 
last  appointed  had  done  was  clearly  due 
to  the  scare  which  existed  amongst 
them,  for  a  more  untrustworthy  lot  of 
gentlemen  it  would  have  been  impos- 
sible to  got  even  in  the  days  of  Mr. 
Forster.  Mr.  Forster  was  the  man  who 
killed  the  Act.  It  was  to  his  Sub-Com- 
missioners, and  to  the  delight  he  took 
in  appointing  bad  men,  that  they  owed 
the  trouble  existing  in  Ireland  at  the 
present  time.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
was  quite  free  to  admit  that  the  action 
of  some  Commissioners  appointed  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  been 
bettor ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  con- 
tended that  these  gentlemen  had  acted 
with  the  greatest  stringency.  Who  were 
they  ?  He  would  not  go  into  the  indi- 
vidual names  and  characters  of  the  men ; 
but  he  would  say  that  if  hon.  Members 
would  take  the  trouble  to  inquire  who 
the  men  were,  they  would  find  that, 
almost  without  exception,  they  were 
drawn  from  the  landlord  class.  How- 
ever, even  with  regsurd  to  them,  he 
would  refrain  from  hasty  criticism,  pre* 
ferring  to  wait  another  year,  or  perhaps 
to  the  month  of  July  or  August  next,  to 
see  how  they  wont  on,  before  expressing 
a  decided  opinion  as  to  their  conduct. 
But  that  it  was  necessary  that  some  con- 
sideration should  be  given  to  this  ques- 
tion of  the  character  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners was  clearly  shown  by  cir- 
cumstances which  had  already  occurred. 
He  would  give  an  instance.  Take 
the  case  of  the  action  of  a  Sub- 
Commissioner  upon  an  estate  where, 
above  all  others,  the  Sub-Commissioner 
should  have  been  most  cautious,  and 
should  have  done  his  best  to  avoid 
offending  the  susceptibilities  of  the  ten- 
antry— namely,  on  the  Kingston  estate. 
There  the  tenantry  had  almost  unani- 
mously adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 

JLV,  T.  31.  Healy 


and  at  the  sitting  of  the  Ooort,  which 
was  very  naturally  crowded  with  the 
tenantry,  on  there  being  some  demon- 
stration, Mr.  Doyle,  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioner, said  to  one  of  the  barristers 
present — '^  These  people  are  a  pack  of 
howling  savages.  That  was  a  small 
thing  of  itself ;  but  it  showed  the  spirit 
which  animated  these  men.  Everything 
which  they  did  in  the  interests  of  the 
tenantry  was  done  grudgingly.  The 
little  technicalities,  the  bitter,  rotten 
law  points,  which  were  raised  from  time 
to  time,  were  always  decided  against  the 
tenants.  No  doubt  many  of  these  points 
would  be  reversed  on  appeal ;  but  the 
Sub- Commissioners  knew  perfectly  well 
that  the  appeals  could  not  be  heard  for 
a  couple  of  years  or  so,  and  that,  in  the 
meantime,  the  tenantry  would  be  liable 
to  pay  the  full  rent.  And  when  the  de- 
cision of  the  Sub-Commissioners  on  these 
matters  of  law  was  reversed  on  appeal 
what  would  happen  ?  Why,  the  cases 
would  go  back  to  the  Sub -Commis- 
sioners to  be  settled,  and  it  would  pro- 
bably bo  five  years  before  the  fair  rent 
was  fixed.  It  was  under  circumstances 
such  as  these  that  they  heard  the  en- 
comiums of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy on  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
and  the  Commissioners.  To  his  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy's)  mind,  it  was  an  appalling 
thing  to  see  an  hon.  Member  who  took 
such  a  prominent  part  in  opposing 
Amendments  to  the  Land  Acts  brought 
forward  by  Members  of  the  Irish  Party 
now  coming  forward  with  his  encomiums 
upon  the  action  of  the  Executive  and 
the  Commissioners.  He  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  thought  the  Government  should 
devise  some  means  to  effect  a  speedy 
hearing  of  appeals  on  law  points  raised 
before  the  Sub  •  Commissioners.  The 
Government  might  make  some  provision 
for  expediting  the  hearing  of  these  ap- 
peals in  their  Judicature  Bill.  At  pre- 
sent the  landlords  had  a  great  advantieige 
in  regard  to  one  portion  of  the  machinery 
of  the  Land  Act.  If  a  man  listed  a  lease 
which  could  not  be  dismissed — a  lease, 
say,  for  99  years  or  for  200  years,  and 
for  domain  or  pasture  land — the  land- 
lord could  apply  summarily  to  the  Com- 
mission to  have  it  dismissed.  The  land- 
lord could  always  depend  upon  the 
exercise  of  summary  jurisdiction  upon 
a  law  poiot,  whilst  the  tenant  oould  not. 
He  must  say  that,  in  his  judgment,  it 
was  a  most  necessary  reform  in  gonneQ- 
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tion  with  tlie  administration  of  the  Land 
Acts  that  when  a  tenant's  fair  rent  ap- 
plication was  dismissed  on  a  law  point, 
as  scores  of  them  were  every  day  dis- 
missed on  most  frivolous  and  abominable 
grounds,  there  should  be  some  means 
of  summarily  determining  these  points. 
The  whole  momentum  and  machinery 
of  the  Act  was  directed  against  the  ten- 
ants.  There  was  a  remarkable  diffe- 
rence between  the  administration  of  the 
Crofters'  Act  and  the  administration  of 
the  Irish  Land  Act.  He  had  lately 
noticed  that  under  the  Orof  ters'  Act  an 
almost  analogous  question  with  reference 
to  the  tenant's  improvements  to  that 
which  had  arisen  in  the  case  of  ''Adams 
V.  Dunseath"  which  had  come  before  the 
Court,  and  in  Scotland  the  decision  was 
in  favour  of  the  tenant.  All  these  cases 
decided  in  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Ire- 
land were  decided  by  a  majority  of 
Tories.  The  present  Court  of  Appeal 
in  that  country  consisted  almost  entirely 
of  Tories,  and  by  the  Appellate  Juris- 
diction Act  they  were  prevented  from 
coming  to  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Irish  tenantry  were,  therefore,  at  the 
xneroy  of  people  who,  he  might  say, 
would  be  only  swayed  by  prejudices. 
In  his  opinion,  there  ought  to  be  an 
appeal  in  all  these  matters  up  to  the 
masthead,  and  these  appeals  should  be 
speedy.  The  tribunal  should  be  above 
suspicion  of  being  in  favour  of  the  land- 
lord party.  It  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  every  time  in  England,  where  ap- 
peals were  hesurd  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
the  decisions  were  given  in  favour  of 
the  tenants.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
I^ushcliffe  Division  of  Nottingham  (Mr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  referred  to  this  matter  of  land 
purchase.  Now,  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
at  the  time  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  was 
passed,  was  to  a  considerable  extent  in 
favour  of  it ;  but  he  had  now  come  to 
see  that  the  view  taken  of  the  measure 
by  Badical  Members  above  the  Gang- 
way— though  he  had  come  to  the  deci- 
sion with  reluctance  —  had  been  the 
correct  view ;  and  he  would  tell  the 
House  why.  They  would  find  with 
regard  to  the  £5,000,000  that  they  were 
giving  away  under  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act  before  long  that  very  large  arrears 
would  arise,  for  the  reason  that  they 
were  not  getting  the  cream  of  the  Irish 
tenants.  They  were  only  getting  ten- 
ants whom  he  might  describe  as  **  bar- 
gain-driven."   He  desired  emphatically 
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to  warn  the  Government  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  tenantry  purchasing  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  They  were 
getting  the  wastrels  of  the  Irish  ten- 
antry. They  were  for  the  most  part, 
notably  in  the  case  of  Lord  Waterford's 
estate,  tenants  who  were  hopelessly  in 
arrear,  and  who  purchased  on  the  land- 
lord's terms  solely  in  order  to  escape 
eviction.  They  were  persons  who  before 
long  would  most  likely  become  a  burden 
upon  the  taxpayer.  He  did  not  attach 
blame  in  this  matter  to  the  gentlemen  at 
the  head  of  the  Land  Purchase  Commis- 
sion. Mr.  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Lynch  had 
decided  the  point  that  there  was  no  pres- 
sure, by  danger  of  eviction,  brought  to 
bear  upon  the  tenantry  of  the  Marquess 
of  Waterford — that  the  people  had  not 
purchased  under  threat;  but  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  was  bound  to  say  that, 
considering  the  indirect  pressure  brought 
to  boar  upon  these  gentlemen  by  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
men  of  his  class,  it  would  have 
been  as  much  as  their  position  would 
have  been  worth  if  they  had  decided 
these  points  in  favour  of  the  tenants. 
This,  however,  was  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  English  taxpayers, 
whom  he  warned,  as  one  anxious  for 
the  settlement  of  the  Irish  agrarian 
question  by  purchase,  that  they  were 
getting  a  bad  bargain.  He  warned 
them  that  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem they  were  not  getting  the  good 
tenants,  but  only  the  bad  tenants — only 
the  men  who  were  in  arrear  and  who 
were  practically  broken  by  bad  seasons. 
They  were  getting  the  squeezed  oranges, 
and  the  men  who  were  able  to  pay  rents 
were  holding  back  and  waiting  for 
better  terms.  Before  long  they  would 
see  the  fruit  of  the  pressure  that  was 
being  brought  on  the  tenants.  He 
feared  that  the  next  Administration 
would  have  to  face  the  problem  which 
had  to  be  met  in  the  case  of  the  tithes 
half-a-century  ago,  and  probably  the 
British  taxpayer  would  be  saddled  with 
a  loss  of  £3,000,000  of  money.  For  his 
part,  when  next  the  Government  de- 
manded another  £5,000,000  to  recoup 
the  Treasury  under  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act,  he  should  give  the  proposal  his 
strongest  opposition  unless  a  clause 
were  inserted  in  the  measure  to  the 
effects  that  sales  should  be  forbidden  to 
tenants  who  were  in  arrear  vrith  their 
rent  or  to  whom  a  writ  of  ejectment 
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had  beon  delivered  within  six  months. 
They  were  told  that  there  were  no 
arrears  of  rent  under  the  Land  Purchase 
Commission.  The  reason  of  that  was 
very  simple,  and  it  was  that  the  instal- 
ments had  not  yet  begun  to  become  due. 
The  Land  Purchase  Act  was  only  passed 
in  1885,  and  practically  did  not  come 
into  operation  until  1 886,  and  there  had 
not  been  very  many  instalments  of  pur- 
chase money  due,  but,  by  and  by,  they 
would  come  down  like  snow-flakes,  and 
as  the  tenant  had  not  been  a  free  agent 
purchasing  on  fair  terms  they  would 
have  before  long  a  very  nice  mess  to 
clear  up  in  Dublin.  The  fact  was  that 
the  landlords  wore  making  use  of  the 
system  of  State  advances  in  order  to 
obtain  an  equivalent  for  the  rack  rents 
they  had  formerly  been  in  the  habit  of 
charging,  and  which  were  now  rendered 
impossible  by  the  Land  Acts.  When 
the  Irish  Secretary  was  below  the 
Gangway  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  he  was  very  emphatic  in  the 
language  in  which  he  reminded  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  of 
what  had  to  be  done  in  the  case  of  the 
advances  made  in  respect  of  tithes  over 
half -a- century  ago.  He  pointed  out 
that  the  amount  advanced  had  remained 
a  debt  to  the  Treasury  for  something 
like  60  years,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
period  the  Treasury  had  to  wipe  off  the 
whole  of  it  as  a  bad  debt ;  and,  as  he 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  said,  they  might 
find  in  the  future,  when  the  Liberal 
Administration  came  into  Office,  that  in 
respect  of  the  Land  Purchase  Scheme 
they  had  a  debt  of  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000  to  wipe  off  in  consequence 
of  the  whole  thing  having  been  adminis- 
tered in  favour  of  the  landlords.  With 
regard  to  another  point — namely,  the 
dismissal  of  cases  which  came  before 
the  Sub  Commissioners,  ho  wished  to 
point  out  that  to  some  extent  there  was 
a  kind  of  speciousness  in  the  answer 
which  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  when  he 
said  that  the  Land  Commissioners  did 
not  dismiss  cases  on  caretakers'  notices, 
but  only  adjourned  them.  What  he 
always  wondered  at  in  official  circles  was 
why  they  were  afraid  of  the  plain  truth. 
He  did  not  see  why  because  a  man  held 
an  official  appointment  he  could  not  look 
at  facts  as  they  stood.    It  was  said  that 
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these  cases  were  only  adjourned,  and 
one  would  think  by  that,  that  what  was 
meant  was  when  an  adjourned  case 
came  on  again  the  tenant  would  bo  ablo 
to  apply  afresh ;  but  what  were  the  facts  ? 
Ho  knew  a  tenant  who  had  spent  thou- 
sands on  thousands  on  his  holding — a 
tenant  who  at  one  time  was  in  very 
considerable  circumstances,  his  rent 
alone  being  £228  a-year,  the  value  of 
the  land  £140  a-year,  and  the  buildings 
on  the  land  £21,  and  the  man  bad 
erected  all  the  buildings  himself.  He 
went  into  Court  in  December,  and  the 
landlord  at  once  served  him  with  a 
notice  under  Section  7,  the  man  being  at 
once  turned  into  a  caretaker.  That  was 
in  the  county  of  Louth.  The  contention 
of  the  Government  was  that  in  this  case, 
as  in  others  of  a  similar  kind,  there  was 
not  a  dismissal  but  an  adjournment ;  but 
the  fact  was  this,  that  by  the  next  time 
there  would  be  a  sitting  of  the  Court  in 
the  county  of  Louth,  this  man's  time  for 
redemption  would  be  up,  and  he  would 
then  be  a  caretaker  without  the  right  of 
going  into  Court — he  would  have  no 
status  at  all.  There  was  no  machinery 
for  extending  the  period  of  redemption 
under  any  of  the  Land  Acts  except  under 
the  section  dealing  with  the  case  of  sale. 
Under  Section  7,  if  a  man  had  a  notice 
served  on  him,  he  was  debarred  from 
going  into  Court,  as  the  adjournment  of 
a  case  amounted  to  dismissal.  If  the 
Commissioners  did  not  sit  again  in  a 
county  where  they  had  held  their  Court 
until  a  period  of  two  or  three  months  had 
elapsed,  there  was  no'possibility  of  pro- 
longing the  period  of  redemption  so  as 
to  have  a  case  heard  within  the  time 
during  which  a  tenant  could  make  good 
his  claim.  There  had  been  some  talk 
about  this  question  of  arrears.  The 
Government  had  offered  certain  terms, 
and  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  would  deal 
with  just  one  case,  because  the  landlord 
who  was  interested  happened  to  be  a 
Member  of  the  House,  and  would  bo 
able  to  defend  himself.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  the  widow  who  had  been  re- 
ferred to  some  time  ago.  and  deal  with  it 
in  an  historical  spirit,  and  without  any 
offence  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  concerned.  The  landlord 
was  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman),  and  the  case 
was  this.  There  was  a  woman  whose 
rent  was  £15  8^.     He  would  not  say 
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whether  at  one  time  that  was  or  waa 
not  a  fair  rent,  but  at  any  rate  it  was 
reduced  to  £7,  Now,  fancy  what  the 
feelings  of  a  person  who  had  been 
paying  £15  B$,  a-year  rent  must  be 
when  reflecting  on  the  fact  that  the 
landlord  had  the  power,  if  he  could  not 
succeed  in  screwing  this  rent  from  him, 
of  turning  him  out  on  the  roadside — 
fancy  what  his  feelings  must  be  when 
he  reflected  on  the  fact  that  the  rent 
which  was  considered  a  fair  one  by  a 
Court  of  Law  was  only  £7.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  said 
that  he  had  only  proceeded  for  ouo-balf 
year's  arrears  after  the  reduction  was 
effected.  Well  that  half-year  would 
practically  be  a  sum  of  nearly  £8 — the 
amount  of  that  half-year  was  more 
than  the  entire  amount  of  the  woman's 
present  year's  rent.  Now  this  Court 
consisted  of  sworn  gentlemen 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  I  beg 
the  hon.  Member's  pardon.  They  are 
not  sworn. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  ought  to  know, 
for  he  has  appointed  them. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  have 
appointed  none  of  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  if  they  were 
not  sworn  he  would  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression. At  any  rate,  those  nominees 
of  the  Government  wore  supposed  to  be 
impartial,  and  they  were  appointed  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
Goyernment  if  they  were  not  by  himself. 
He  did  not  know  who  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  who  reduced  the  rent. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman knew,  and  could  produce  their 
names. 

Colonel  KING-HAHMAN  :  I  do 
not  know  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  at  any  rate 
they  were  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  creatures,  and  the  Govern- 
ment paid  them  for  what  they  did.  Thoy 
were  like  day  labourers  receiving  daily 
wages.  They  got  three  guineas  a-day, 
and  were  sent  round  to  operate  on  the 
property  of  the  tenants.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said  he  offered 
to  take  half-a-year's  rent,  and  he  had 
said  that  he  had  offered  the  woman  a 
reduction  of  20  per  cent.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy)  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man considered  it  a  reasonable  and  a  fair 
thing  that  when,  after  hearing  evidence, 


the  Court,  which  was  not  supposed  to  be 
biassed,  and  if  it  was  so  was  certainly 
not  in  favour  of  the  tenant,  solemnly 
decided  that  the  old  rent  should  be  re- 
duced by  60  per  cent,  that  it  was  be- 
coming of  a  Gentleman  in  his  position, 
holding  as  he  did  an  Office  under  which 
be  might  have  been  supposed  to  havo 
respect  for  law  and  order,  and  looking 
as  he  did  for  respect  for  law  and  order 
from  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  offer  only 
20  per  cent  reduction  when  the  Court 
had  allowed  60  per  cent?  He  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Hoaly)  submitted  that  there  was  a  great 
discrepancy  between  equity  and  fact  in 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's 
action.  This  was  one  of  the  jokes 
of  the  present  system.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said  that 
he  had  appealed  against  the  decision  of 
the  Court,  but  that  the  appeal  had  not 
come  on 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
would  point  out  that  the  conduct  of  a 
particular  landlord  cannot  be  called  to 
account  under  any  item  in  this  Vote,  and 
that,  therefore,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  observations  are  irrelevant. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
not  pursue  the  matter ;  but  he  had  merely 
desired  to  illustrate  the  difficulty  of  ad- 
ministering the  Land  Law  in  Ireland  by 
referring  to  a  particular  case.  If  he  was 
not  relevant,  he  would  not  continue  his 
observations.  He  had  been  dealing  with 
the  action  of  the  Land  Commissioners  in 
the  matter  of  caretakers'  notices.  In 
this  case  an  appeal  had  been  lodged 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  that 
if  it  would  be  in  Order  for  him  to  do  so, 
he  could  give  a  full  explanation  of  the 
matter  referred  to  by  tho  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  but  the  Chairman's 
ruling  would  prevent  him  from  making 
a  reply. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  should  be 
delighted  to  hear  any  reply  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should  have 
to  make.  The  only  observation  ho 
would  make  on  the  matter  he  would 
put  into  a  concrete  form.  He  would 
merely  draw  attention  to  the  hard- 
ship of  tho  Act  of  1887  by  showing 
that  if  an  appeal  was  lodged,  it  never 
could  como  on  because  there  was  no 
speedy  method  under  Section  7  by  which 
the  case  of  a  person  who  was  turned  into 
a  caretaker  could  be  considered  before 
the  period  within  which  redemption 
must  be  effected  elapsed.     Before  the 
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appeals  could  be  heard  there  ceased  to 
be  anyone  to  appeal.  He  submitted, 
under  these  circumstances,  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  institute  a  moans  by 
which  these  appeals  could  be  speedily 
dealt  with.  He  contended  that  the 
speedy  hearing  of  appeals  was  a  matter 
of  absolute  necessity,  and  that,  there- 
fore, not  only  should  the  Government 
appoint  more  Sub  Commissioners,  but 
that  they  ought  to  adopt  measures  for 
the  strengthening  the  Court  of  Appeal 
by  diverting  power  from  tho  Common 
Law  Courts  to  the  Land  Commission. 
Perhaps  the  Government  would  give 
him  some  information  as  to  the  course 
they  intended  to  take  in  the  matter  of 
the  renewal  of  appearance  contained  in 
the  Land  Act.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  said 
that  it  was  not  the  practice  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  estimate  for  more  than  the 
period  over  which  an  Act  operated  ;  but 
they  all  knew  that  the  Act  must  be  ex> 
tended  beyond  the  22nd  of  August  next, 
and  he  thought  it  would  bo  a  most  un- 
fortunate course  to  take  to  have  no  pro- 
vision whatever  for  its  continuance 
beyond  that  time.  It  would  hardly  be 
possible  for  such  a  course  as  that  to  be 
taken,  and  ho  thought  tboy  were  entitled 
to  know  what  the  Government  proposed 
to  do  in  the  matter.  He  would  respect- 
fully urge  upon  the  Government  the 
necessity  of  speed  in  this  matter ;  time 
was  of  tho  essence  of  the  case,  as  had 
been  pointed  out  by  Chief  Justice  Pallas 
himself.  With  regard  to  tlie  Commis- 
sioners, they  knew  very  well  that  Mr. 
French  was  constantly  in  communication 
with  Members  of  the  Government  such 
as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite.  He  was  appointed  last  year, 
having  been  constantly  about  tho  House 
and  tlie  landlord  party,  and  they  knew 
very  well  that  he  was  put  in  as  a  land- 
lord's man.  Ho  could  realize  the  difTi- 
culty  the  Land  Commissioners  had  in 
maliing  further  now  appointments  ;  but 
it  was  necessary  that  some  new  appoint- 
ments should  be  made  if  the  work  was 
to  go  on.  And  now  he  would  turn  to  the 
administration  of  another  Act  before 
them — namely,  the  Crimes  Act.  He  was 
very  sorry  to  hear  what  the  Eepresenta- 
tive  of  the  Irish  Government  had  said 
with  regard  to  one  case  which  had  been 
brought  before  their  notice.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  whom  he 
would  not   call    the    Chief   Secretary, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


because  he  supposed  they  were  now  to 
look  upon  him  as  tho  Head  of  the  Irish 
Local  GoverDment  Board,  in  his  state- 
ment with  regard  to  Dr.  Magner  was 
most  remarkable.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
had  always  thought  that  when  a  man 
was  punished  for  a  crime  be  got  the  full 
measure  of  his  punishment  at  tho  hands 
of  the  magistrates  and  the  Court  who 
convicted  him  ;  but  that  did  not  seem  to 
be  the  case,  or,  at  any  rate,  that  did  not 
appear  to  be  the  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Dr.  Magner's  offence  was 
that  he  presided  at  a  meeting.  It 
was  the  first  time  in  his  entire  career 
that  he  had  done  so.  Now  it  was  a  very 
odd  thing  that  the  Government  should 
take  a  firm  stand  with  regard  to  this 
gentleman.  Dr,  Magner  was  a  man  of 
only  22  years  of  age,  a  distinguished 
University  student.  He  got  hie  M.D. 
before  21,  and  he  was  also  an  M.A.  of 
the  same  University  where  he  obtained 
his  degree.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
could  imagine  a  gentleman  of  that  posi- 
tion, on  the  first  time  of  his  having  to 
make  a  speech  on  the  Land  Question 
and  to  preside  over  a  meeting  of  Irish 
tenant  farmers,  not  having  great  happi- 
ness in  his  choice  of  language,  at  any 
rate  not  so  happy  a  choice  as  that  which 
might  be  expected  from  the  author  of 
A  Defence  of  Philosophic  Doubt,  Such 
a  man  would  be  right  enough  in  the 
choice  of  his  language,  no  doubt;  but  the 
expression  for  which  Dr.  Magner  was 
punished  with  two  months'  imprisonment 
— namely,  that  the  people  had  struck 
against  rent,  was  an  expression  which 
Dr.  Magner  denied  that  he  had  over 
used.  Now  anything  more  grotesque 
than  the  system  of  reporting  employed 
by  the  Irish  police  could  not  be 
imagined.  Let  them  take  such  a  test 
as  this.  Supposing  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  AV.  E.  Gladstone)  conceived  with 
his  great  intellect  and  genius  a  great 
speech  which  it  took  him  one  hour  to 
deliver.  An  Irish  police  reporter  would 
condense  that  speech  into  half -a- column, 
although,  as  delivered,  it  would 
probably  occupy  three  columns  of  the 
space  of  a  newspaper.  There  they  saw 
the  genius  of  a  police  reporter  as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  genius  of  a  Gentle- 
man like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  From  his 
own  knowledge  of  these  Irish  police 
reporters,  to  say  that  they  could  take 
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down  every  word  of  a  apeeoli  was  a  per- 
fect farce.  They  mada  a  practice  of 
copying  a  groat  deal  from  the  aewe- 
papers;  but  in  ibis  case  there  was  no 
report  in  the  papers  of  the  speech  for 
which  tno  montlia'  imprisonment  had 
been  meted  out  to  Dr.  Magi^cr.  But 
let  them  assume  as  settled  that  Dr. 
Magnor  deserved  his  punishmont,  what 
did  they  ilad?  Why,  fliat  he  got  a 
sentence  of  two  months'  imprisonment, 
which  was  confirmed  on  appeal.  Now 
the  County  Court  Judge,  on  Loaring  the 
appeal,  said  ho  would  let  him  off  on  his 
own  recognizances  if  ho  would  promise 
to  make  no  more  speeches ;  but  Dr. 
Magner  declined  altogether  to  hnvo  his 
mouth  shut  thus  ignobly.  Dr.  Magoer 
got  only  tivo  months'  imprisonment  from 
their  own  Hesident  Magistrate,  aad  yet 
the  Government,  or  the  righthon.  Qeu- 
tleman,  as  tbeir  representative,  inflicted 
upon  this  gentleman  tho  following  dis- 
ability:—He  fined  him  £200  a-yoarfor 
life.  Well,  ho  (Ur.  T.  M.  Hoaly)  con- 
tended that  that  was  an  abominable 
iniauso  of  tho  powers  placed  in  tho 
hands  of  tho  Oovernnient.  Tho  idea  of 
a  man  who  only  got  two  months'  im- 
prisonment for  a  particular  olfeQce  for 
which  under  the  law  he  might  have  gut 
aiz  months — when  the  ends  of  justice 
were  met  by  such  a  small  term  of  im- 
prisonment— being  fined  £200  a-yoar 
for  life  was  abominable.  That  was  the 
puniahm  out,  bccau  so  thoy  practically  said 
to  Dr.  Magner  that  he  should  novor 
occupy  tho  position  of  diaponsary  doctor 
80  long  as  he  lived — or,  at  any  rate,  so 
long  as  the  present  Qovernment  was  in 
Office,  which,  oftorail,  might  not  bo  a  very 
long  period,  which  was  a  reflection  with 
which  Dr.  Magner  might  possibly  con- 
sole himself.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy), 
however,  would  ask  tho  Government  to 
reflect  on  the  extensive  reservoir  of 
hatred  which  they  were  probably  storing 
up  for  themselves.  The  Irisli  filembers 
wanted,  when  they  got  Ireland,  to  have 
it  as  a  going  concern,  and  when  the 
proBont  Government  did  things  like  this 
they  felt  bound  to  protest  against  the 
inconveniencowhich  was  being  prepared 
for  them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself  had  once 
committed  the  great  crime  of  being  a 
young  man.  Perhaps  when  he  was  21 
be  said  Eome  things  which  ho  would  not 
look  upon  with  delight  now,  and  which 
ba  would  not  core  to   have   contem- 


plated as  his  final  utterances  upon 
tho  subjects  with  which  they  dealt. 
That  was  not  all.  If  thia  wero  a  bond 
/ide  dismissal  he  could  understand  it, 
but  be  knew  it  was  not.  He  know 
there  weie  men  who  wanted  the  post. 
Dr.  Mpgnor  had  only  just  been  made 
dispensary  doctor,  and  several  gentle- 
men connected  with  the  Orange  and 
landlord  clique  had  expected  to  get  the 
situation.  Dr.  Magner  was  certainly 
not  an  agitator;  be  was  an  obscure 
country  doctor,  and  nobody  had  over 
hoard  of  him  before  this  prosecution. 
Tho  Government  picked  him  out  for 
prosecution  and  made  his  namo  known 
a'l  through  the  country-  He  was 
only  22  yeara  of  age,  and  the 
Government  fisod  this  iniJeUblo  disa- 
bility upon  him.  He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Hoaly) 
contended  that  this  was  an  abominable 
use  of  tho  powers  of  tlie  Executive. 
They  hoard  a  great  deal  of  Mr.  Forstev's 
Act,  and,  no  doubt,  it  was  a  very  strin- 
gent Act.  But  thoy  iiH  romembentd  the 
case  of  Dr.  Kenny.  It  was  greatly  to 
tho  credit  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  that  no 
sooner  had  Dr.  Kenny's  case  been  raised 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  he  took  Mr, 
Forstetasideandsaid— "Wedidnotpasa 
this  Act  with  thia  object;  we  passed  it 
for  altogether  diflerent  objects."  Al- 
though a  sealed  order  had  n  ever  been  with- 
drawn before,  lliu  scaled  order  in  tho  case 
of  Dr.  Kenny  was  withdrawn,  and  that 
gentleman  was  now  in  tho  enjoyment  of 
the  position  of  dispensary  dwi;t')r  of 
North  Dublin  Union.  They  heard  n 
great  deal,  in  times  like  these,  about 
Civil  servants  making  speeches  and 
publishing  pamphlets.  The  Govern- 
ment gr.vo  them  full  liborty  to  do  this, 
and  civil  servants  did  as  ihey  pleased. 
TAe  CoHlinuity  of  the  JrUk  Ittvolutionary 
Moremrnt  could  be  had  for  3rf.  Civil 
servants  gave  tho  Nationalists  oE  Ire- 
land as  niuoh  offence  as  Dr.  Magner  had 
given  the  Government.  There  was  no 
limit  to  tho  cases  which  might  bo  tried 
under  the  Crimea  Act,  and  yet  they  bad 
Ministers  saying — "We  have  relegated 
ail  these  matters  to  a  most  fair  and  im- 
partial tribunal,  consisting  of  excellent 
gentlemen,  paid  fair  solariea ;  theao 
matters  are  entirely  in  their  hands  ;  tiio 
Government  have  no  cognizance  what- 
ever of  these  prosecutions.  Tho  prose- 
cutions are  approved  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Peter  O'Brien^ 
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vfho  has  not  tbo  honour  of  a  seat  in  this 
House  ;  and  we  must  let  the  law  take  its 
course."  He  respectfully  submitted  that, 
on  its  merits,  Dr.  Magner's  was  a  fair 
case    for   the    reconsideration    of    the 
Government  on  the  point  of  the  eternity 
of  the  x)unishment.    It  would  be  only 
a  reasonable  thing,  if  the  young  gentle- 
man overstepped  himself  again  for  the 
Government  to  take  notice  of  the  fact. 
He  claimed  for  Dr.  Magnor  the  samo 
sanction  the  Government  gave  to  Civil 
servants;  he  claimed  that  they  should 
give  him,  say.  Primrose  limits.     It  was 
not  the  business  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  to  be  always  fighting  the  people; 
and  he  did  not  believe  any  Member  of 
the  Tory  Party  from  Ireland  was  pre- 
pared to  eay  that  Dr.  Magner  ought  to 
be  visited  with  perpetual  punishment. 
He  ho2)ed  the  Government  would  say 
that  if  Dr.  Magner  were  re-elected  his 
re-election  would  not  be  cancelled,  be- 
cause otherwise  they  would  only  add  to 
their  diiHculties  in  Ireland.    The  col- 
lection of  poor  rates  was  often  as  diffi- 
cult as  the  collection  of  rent,  and  by  the 
dismissal  of  a  man  like  Dr.  Magner,  as 
well  as  by  increasing  the  police  force 
against  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  the 
Government  would   got  into   a  sea  of 
troubles  which  would  very  soon  load  to  the 
shipwreck  of  their  administration  in  Ire- 
land. Ho  (Mr.  T.  M.  Hoaly )  had  intended 
to  touch  upon  the  case  of  Mr.  Stoney,  but 
he  thought  it  was  better  to  wait  until 
he  got  the  Papers  promised  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  the  Government.     He  would, 
however,    allude  to  the    case    of    Mr. 
James  Byrne.       Lord  Ashbourne  dis- 
missed Mr.  James  Byrne  from  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Peace  because  he  went 
from  Mallow  to  Fermoy  to  take  part  as 
a  magistrate  of  the  county  of  Cork  in 
the  adjudication  of  a  case  in  the  town 
of  Fermoy.     Tho  railway  fare  was  only 
28,   Gd.f   so   that  hon.   Members  could 
easily  realize  that  tho  distance  travelled 
by  Mr.  James  Byrne  upon  this  occasion 
was  not  great.  It  had  been  the  practice 
in  Ireland  for  county  magistrates  to  go 
from  one  district  to  another  within  their 
county.     That  had  been  the  immemorial 
practice,   and  no  one  had   ever  for   a 
moment  dreamt  that  there  was  any  harm 
in  it.  But  the  Lord  Chancellor,  without 
giving  Mr.  James    Byrne    a    caution, 
without  saying  you  must  not  do   this 
again,  dismissed  him  from  the  Commis- 
sion.  Was  there  ever  such  an  arbitrary 

JUr.  T.  M,  Mealy 


proceeding  ?    Mr.  Stoney  was  guilty  of 
misappropriating  public  money,  but  he 
was  allowed  to  bloom  in  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace.    Look  at  the  disparity  in 
the  treatment  of  the  two  cases.     But 
that  was  not  all.     About  tho  time  that 
Mr.  James  Byrne  went  to  Formoy,  51 
magistrates   crowded  into  the  City  of 
Cork  from  their  own  divisions  to  vote 
for  a  public  house  license  for  Sir  George 
Colthurst's  benefit.    They  heard  of  the 
publicans    being  the  backbone  of  tho 
National  movement ;  but  he  maintained 
that    in   every  instance  in  which   the 
magistrates  added  another  public  house 
to   the  number,  they  did  it  for  some 
corrupt  motive  of  their  own.  The  polico 
protested  against  the  licence,  the  rector 
and  the  parish  priest  of  the  place  in 
which  the  x^ublic  house  was  situated 
protested  against  it,  and  yet  59  magis- 
trates crowded  into  the  City  of  Cork  to 
vote  down   tho  opinion    of   the    local 
magistrates.     Did  Lord  Ashbourno  take 
action  in  the  case  of  these  59  magis- 
trates ?    Not  a  bit  of  it.    If  Lord  Ash- 
bourne would  act  with  something  like 
equality,  with  something  like  fairness 
with  regard  to  these  magistrates,  not 
only  the  cause  of  justice  but  tho  cause 
of  temperance  would  bo  very  much  ad- 
vanced.   If  a  rule  could  be  made  by 
which  magistrates  could  be  kept  within 
their  own  Petty  Sessional  districts,  they 
would  find  that  the  jobs  now  committed 
by  licensing  sessions— by  landlords  and 
Orange  magistrates — would  soon  be  put 
a  stop  to.     Mr.  James  Byrne  was  dis- 
missed for  doing  that  which  it  was  well 
known  magistrates  did  every  day  in  the 
week.       Tho   Government    hold  up  to 
them  as  the  pink  of  magisterial  chivalry, 
Mr.  Cecil  lioche,  and  other  Resident 
Magistrates.      Did   the  magistrates  of 
Ireland  keep  to  their  Petty  Sessional 
districts  ?    No ;  neither  did  they  keep 
to  their  own  counties.     They  went  from 
county  to  county,  and  were  paid  fordoing 
so.  But  because  !Mr.  James  Byrne  wont 
from  Mallow  to  Fermoy  to  adjudicate 
upon  a  case,  he  was  dismissed  from  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace.      And   yet 
Irishmen  were  expected  to  respect  the 
administration  of  the   law.     They  did 
not  respect  the  administration  of    the 
law,  but  despised  it.  The  Irish  Members 
were  expected  to  offer  up  a  Hosanna 
that  the  Irish   Government  were  good 
enough  to  administer  the  affairs  of  their 
country.    He  thought  it  was  quite  pos- 
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siblo  for  tho  Tory  Party  to  rulo  Ireland 
without  provoking  all  tho  miserable 
feelings  they  did  provoke.  If  they 
wanted  to  remain  in  Ireland,  it  was 
certainly  not  necessary  for  them  to  wade 
through  so  much  dirt.  It  was  of  such 
things  as  ho  had  mentioned  the  Irish 
Members  complainoci.  They  were  of 
little  moment  to  English  gentlemen,  but 
Irishmen  felt  thorn  keenly.  Mr.  James 
Byrne  was  a  man  of  most  moderate 
character,  a  man  who  was  at  one  time 
disposed  to  be  almost  too  moderate.  He 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  did  not  think  Mr. 
James  Byrne  was  evor  a  member  of  the 
Land  League,  or  that  he  was  over  a 
member  of  the  National  League.  It 
was  most  unfortunate  that  the  Govern- 
mont,  instead  of  steering  an  oven  keel 
in  Ireland,  wero  creating  in  tho  minds 
of  tho  people  a  conviction  that  they 
were  imbuod  with  only  one  spirit,  and 
that  was  a  spirit  of  ino(^uality  and  ex- 
asperation. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  desired  to  say  a  word  or  two 
with  reference  to  Mr.  James  Byrne,  and 
tho  action  of  magistrates  in  the  Irish 
Petty  Sessional  districts.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  said  it  was  an  imme- 
morial practice  for  magistrates  to  go 
from  one  district  to  another 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order! 
I  ought  to  have  interfered  before.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  was  evidently  travelling  out- 
Bide  the  Vote  in  assailing  tho  action 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  There  is  no 
salary  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  provided 
for  in  the  Vote. 

Me.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  said,  ho  only 
intended  to  deal  with  the  case  of  Mr. 
James  Byrne,  and  therefore  he  would 
not  proceed. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  tho  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  a  right  to 
some  answer  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour).  He  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  insult  the  Members  who  came 
here  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
people,  but  whether  that  be  his  inten- 
tion or  not,  it  certainly  was  nothing  less 
than  an  insult  to  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland  to  be  refused  an  answer  from 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  they 
put  forward  perfectly  legitimate  griev- 
ances in  a  most  moderate  manner.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  spoken  of 
the  case  of  Dr.  Magner.  It  was  an 
exceedingly  hard  case,  and  had  caused 
the  greatest  possible  indignation  through  - 
out  the  South  of  Ireland.  It  was  a  ease 
in  which  a  young  professional  man  was 
deprived  by  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  his  means  of  livelihood.  £200 
a-year  was  a  great  deal  to  Dr.  Magner. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land for  doing,  as  far  as  ho  (Mr.  W. 
Eedraond)  could  make  out,  very  little, 
received  £4,600  a-year.  Would  ho  not 
for  that  sum  condescend  to  toll  them 
why  Dr.  Magner  was  deprived  by  the 
action  of  the  Government  of  his  only 
means  of  livelihood  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  that 
perhaps  ho  might  be  allowed  to  observe 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  not  have 
been  in  the  House  during  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  upon  the  Vote,  or  ho 
would  have  known  that  he  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  had  spoken  twice. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  asked,  if  he 
might  observe  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Chief  Secretary  to  tho 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  kept  his  eyes  a 
little  more  open  than  he  was  usually  in 
the  habit  of  doing,  he  would  have  seen 
he  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  was  in  tho  House 
when  last  he  spoke.  It  was  simply  be- 
cause that,  whon  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man rose  to  deal  with  the  question  of 
Dr.  Magner,  he  did  not  give  any  justi- 
fication,  or  even  explanation,  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Govornment,  that  ho 
(Mr.  AV.  Eedmond)  held  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  tho  Member  for  North 
Longford  was  entitled  to  some  reply 
from  the  Government.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  case  of  Dr. 
Magner,  he  merely  said  that  the  Go- 
vornment had  determined  to  adhere  to 
their  decision  in  depriving  the  gentle- 
man of  his  professional  occupation. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
say  on  what  grounds  the  Government 
had  come  to  this  cruel  conclusion,  and 
he  did  not  point  out  in  what  particular 
manner  the  Government  hoped  to  make 
the  Irish  people  more  satisfied  with  the 
rule  of  the  Government,  or  to  make  tho 
country  generally  more  tranquil  by  this 
action  in  connection  with  Dr.  Magner. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  it 
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would  be  quite  possible  for  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment to  rule  the  people  of  Ireland 
without  committing  so  very  many  actions 
utterly  repugnant  to  the  general  popu- 
lation of  the  land.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment might  go  through  with  their 
work  without  doing  sb  much  dirty  work. 
That  was,  he  had  no  doubt,  to  some  ex- 
tent true,  and,  as  far  as  ho  was  con- 
cerned, ho  had  only  to  say  that  the 
action  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  Dr.  Magner,  although  it  is  painful 
in  the  last  degree  that  a  man  of  Dr. 
Magner's  position  should  be  so  punished 
for  doing  absolutely  nothing  at  all, 
would  only  have,  like  a  great  many 
other  actions  of  the  Government,  the 
effect  of  rendering  the  Government's 
rule  in  Ireland  absolutely  impossible  to 
be  attended  with  any  happy  results 
whatever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  boasted  of  having  spoken 
twice  to-night^  though  he  was  not 
usually  so  condescending  to  the  Irish 
Members.  In  order  that  he  might  bo 
relieved  from  a  portion  of  the  work 
which  Chief  Secretaries  had  always  per- 
formed for  their  salaries,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  proposed  that  his  Under 
Secretary  should  receive  £1,000  a-year. 
Dr.  Magner  was  deprived  of  his  humble 
means  of  livelihood  because  it  was 
alleged  that  on  behalf  of  the  National 
League  he  gave  offence  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  to  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  because  it  was  alleged 
that  his  action  in  attending  a  certain 
meeting  was  calculated  to  produce  dis- 
turbance and  ill-will  in  the  district.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  in  a  few  days  to  receive  a  bountiful 
salary.  Whatever  Dr.  Magner  had 
done  in  the  way  of  causing  a  breach  or 
disturbance  of  the  poace  in  the  district 
was  exceedingly  little  compared  with  the 
provocalion  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  given  by  his  con- 
duct in  the  past.  Having  seceded  from 
the  Home  Kule  movement 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  House  has  passed  a  Eule  which 
directs  that  the  repetition  of  other  per- 
son's arguments  is  not  permissible. 

Mr.  W.  KEDMOND  said,  he  should  be 
exceedingly  sorry  unnecessarily  to  repeat 
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any  argument  which  he  had  heard,  and 
if  the  Chairman  would  be  good  enough 
to  point  out  the  argument  to  which  ho 
alluded,  he  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  would 
avoid  it.  He  was  merely  pointing  out 
that  there  were  plenty  of  people  in  Ire- 
land upon  the  Government's  side  who 
had  undoubtedly  done  more  towards 
creating  disturbance  and  ill-will  than 
Dr.  Magner  had  done  by  his  action. 
He  (Mr.  W.  Eedmond)  maintained  that 
the  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  in  refusing  to  reply 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Longford,  and  in  re- 
fusing to  hold  out  some  hope  that  the 
punishment  which  had  been  so  unfairly 
meted  out  to  Dr.  Magner  would  be 
mitigated,  was  only  driving  another  nail 
into  the  coffin  of  the  Tory  Government 
in  Ireland.  The  only  other  remark  ho 
had  to  make  was  with  regard  to  the 
Land  Commission.  It  had  been  pointed 
out  that  new  Land  Commissioners  should 
be  appointed  in  order  to  give  effect  to 
the  Land  Act  of  1881,  and  the  subse- 
quent measures  amending  that  Act.  As 
the  Eepresentative  of  a  large  agricul* 
tural  county  he  thought  something 
more  should  be  done  than  the  mere 
appointment  of  additional  Land  Com- 
missioners in  order  to  expedite  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Commission.  The  whole 
establishment  of  the  Land  Commission 
should  be  overhauled  and  remodelled 
for  whatever  chance  there  was  of  doing 
permanent  good  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1881  and  subsequent  measures  amend- 
ing that  Act.  There  was  no  possible 
chance  of  inspiring  the  people  with  the 
slightest  confidence  in  its  composition 
unless  they  gave  the  people  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Land  Commissioners  were 
men  who  would  impartially  do  justice 
to  them.  Many  of  the  men  who  had 
been  appointed  to  fix  rents  had  not 
been  appointed  on  account  of  their 
qualifications,  but  simply  through  the 
old  worn  system  of  favour,  begging,  and 
placo  hunting.  Men  had  tried  to  get 
positions  as  Sub-Commissioners  for  their 
relatives  and  friends  merely  in  order 
that  they  might  get  some  money  out  of 
the  Government  and  not  because  they 
were  qualified.  He  maintained  that  the 
system  of  appointing  Land  Commis- 
sioners should  be  thoroughly  overhauled. 
No  one  should  be  appointed  at  the  re- 
quest of  any  friend  of  the  Government, 
no  matter  how  influential  he  might  be. 
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unless  he  was  proved  beyond  all  ques- 
tion to  be  a  man  capable  for  the  position 
and  unless  he  \?as  a  man  who  would 
receive  the  support  and  the  confidence 
of  the  tenant  farmers  of  the  country. 
That  was  not  the  case  at  the  present 
time.  The  great  bulk  of  the  Land  Com- 
missioners were  men  who  were  distinctly 
in  touch  and  in  sympathy,  not  with  the 
masses  of  the  people  who  were  to  be 
benefited  by  the  Act,  but  with  the  land- 
lord classes  who  were  to  be  more  or  loss 
injured  by  the  Act.  He  had  found  that 
the  greatest  complaint  which  the  tenant 
farmers  of  his  own  constituency  and  of 
other  parts  of  Ireland  he  had  visited, 
had  to  make  with  respect  to  the  Land 
Act  of  1881  was  against  the  character 
of  the  men  who  were  appointed.  Ho 
believed  that  this  Govornment  or  any 
Government  who  went  to  Ireland  would 
be  doing  the  best  thing  they  could  for 
the  people  and  ultimately  for  the  land- 
lords if  they  appointed  proper  Sub-Com- 
missioners. By  doing  this  they  would 
benefit  the  landlords  because  people 
would  go  into  Court  and  have  rents 
fixed  who  were  now  deterred  from  going 
into  Court  owing  to  the  character  of  the 
Commissioners.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  was  not 
sufficiently  condescending  to  reply  to 
them  with  regard  to  Dr.  Magnor's  case, 
he  ought  at  least  to  say  whether  the 
Government  had  any  intention  of  in- 
augurating a  thorough  and  systematic 
way  of  appointing  Commissioners  under 
the  Land  Act  who  would  really  have 
the  confidence  of  the  people. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
he  noticed  that  the  T\^\ii  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  arrived,  but  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  going  to 
apply  the  closure  for  some  time  longer, 
because  he  desired  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks before  the  discussion  closed.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  the  case  of 
Dr.  Magner.  He  was  afraid  that  under 
a  Standing  Order  he  would  not  bo 
allowed  by  the  Chairman  to  refer  to  it. 
If  he  were  allowed  to  do  so,  he  would 
call  attention  to  a  fact  what  had  not 
been  mentioned  by  previous  speakers. 
Dr.  Magner  held  two  appointments. 
From  one  of  them  he  had  been  dismissed 
by  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
that  was  the  matter  which  was  under 
consideration.  The  second  appointment 
was  that  of  medical  attendant  to  tho 
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police  stations  in  his  district,  and  after 
Dr.  Magner's  conviction  and  before  the 
appeal  was  decided  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
displayed  his  partizanship  by  dismissing 
this  young  man  instanter.  That  would 
not  have  been  so  remarkable  but  tijat 
the  Government  in  reference  to  another 
case,  the  case  of  a  magistrate  named 
Barrett,  who  had  been  accused  of  a 
criminal  offence,  said,  when  the  matter 
was  brought  to  their  notice,  they  had 
not  dismissed  Barrett  because  they  were 
waiting  the  result  of  the  appeal  to  tho 
Quarter  Sessions.  Immediately  a  Na- 
tionalist doctor  came  on  the  tapis  the  Go- 
vernment forgot  their  fine  principles  and 
ran  him  to  ground  without  waiting  the 
result  of  an  appeal.  The  case  of  Dr. 
Magner  was  only  like  many  occurring 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time,  and  he 
rose  to  call  attention  to  other  cases  of 
tho  same  kind  to  illustrate  the  spirit  in 
which  the  Government  of  Ireland  was 
carried  on.  There  was  the  case  of  tho 
prison  warder  of  TuUamore,  who  tho 
other  day  was  fined  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  through  his  sub- 
ordinate £7  a-year  for  life,  because 
his  wife,  in  his  absence,  lighted  a 
candle  in  her  window  in  celebration  of 
the  release  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien.  A 
more  vindictive,  a  more  little-minded,  a 
more  contemptible  proceeding,  ho  sup- 
posed, was  never  heard  of  in  any 
civilized  world ;  and  this  was  dono  to 
preserve  the  Union — was  done  in  the 
name  of  law  and  order.  That  was  not 
the  only  case.  Take  the  case  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  West  Cork  (Mr.  Gil- 
hooly),  who  had  just  been  convicted 
under  tho  Crimes  Act,  and  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment.  That  did 
not  satisfy  the  Government.  They  used 
their  power,  obtained  under  the  Crimes 
Act,  by  a  clause  which  was  never  de- 
bated in  the  House ;  they  used  their 
power  to  destroy  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
Fiis  business,  for  they  had  endorsed  upon 
his  licence  the  fact  of  his  conviction. 
When  his  licence  came  up  next  year  for 
renewal  the  endorsement  would  be  an 
effectual  bar  to  his  obtaining  his  licence 
again,  and  he  would  be  thereby  de- 
piived  of  his  principal  means  of  liveli- 
hood. Then,  again,  there  was  the  case 
of  the  unfortunate  man  Ferriter.  Fer- 
riter  had  been  imprisoned  three  times 
within  the  last  three  months.  Ho  was 
imprisoned,  first,  for  assaulting  tho 
police.    But  the  assault  was  only  a  con- 
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structlve  assault,  for  it  consisted  in 
Blamming  tbo  door  in  the  face  of  a 
policeman.  The  policeman  did  not 
think  of  making  a  charge  for  threo 
days  ;  but  when  the  facts  were  brought 
to  tho  attention  of  the  gentlemen  in 
Dublin  Castle  they  wired  instructions  to 
have  the  man  prosecuted  for  the  offence. 
Ferriter  was  prosecuted  and  sentenced 
to  a  fortnight's  imprisonment.  Two 
other  charges  were  brought  against  him, 
and  he  was  sentenr;ed  to  two  other  terms 
of  imprisonment.  He  (Mr.  Clancy)  called 
that  down  ri  ght,  con  temptible  persecution . 
These  things  were  done  **  to  preserve 
the  Union,"  and  to  **  create  a  friendly 
feeling  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  give  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  con6denco  in  tho  administrators 
of  the  law."  Why,  these  were  the 
things  which  made  the  Union  hateful, 
and  inspired  distrust  in  the  administra- 
tion of  tho  law.  These  were  the  things 
that  made  the  people  of  Ireland  see  in 
every  administrator  of  tho  law  inlreland, 
not  a  protector  of  their  interests,  but  an 
enemy  and  a  partizan.  Take  a  case  re- 
ported tho  other  day  in  a  daily  paper  in 
Dublin.  A  tenant  of  the  notorious  rack  • 
renting  landlady — Mrs.  Maroney — was 
imprisoned  under  the  Coercion  Act  at 
the  very  time  ho  had  an  application 
ponding  in  the  Land  Court  for  tho  fix- 
ing of  a  fair  rent.  The  result  was  that 
ho  had  to  make  an  application  at  a  cost 
of  £10  10«.,  in  order  to  bo  represented 
at  tho  Court  while  his  case  was  under 
discussion.  Ho  (Mr.  Clancy)  had  no 
hesitation  in  charging,  from  his  place 
in  this  House,  that  between  the  local 
administrator  of  tho  law  and  Mrs. 
Maronoy  a  conspiracy  was  got  up  for 
tho  purpose  of  preventing  this  tenant 
from  being  in  Court  at  the  hearing  of 
his  own  case,  or,  at  the  best,  for  the 
purpose  of  having  him  fined  £10  jO^. 
for  daring  to  make  an  application  to  the 
Land  Court.  This  was  not  the  only  case 
of  the  kind.  There  was  the  ca?e  of  Dr. 
Ilayes,  which  had  already  been  referred 
to  to-night.  This  gentleman  was  voted 
an  increase  of  salary  by  the  Local  Autho- 
rities in  his  district.  It  was  very  curious 
that  this  was  the  first  case  in  which  the 
Government  refused  to  endorse  the  in- 
crease of  salary,  and  that  the  gentleman 
in  this  case  was  the  one  who,  on  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Blane,  M.P.,  declined  to 
give  evidence  for  the  Crown  to  the  effect 
that  he  was  intimidated  by  the  Plan  of 
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Campaign.  He  refused  to  say  that  the 
Flan  of  Campaign  was  a  terror  to  him, 
and  in  that  way  he  vindicated  Mr.  Blane^ 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, in  the  remarks  he  condescended 
to  make  to  tho  House,  had  said  that  all 
these  things  would  do  no  harm  to  these 
people.  He  had  said  that  Dr.  Magnor 
would  not  suffer  in  tho  general  esteem 
of  tho  people.  That  ho  (Mr.  Clancy) 
considered  a  remarkably  curious  admis- 
sion from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  a  curious  confession  from  the  Head 
Administrator  the  chief  gaolor  in  Ire- 
land— the  head  administrator  of  the 
Crimes  Act — that  the  effect  of  all  his 
persecution  was  to  make  these  men 
popular  in  Ireland.  He  begged  to  call 
attention  to  that.  He  begged  to  draw 
the  attention  of  Liberal  Unionists  to  that 
admission — that  the  persecution  of  these 
people  in  Ireland  would  not  injure  them 
in  the  estimation  of  tho  people  ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Clancy)  sincerely  hoped  it  would 
not.  But  no  thanks  to  the  Government 
for  that.  They  had  done  their  best  to 
destroy  the  prospects  of  these  men — to 
ruin  them  for  life— and,  as  he  had  said 
before,  what  turned  the  whole  thing  into 
a  farce  was  that  they  said  they  wore 
doing  this  to  maintain  the  Union  and 
increase  respect  for  law  and  order,  and 
bind  the  two  Nations  together  in  tan- 
gible bonds  of  friendship.  He  passed 
from  that  to  another  matter.  If  any- 
one could  be  astonished  by  anything 
the  present  Government  could  say  or 
do,  he  thought  they  would  bo  as- 
tonished by  the  remark  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  England 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke)  to-night.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  interrupted 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Kerry  (Mr.  Edward  Harrington),  when 
pointing  out  that  in  Traleo  there  was  a 
firm  of  solicitors,  one  of  whom  was  en- 
gaged for  the  Crown,  and  the  other  of 
whom  was  engaged  for  all  the  moon- 
lighters who  were  accused  in  the  county. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
«« Why  not?"  He  thought  it  no  dis- 
grace, no  indecency,  that  one  member  of 
a  firm  of  solicitors  should  be  perpetu- 
ally engaged  for  the  Crown  and  tho 
other  perpetually  engaged  for  the  ac- 
cused ;  he  did  not  think  there  was  any 
probability  of  collusion.  He,  perhaps, 
did  not  know  that  in  a  recent  case,  one 
in  which  great  suspicion  attached  to  the 
accused  from  the  first,  the    prisoneri 
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instead  of  being  convictocl,  as  he  cer- 
tainly would  have  been  if  he  had  been 
tried  in  Wicklow,  and  had  been  prose- 
cuted by  another  solicitor,  was  acquitted. 
lie  (Mr.  Clancy)  thought  that  the 
interruption  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman,  and  the  speech  by  which  he 
afterwards  attempted  to  justify  it,  was 
one  of  the  most  indecent  things  he  ever 
heard,  either  in  the  House  or  out  of  it. 

TflE  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  withdraw  that  word. 

Mb.  CLANCY  said,  that  if  ho  had 
transgressed  the  Bules  he  apologized 
and  withdrew,  but  he  had  thought  he 
was  justified  in  describing  in  as  vigorous 
language  as  he  could  command,  a  pro- 
ceeding that  he  thought  anything  but 
creditable  to  the  Administration  in  Ire- 
land, and  which  would  not  be  tolerated 
in  England  or  Scotland.     This  was  only 
of  apiece  with  the  whole  of  the  conduct 
of    the    Government    in   Ireland.     He 
(Mr.   Clancy)   and  his  Friends  charged 
partizanship  on  the  part  of  the  Adminis- 
tration.    Who  tried  the   hon.    Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Cork  (Mr. 
Gilhooly)  the  other  day  ?    They  had  72 
Besident  Magistrates  in  Ireland.     They 
— the  Government — had  sent  them  from 
county  to  county  to  try  these  cases,  and 
the  body  was  composed  of  the    most 
idl^orant    and    most    learned   of  men. 
The  man  who  had  been  chosen  to  try 
the  hon.   Gentleman  the  Member   for 
West  Cork   was  the    very   magistrate 
whom    the    hon.    Member    had    been 
attacking — whether  justly  or  unjustly — 
for  his  administration  of  the  law  during 
the  past  five  or  six  years.     They  had 
selected  to  try  the  hon.  Member  the  man 
who  must  have  in  his  mind  an  animus 
against    him.      Whether    or    not    the 
Government  knew  it,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
they  had  sent  down  a  man  to  wreak  his 
vengeance  on  the  hon.  Member.     His 
(Mr.  Clancy's)  point  was  that  justice 
should  not  only  be  pure,  but  above  sus- 
picion ;  and  surely  when  they  saw  a  man 
tried  by  a  magistrate  who   must  have 
been  his  personal  enemy  for  years,  he 
(Mr.  Clancy)  did  not  care  whether  the 
justice  was  pure  or  not,  but  he  con- 
tended   that    suspicion  necessarily   at- 
tached to  it,  and  that  in  the  minds  of 
the  people  such  administration  of  the 
law  was  destined  to  disgrace  and  failure. 
He  referred  to  Mr.  Cecil  lioche.    It  was 
denied  the  other  day  in  the  House  that 
tiiis  man  had  been  sent   about  from 


county  to  county,  but  some  most  extra- 
ordinary denials  were  sometimes  made 
in  this  House.     Why,  this  gentleman 
had  tried  cases  in  Clare,  Kerry,  Cork, 
and  Limerick.     He  had  been   sont   all 
over  the  Province  of  Munster.     Though 
the  Government  had  declined  to  place 
Returns  on  the  Table   of  the  Houf^o 
showing  what  magistrates  had  adjudi- 
cated on  these  cases  in  Ireland,  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  begged  to  toll  them  that  he  had 
personally  taken  an  account  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  was  in  a  position  to  state  that 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche — this  trusted  servant 
of  the  Castle — was  entrusted  with  twice 
as  many  cases  as  any  other  Resident 
Magistrate  in   the   country.     Now    he 
would  refer  to  a  matter  which  had  very 
much  affected  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Chief  Secretary.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  got  very  indignant  for 
having  been  taunted  with  having  given 
instructions  to  the  Resident  Magistrates 
as  to  how  they  were  to  perform   their 
duties  under  the  Coercion  Act.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  affected  in- 
dignation, and  in  some  correspondence 
he  had  had  on  the  subject  that  such  a 
practice  on  the  part  of  a  Minister  would 
bring  impeachment  in  its  train.     Well, 
he  (Mr.  Clancy)   would  place  in    tho 
hands  of  tho  House  a  simple  narrative 
of  facts,  and  the  House  would  be  able 
to   judge    whether    this    impeachment 
ought  to  lie  against  the  Chief  Secretary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had 
had   no   communication  with  the  men 
who  administered  the  Act.     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman  knew  what   'The  Irish 
Times  of  Dublin  was.     It  was  iu  the 
confidence    of    the    Government.      2'/ie 
Irish   Times  had  representatives  in  the 
Castle.     It  got  its  items  of  information 
from  day  to  day  from  the  Castle  straight. 
It  boasted  sometimes  of  doing  so.     In 
loading    articles    and    paragraphs    it 
boasted  of  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  Castle  officials.     Well,  on  the  22nd 
of  October,  1887,  there  appeared  in  tho 
paper  this  announcement — 

"  Colonel  Turner,  Cnplain  Welch,  and  Mr. 
Cecil  Kochc,  Resident  Magistrates,  who  haro 
been  in  attendance  upon  tho  Chief  Secretary  fur 
the  past  tvro  days  at  tho  Castle,  have  returned  to 
their  districts.'* 

They  were  not  told  what  passed  between 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Eesident 
Magistrates,  but  if  nothing  more  had 
happened,  it  was  an  indecent  thing  for 
the  men  who  administered  the  Coercion 
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Act  to  bo  found  at  any  timo  closeted  with 
the  chief  promoter  of  all  tho  prosecu- 
tions. Think  what  would  happen  in 
England  if  tho  Judges  of  the  land  were 
from  day  to  day  closeted  with  the  Public 
Prosecutor.  Think  of  the  magistrates 
of  Loudon  spending  two  days  together 
with  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecutions. 
Why,if  they  hadthisthingpalpably  going 
on  in  London,  they  would  have  the  Minis- 
ters who  sanctioned  it  hurled  from  power 
amidst  the  execrations  of  the  people. 
Amongst  other  magistrates  were  Colonel 
Turner,  Oaptaiu  Slack,  Captain  Stokes, 
Captain  Welch,  Captain  Butler,  Mr. 
Burton.  Of  these,  it  might  be  said  that 
those  who  were  only  Divisional  Magis- 
trates had  a  right  to  be  at  the  Castle, 
but  what  could  be  said  of  other  magis- 
trates like  Mr.  Cecil  Eoohe,  Captain 
Welch  and  Captain  Butler,  who  had  to 
sit  and  adjudicate  upon  cases  under  tho 
Coercion  Act  ?  What  did  he  find  took 
place  after  these  meetings  ?  After  those 
consultations  with  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  on  October 
20th,  2lBt  and  22nd,  it  was  recorded 
that  on  November  7th  Captain  Welch 
held  a  Court  at  Kilrush,  and  on  Novem- 
ber 8th  Colonel  Turner,  a  man  who  had 
no  right  to  be  there  at  all,  sat  on 
the  Bench  with  the  magistrates.  He 
charged  Colonel  Turner  with  ear- wigging 
the  Judges  on  the  Bench,  with  conveying 
tho  wishes  of  the  Government  to  the 
Magistrates  who  tried  tho  cases.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  Colonel 
Turner  sat  on  tho  Bench  to  dictate  to 
tho  judges  the  sentences  they  should 
pass.  On  November  10th  Captain 
Butler  held  a  Coercion  Court,  on  the 
Saturday  Messrs.  Hodder  and  Roche 
held  a  Court  at  Ennis,  and  on  the  20th 
carried  out  a  similar  mission  at  Tulla. 
That  was  to  say,  that  the  very  men  who 
were  closeted  with  the  Chief  Secretary, 
who  knew  his  views  and  wishes,  these  men 
sat  afterwards  in  open  Court,  and  shame- 
lessly adjudicated  on  cases  that  must 
at  the  time  have  been  under  the  cogni- 
zance of  tho  Chief  Secretary.  Anything 
more  indecent  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  he  had  not  heard  of.  Tho 
Government  now  thought  proper  to 
make  no  reply,  but  the  country  would 
hear  of  these  proceedings  and  make  an 
adequate  reply  ho  hoped  at  the  proper 
time.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  ho  was  going  to  get  over  those 
Votes  easily  without  explaining  in  an- 
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swor  to  these  grave  indictments  brought 
against  him,  these  plain  aUegations  of 
partizanship  in  judicial  proceedings,  he 
was  greatly  mistaken.  There  Vras  not 
one  of  these  charges  that  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  feel  called  upon  to  repeat 
again  and  again,  and  not  intending  any 
disrespect  to  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
they  would  not  bo  debarred  by  any  rules 
from  doing  so. 

TuE  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  is  with  great  regret 
that  I  feel  obliged  to  intorveno 

Mil.  T.  M.  HEALY:  You  cannot 
make  a  speech  on  tho  Closure  Motion. 

Mr.W.H.SMITH:  With  great  regret, 
and  impelled  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
case,  I  claim  to  move  that  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put. 

Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  tho 
Question  bo  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  188; 
Noes  67:  Majority  121.— (Di v.  List, 
No.  41.) 

Question  put,  ''That  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £3,014,903,  be  granted,  on  ac- 
count, for  and  toward  the  said  Service 
and  Revenue  Departments." 

Tho  Committee  divided: — Ayes  207; 
Noes  41:  Majority  166.— (Div.  List, 
No.  42.) 

(4.)  £3,309  7*.  4(f.,  Civil  Services 
(Excesses). 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he 
wished  to  have  some  explanation  of  tho 
causes  of  these  excesses.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Committee  were  to  have 
full  explanation  accompanying  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates,  and  it  might  be 
supposed  that  this  would  include  par- 
ticulars as  to  the  nature  of  these  ex- 
cesses. But  he  had  looked  through  tho 
Estimates  and  vainly  tried  to  find  it. 
One  or  two  items  wore  mentioned,  but 
then  came  the  gross  sum.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
tho  Treasury  could  give  some  explana- 
tion ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
tho  excesses  did  not  arise  out  of  tho 
accounts  of  the  current  year,  but  from 
tho  year  188G-7.  They  were  before  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  yesterday, 
and  thoroughly  investigated  by  that 
Committee  beforo  beings  submitted  to 
the  House. 
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Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  thoro  was  one  question 
arose  on  the  item  that  caused  most  of 
tho  oxcess.  It  was  connected  with  tho 
bankruptcy  business  of  the  County 
Courts.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  this 
matter  came  before  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  yesterday ;  but  that  Com- 
mittee elicited  tho  fact  that  neither  tho 
County  Court  authorities,  nor  apparently 
the  Board  of  Trade,  had  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  amount  of  Revenue  derived 
from  the  bankruptcy  business  in  County 
Courts.  Now,  as  under  the  Act  of  1883 
a  considerable  amount  of  bankruptcy 
business  was  thrown  on  the  Courts,  it 
was  perfectly  clear  that  without  that  in- 
formation it  was  impossible  for  tho 
House,  which  was  supposed  to  be  in- 
formed as  to  tho  way  in  which  tho  Act 
was  working,  to  know  what  was  the 
actual  amount  of  Revenue  derived  from 
stamps  in  connection  with  bankruptcy 
business.  Estimates  were  laid  before 
the  House  every  year,  and  an  elaborate 
account  of  how  the  Act  worked;  but 
there  was  excluded  from  that  statement 
everything  connected  with  the  businoss 
of  bankruptcy  in  County  Courts,  and 
it  was,  therefore,  impossible  for  the 
House  to  form  a  judgment.  Tho  Go- 
vernment, at  any  rate,  ought  to  be  in 
possession  of  this  information ;  but  tho 
Committee  were  assured  yesterday  this 
was  not  60.  He  would  ask  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  this  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  ho  would  do 
that.  It  had  not  been  done,  but  ho 
would  get  tho  information. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  When  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  At  once.  As  soon 
as  it  is  possible. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To- morrow > 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS,— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tho 
Chair." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  must 
object.  I  feel  that  we  have  been  very 
badly  treated  by  tho  Government  this 
evening. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  bope  the  bon.  Member 
will  not  press  his  objection. 


Mr.  DILLON :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  oxtonded  to  us 
some  of  that  courtesy  ho  is  ready  to  de- 
mand. 

Mn.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  I  am 
not  wanting  in  courtesy.  As  I  have 
frequently  pointed  out  for  days  past,  it 
is  a  matter  of  tho  highest  importanco 
that  wo  should  get  these  Votes  to-night. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  was  25  minutes  to  12,  and  you  would 
not  wait. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  aware  that  the 
clock  had  just  struck  12  when  we  got 
through  the  Vote,  and  he  knows  also 
that  the  Vote  is  not  complete  without 
the  Vote  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Moans.  It  will  be  a  cause  of  great  in- 
convenience if  that  Vote  is  not  now 
taken.  Of  course,  it  is  in  the  power  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  prevent  this;  but  I 
repeat  again  it  will  result  in  much  in- 
convenience to  the  Public  Service  if  the 
Vote  is  not  now  taken. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
Under  tho  circumstances,  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  allow  tho  Vote  to  bo 
takon,  though  I  confess  I  do  think  that 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
postponed  his  Motion  for  closing  tho 
debate  for  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  Division 
was  only  completed  in  time  to  take  the 
last  Vote  at  12  o^clock ;  but  he  must  re- 
member that  tho  Division  on  his  own 
l^lotion  occupied  some  20  minutes,  and 
if  ho  had  allowed  the  timo  to  be  given 
for  discussion  he  might  have  relied  upon 
getting  his  Vote.  I  believe  he  would 
have  got  his  Vote  if  he  had  not  made 
his  Motion  for  Closure— [/ronitfa/  cheers 
and  laughter'] — Oh,  well !  if  that  is  the 
tone  and  spirit  in  which  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen aro  prepared  to  meet  me,  I  will 
go  no  further  in  assisting  the  Govern- 
ment. I  was  going  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  his  objection ;  but, 
considering  tho  spirit  with  which  I  am 
met,  I  will  not  attempt  to  do  so. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  The  clock  pointed  to 
half-past  11,  and  there  was  not  the 
slightest  intention  of  preventing  the 
Vote  being  taken.  Every  Member  of 
tho  House  must  have  seen  there  was  no 
conceivable  object  in  moving  the  closure 
at  half-past  11,  except  to  show  tho 
greatest  possible  discourtesy  to  a  Mem- 
ber. No  time  was  to  be  gained ;  the 
only  object  was  to  close  the  mouth  of  a 
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Member  of  the  House,  withont  gaining 
any  other  object  whatever.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  might  have  interposed 
to  close  the  debate  at  5  minutes  to  12, 
but  I  repeat  there  was  no  intention  of 
preventing  a  decision  on  the  Vote.  I 
Lad  an  important  matter  to  refer  to,  and 
my  doing  so  would  havo  occupied  some 
10  or  15  minutes;  no  public  object  was 
served  by  moving  the  Closure,  and  1 
consider  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
distinctly  offer  to  an  humble  Member  of 
this  House  the  greatest  possible  insult 
one  Member  could  offer  to  another, 
That  boing  so,  I  do  not  think  that  ho 
can  make  any  claim  upon  our  courtesy. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  ask  for  no 
courtesy.  I  desire  always  to  act  with 
the  greatest  possible  courtesy;  but  I 
havo  certain  duties  to  discharge — they 
may  be  disagreeablo  duties,  but  they 
haye  to  be  discharged,  whether  they  are 
pleasant  or  unpleasant  to  hon.  Members 
or  to  myself.  I  made  the  Motion  at  25 
minutes  to  12,  because  I  was  conscious 
of  the  fact  that  two  Divisions  would  take 
place  unless  the  Closure  was  accepted, 
and  then  another  Vote  had  to  be  taken, 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  objected,  and 
I  could  not  bo  certain  to  what  length  the 
debate  might  be  continued.  Whether  I 
was  right  or  whether  I  was  wrong,  is 
not  a  question  of  importance,  except  so 
far  as  I  am  concerned.  I  have  done 
what  I  thought  necessary  in  the  interests 
of  the  House  and  of  FubUo  Business;  and 
if,  under  the  circumstances,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  it  right  to  object  to  this 
Vote  now,  I  must  submit,  for  the  Rules 
of  the  House  give  them  the  power  to  do 
so. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  this  may 
form  a  precedent,  perhaps  some  under- 
standing may  be  arrived  at.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  is  a  very  small 
matter  whether  he  was  right  or  wrong; 
but  he  is  mistaken.  The  same  course 
was  taken  the  other  night.  If,  when  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon)  rose,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  got  up  and  said — **It  is  neces- 
sary we  should  have  this  Vote  ;  are  you 
going  to  let  us  have  it?"  we  should 
at  onco  have  told  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  we  did  not  intend  to  obstruct 
tho  Vote.  But  you  have  allowed  the 
Admirals  to  occupy  two  days  with  the 
former  Vote,  not  so  large  a  Vote  as  this, 
and  we  have  but  three  hours  and  a-half 
or  four  hours'  discussion  of  this  Vote  of 
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£3,000,000  or  £4,000,000.  With  a 
word  or  two  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, an  understanding  could  have 
been  arrived  at.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Excess  Vote  was  called  on  at  threo 
minutes  to  12,  and  had  we  the  desire  to 
obstruct,  nothing  would  have  been  easier 
than  to  talk  the  time  out;  but  we  showed 
our  hond  Jides^  and  allowed  the  Vote  to 
be  taken.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  set  a  useful  precedent  if,  instead 
of  moving  tbo  Closure  in  this  peremptory 
way — and  I  say  it  in  no  offensive  senso 
— instead  of  lecturing  us,  for  he  has  no 
business  to  talk  on  the  Motion — if  he,  on 
future  ocsasions,  instead  of  resorting  to 
this  short  •  shrift  principle,  made  an 
appeal  to  Members  on  the  exigencies  of 
tho  position.  Let  him  take  the  counsel 
given  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  the  other  night, 
when  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  closed, 
in  a  similar  manner,  a  question  in 
reference  to  the  use  of  stone  in  some 
buildings  in  Ireland;  let  him  try  some 
measure  of  conciliation,  and  afterwards 
resort  to  the  extreme  Motion  if  necessary. 
I  hope  now,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
and  after  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  and  being,  for  my 
own  part,  prepared  to  return  good  for 
evil,  that  tho  Vote  may  be  allowed  to  be 
taken. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  Does  tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman withdraw  his  objection  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  I  object. 

Committee  deferred  till  To-morrow^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

MOTIONS. 

BAIL    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
amend  tho  Law  of  Bail  in  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Tho  Lord  Advocate,  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  and  Mr.  Solicitor  Gcnenil 
for  Scotland. 
m\\ presented, vltlH  road  Iho  first  time.  [Bill  172  ] 

no  USB    OF  COMMONS    (ADMISSION     OF 

strangers). 

Select  Committco  appointed,  *'  to  inquire  into 
the  Rules  and  Kogulations  under  which 
Strangci'S  are  admitted  to  this  House  and  its 
precincts,  and  to  report  whether  any  altera- 
tions in  the  same  are  expedient.*' — ( Viscount 
Ebrington.) 

ABM7   ESTIMATES. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Ck>mmittee  on  Army 
Estimates  do  consist  of  Seyenteeu  bombers ;— 
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The  Ck)mmiitee  was  SLCCordinsly  nominated  of, — 
Lord  Itaudolph  Gharchill,  Mr.  Jennings,  Mr. 
A.  Gathome-IlArdy,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Sir 
Frederick  FitzWygram,  Captain  Cotton,  Mr. 
Brodrick,  Mr.  Stanhope,  Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan,  Sir  William  Crossman,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Picton, 
Dr.  Cameron,  Colonel  Nolan,  and  Mr.  (/Kelly, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  bo  the  Quorum. 

DEBATES  AND   PROCEEDINGS   IN 
PARLIAMENT. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  Lords  Message 
as  proposes  the  timo  and  place  of  mooting  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Debates  and  Proceed- 
ings in  Parliament  bo  now  considered. 

Jjords  Message  eonttidercd  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the  Lords,  to 
inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of 
the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings 
in  Parliament,  do  meet  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper 
Corridor,  on  Thursday  next,  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 

Ordered,  That  a  lilessage  be  sent  to  the  Lords, 
to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this  House 
hath  directed  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
by  them  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and 
method  of  tho  publication  of  the  Debates  and 
Proceedings  in  Parliament,  do  meet  in  Room 
No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday  next,  at 
Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  have 
power  to  agree  in  tho  appointment  of  a  Chair- 
man. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  X^th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public   Bills—  Committee  — 

Cathedral  Churches  (2-46). 
Third  Heading— 'Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  • 

(39);  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  •  (41),  and 

paused. 
7r/M(/>7irr«— Ecclesiastical  Procedure  •  (28). 

CATHEDRAL  CIIURCUES  BlLL.-(No.  2.) 

( The  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisk.) 

COMMIITEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tho  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Tub  Bishop  of  CAELI8LE  (Dr. 
Goodwin),  in  moving  that  the  House  go 
into  Committee  on  this  Bill,  said,  that 
he  had  received  a  representation  on  the 
subject  of  the  cathedral  church  of  Man- 
chester, the  case  of  which  was  a  peculiar 
one.    It  now  appeared  that  Sub-sections 


2  and  3  of  this  Bill,  if  made  law,  would 
enable  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to  drive  a 
coach  and  four  through  a  late  decision 
of  a  Court  of  Law  with  respect  to  tho 
funds  of  the  cathedral  church  of  Man- 
chester. No  such  intention  could  have 
been  conceived  by  himself  or  any  of  the 

Sromoters  of  the  Bill.  He  ventured  to 
oubt  whether  the  opinion  was  a  correct 
ono.  He  did  not  think  that  under  the 
clause  as  it  stood  there  could  possibly  bo 
any  interference  with  the  Chapter  of 
the  cathedra],  and  certainly  none  was 
intended.  But  with  regard  to  the  wholo 
question  of  the  Manchester  Cathedral, 
ho  understood  from  Lord  Egerton,  who 
was  not  now  in  his  place,  that  it  would 
probably  be  necessary  to  introduce  a 
separate  Bill.  If  any  noble  Lord  would 
move  that  Manchester  be  excoptod  from 
all  action  of  tho  Bill,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  should  offer  any  opposition  ;  but 
he  thought  he  should  bo  going  beyond 
his  proper  oflico  if  he  had  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  a  cathedral 
which  was  submitted  to  their  considera- 
tion  by  Her  Majesty's  Commisssion. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  the  said 
Bill.''— (TA^  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlisle.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  House  in  Com- 
mittee (accordingly). 

Clauses  I  to  10,  inclusive,  agreed  to^ 
with  Amendments. 

Clause  1 1  (Transfer  of  canonries  be- 
tween Crown  and  bishops). 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  heobjected 
to  the  proposal  in  the  clause  to  give  to 
the  minor  canons  and  other  officials  of 
a  cathedral  the  right  to  priority  of  pre- 
sentation to  benefices  in  tho  gift  of  the 
Dean  and  Chapter.  When  an  impor- 
tant town  liviog  in  the  gift  of  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  a  cathedral  becamo 
vacant,  why  should  a  minor  canon  have 
an  absolute  right  to  be  appointed, 
although  possibly  not  well  qualified? 
The  clause  would  creato  new  rights,  and 
he  feared  that  the  interests  of  important 
parishes  might  suffer  if  this  proposed 
change  were  agreed  to.  Of  course  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  a  cathedral  ought 
to  have  the  right  to  present  any  quali- 
fied official  to  a  living  in  their  gift;  but 
it  would  not  be  wise  to  enact  that  a 
minor  canon  should  have  a  preferential 
right  to  appointment  at  the  conclusion 
of  his  term  of  office. 
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The  Bishop  of  CAHLI8LE  said, 
that  the  question  whether  a  man  was 
fit  or  not  was  to  be  loft  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Doan  and  Chapter. 

The  Bishop  of  LICHFIELD  said, 
lie  could  not  see  why  the  Dean  and 
Chapter  should  be  limited  any  more 
than  the  Bishop. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Bishop  of 
Carlisle,  Amendment  made,  making 
the  clause  applicable  to  collegiate  as 
well  as  cathedral  churches. 

Moved t  to  leave  out  Clause  11  as 
amended. — {The  Lord  Bishop  of  Lichfield.) 

On  Question,  '^That  the  clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 

Their  Lordships  divided: — Contents  6 : 
Not-Contents  44  :  Majority  38. 

Clause  struck  out, 

Eemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  ioh^printedj  as  amended.  (No.  46.) 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND). 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  ELGIN,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  action  of  the  Prison 
Commissioners  in  Scotland  ;  and  to  ask 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  Whether  he 
has  any  information  to  show  that  the 
concentration  of  prisoners  in  a  few  large 
prisons,  by  the  closing  of  local  prisons, 
well  equipped  and  well  managed,  like 
that  at  Cupar,  would  tend  to  increased 
efficiency  or  diminished  expenditure? 
said,  their  Lordships  would  remember 
that  in  1877  Acts  were  passed  for  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland  which  trans- 
ferred the  control  of  the  prisons  from 
the  local  to  the  Imperial  authorities, 
and  which  also  transferred  a  portion  of 
the  cost  formerly  falling  on  the  local 
authorities  to  the  Imperial  funds.  This 
last  provision  might  have  had  a  good 
deal  to  do  with  the  passing  of  the  mea- 
sures ;  but  it  was  right  to  say  that  the 
Government  did  not  put  that  forward  as 
their  main  object.  The  noble  Viscount 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount 
Cross),  then  Home  Secretary,  stated 
very  clearly  on  the  second  reading  that 
the  only  object  he  had  from  beginning 
to  end  was  to  promote  in  the  prisons  of 
the  country  uniformity  of  discipline, 
punishment,  and  management,  which  he 
believed  to  be  essential  for  the  proper 
carrying  out  of  the  law ;    and  also,  if 


possible,  a  saving  of  cost.  He  did  not 
wish  to  complicate  the  matter  by  re- 
ferring to  English  experience  further 
than  by  one  remark.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  the  average  cost  of  the 
prisons  in  England  was  £592,000,  and 
he  anticipated  that  a  savine  might  be 
effected  of  £100,000.  The  last  Eeport 
of  the  Prison  Commissioners  put  the 
cost  at  £430,000,  and,  therefore,  the 
noble  Viscount's  anticipation  had  be3n 
more  than  satisfied.  He  mentioned  this 
because  it  had  a  bearing  on  their  ex- 
perience in  Scotland.  The  Scottish  Act 
was  avowedly  proposed  on  the  same 
principle  and  for  the  same  objects,  but 
in  Scotland  undue  stress  was  being  laid 
on  centralization,  and  not  upon  those 
other  objects.  He  found  that  even 
before  the  prisons  were  transferred,  the 
Prison  Commissioners  for  Scotland  an- 
nounced that  they  were  of  opinion  that 
possibly  six  or  seven  district  prisons 
might  be  found  sufficient.  The  Com- 
missioners had  since  acted  on  that  foot- 
ing, and  had  already  reduced  the  number 
of  prisons  from  59  in  1876  to  20,  and 
there  were  now  Orders  on  the  Table  by 
the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lothian)  to  still  further  reduce  them. 
It  was,  therefore,  clear  that  if  any 
objection  was  to  be  taken  to  the  realiza- 
tion of  the  Commissioners'  project,  now 
was  the  time  to  do  so.  He  would  state 
briefly  the  particular  ease  to  which  ho 
had  to  refer.  The  County  of  Fife  was  a 
populous  County,  with  many  mining, 
manufacturing,  and  other  industries. 
There  were  two  resident  Sheriff  Sub- 
stitutes; and  before  the  Prisons  Act 
came  into  force  there  were  two  prisons, 
at  Cupar  and  Dunfermline.  As  to 
these  prisons,  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  himself  written  officially  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Supply  in  August, 
1880,  that  they  wore,  without  exception, 
the  best  arranged  in  Scotland,  and 
effective  in  every  respect.  In  spite  of 
that  opinion  and  of  the  protests  of  all 
the  Local  Authorities,  the  Dunfermline 
prison  was  closed  in  1883,  and  notice 
had  now  been  received  that  the  one  at 
Cupar  was  to  be  closed  at  the  end  of 
this  month.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
prison  at  Cupar  it  was  thoroughly 
efficient,  especially  in  respect  of  economy, 
for  he  found  that  in  1887  the  cost  per 
prisoner  all  over  Scotland  was  £24  ;  in 
Cupar  it  was  £22.  The  returns  from 
prisoA  Ubour  reduced  the  net  cost  to 
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£16  10«.  He  could  further  quote  the 
last  Beport  of  the  Inspector  and  the 
unaDiinous  feeling  of  the  County  and 
Burgh  Authorities.  It  was  clear,  there- 
fore, that  in  closing  this  prison  the  Go- 
yernment  would  he  discontinuing  a  most 
efficient  local  institution,  and  a  natural 
question  was,  what  was  the  reason  for 
closing  it?  The  reason  given  by  the 
Scotch  Secretary,  in  reply  to  a  com- 
munication from  the  Member  for  the 
district,  was — 

'*  That  tho  Government  must  act  upon  general 
priDciples  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  tho 
Act  of  1877,  tho  most  material  principlo  being 
the  substitution  of  large  general  prisons  for  the 
small  local  prisons  then  existing.*' 

But  ho  did  not  find  in  the  clauses  of  the 
Act  or  in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count, from  which  he  had  already 
quoted,  any  statement  of  that  principle ; 
and  the  Lord  Advocate,  in  introducing 
the  Scottish  Bill,  limited  the  application 
of  that  principle  to  this  statement — that 
in  Scotland  the  number  of  prisons  had 
already  been  reduced  from  200  to  59  or 
60  in  1877,  and  that  there  were  still  too 
many  small  local  prisons.  But,  even 
assuming  that  the  Commissioners  had 
acted  according  to  the  intentions  of  the 
Act,  he  would  ask  whether  their  action 
had  resulted  in  establishing  a  system 
that  was  more  efficient  and  economical  ? 
The  Commissioners  themselves  foresaw 
that  certain  inconveniences  would  arise, 
and  they  proposed  that  police  cells 
should  be  provided  in  every  town  where 
the  Sheriff  held  a  Court  for  ordinary 
criminal  judisdiction  for  the  detention 
of  untried  prisoners  and  of  persons 
serving  short  sentences.  According 
to  the  system  of  criminal  jurisdiction 
in  Scotland,  it  was  necessary  for  a 
prisoner  to  be  brought  very  frequently 
before  the  Procurator  Fiscal  while  the 
case  was  being  got  up,  and  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  result  of  this  closing  of 
prisons  would  be  to  give  the  criminals 
of  Fife  a  number  of  excursions  at  the 
public  expense.  There  was  another 
side  to  this  question,  and  that  was  the 
difficulty  a  prisoner  would  be  put  to 
in  getting  up  his  own  case.  Cells  were 
generally  licensed  for  a  period  not  ex« 
ceeding  14  days,  but  in  a  case  of  any 
importance  it  was  unusual  for  a  trial  to 
come  on  within  that  period.  Untried 
prisoners,  therefore,  would  be  removed 
from  the  neighbourhood  of  friends  and 
advisers,  and  thus  would  be  put  to  an 
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unj  ust  disadvantage.  The  institution  of 
these  police  cells  seemed  to  him  to  be 
reconstituting  the  very  class  of  small 
prisons  which  the  Lord  Advocate  took 
exception  to  in  introducing  the  Bill  in 
1877.  Besides  the  objections  on  the  part 
of  the  localities  in  which  prisons  were 
being  discontinued,  there  were  also  tho 
objections  taken  by  the  localities  where 
the  large  central  stations  were  estab* 
lished,  on  the  ground  of  the  liberation 
of  large  numbers  of  prisoners  in  their 
midst,  and  the  expense  of  the  extra 
watching  involved.  Captain  M'Hardy, 
Chief  Constable  of  Lanarkshire,  had 
stated  in  evidence  that  very  serious 
danger  was  incurred  by  increasing  the 
criminal  classes  in  Glasgow,  owing  to 
those  prisoners  from  all  parts  of  Scot- 
land being  liberated  at  the  gates  of 
Barlinnie  Prison.     He  added — 

''It  is  the  most  scandalous  sight  that  any 
citizen  of  Glasgow  can  witness.  The  state  of 
tho  road  at  9  o'clock  on  a  Saturday  morning, 
when  40  or  50  of  tho  lowest  description  of 
Glasgow  roughs,  and  women  who  are  out  to 
mcot  them,  are  all  hastening  in  a  body  along 
that  road." 

Similarly,  in  Edinburgh,  the  Annual 
Police  Beport  stated  that  while  crime 
had  diminished  the  number  of  beggars 
had  increased,  and  that  this  was  due  to 
the  assembling  in  Edinburgh  of  a  num- 
ber of  discharged  prisoners  unwilling  to 
work,  and  who  remained  in  Edinburgh 
instead  of  returning  to  their  own  districts. 
When  they  remembered  that  among  the 
criminals  liberated  at  the  prison  gates 
they  had  not  only  tho  hardened  criminal, 
but  every  unfortunate  who  might  happen 
to  have  been  committed  for  a  term  ex- 
ceeding 14  days,  ho  ventured  to  think 
that  the  state  of  things  could  be  de- 
scribed as  scarcely  less  than  a  scandal, 
and  did  throw  some  doubt  upon  whether 
a  system  of  centralized  prison  manage- 
ment was  really  superior  to  the  system 
it  had  succeeded.  His  next  point  was 
one  to  which  he  would  not  have  alluded 
had  the  noble  Marquess  postponed  his 
order  for  closing  Cupar  Prison  until  it 
could  have  been  discussed  on  the  Esti- 
mates in  the  other  House.  As  he  had 
mentioned  that  the  Prison  Commis- 
sioners in  England  had  effected  a 
saving,  if  the  Prison  Commissioners  of 
Scotland  had  been  able  to  do  something 
of  the  same  kind  there  might  have  been 
a  defence  from  that  point  of  view ;  biit 
he  was  afraid  the  facts  were  different. 
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In  1876  there  were  voted  by  Parliament 
for  the  Scottish  prisons  £35,700,  and  the 
amount  raised  locally  was  £44,900.  In 
1886  thoro  was  voted  by  Parliament 
£108,903  ;  and  though  it  was  said  that 
there  had  been  a  great  many  new  build- 
ings to  account  for  this  increased  cost, 
it  might  be  fairly  retorted  that  possibly 
there  might  have  been  extravagance  if 
thev  had  been  erected  in  substituti(m  for 
local  prisons.  While,  then,  the  English 
Commission  showeda saving  of  £150,000, 
the  Scottish  Commission,  on  tho  con- 
trary, showed  a  great  increase  — namely, 
from  £fcO, 000  to  more  than  £100,000. 
l^osides,  this  sum,  while  it  included  tho 
cost  of  the  conveyance  of  prisoners,  did 
not  include  the  cost  of  the  increase  of 
tho  Police  Force,  which  fell  partly  upon 
tho  Constabulary  Yote,  and  partly  on 
local  funds.  In  1877,  with  2,970  pri- 
Boners,  the  cost  of  the  prisons  camo  to 
£24  per  prisoner;  while  in  1887,  with 
2,446  prisoners,  the  cost  was  £30  10«. 
per  prisoner.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
unless  the  noble  Marquess  could  show 
that  the  facts  and  figures  ho  had  now 
given  were  without  foundation,  there 
was,  indeed,  ground  for  inquiry  into 
tho  operation  of  an  Act  passed  10  years 
ago.  Tho  noble  Marquess  was  bound  to 
show  that  the  administration  of  the  Act 
had  beeu  proper,  and  was  likoly  to  result 
in  an  improvement  of  the  system.  It 
was  somewhat  singular  that  at  the  very 
moment  when  they  were  expecting  a 
Local  Government  Bill,  likely  to  increase 
the  power  and  importance  of  tho  locali- 
ties, they  should  have  to  be  discussing  a 
question  of  the  discontinuance  of  certain 
local  institutions,  and  to  remember  that 
the  Bill  of  1877  was  opposed  on  the 
ground  that  it  took  away  from  and  dimi- 
nished tho  dignity  of  local  life  by  two 
Gentlemen  who,  he  might  say,  were  now 
tho  mainstays  of  HerMajesty*s  Govern- 
ment— the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  tho  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
He  admitted  that  groat  advantages 
might  be  obtained  from  uniformity  of 
management  and  control,  but  he  desired 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  to  the  consideration  of 
whether  it  might  not  be  possible  to 
secure  uniformity  of  management  and, 
at  the  same  time,  to  retain  throughout 
the  country  those  local  prisons  which 
were  sufficiently  well  managed,  and  he 
was  confident  the  Local  Governments  of 

The  Earl  of  Elgin 


the  future  would  bo  content  with  nothing 
less 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said,  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Earl  afforded  a  good 
illustration  of  the  inconvenience,  to  a 
certain  extent,  of  the  custom  of  making 
speeches  upon  asking  Questions  in  that 
House.  The  noble  Earl's  Question 
referred,  generally  speaking,  to  tho 
management  of  the  Prisons  Commis- 
sion in  Scotland,  and  especially  to  the 
question  of  the  closing  of  tho  prison 
of  Cupar.  But  the  noble  Earl  had  gone 
over  the  whole  question  of  the  desirable- 
ness of  amending  the  present  system, 
which  was  to  maintain  largo  centralized 
prisons  as  against  small  ones.  He  had 
gone  into  questions  of  prison  manage- 
ment. He  had  spoken  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  prison  at  Barlinnie,  and 
tho  disadvantages  of  the  system  of 
liberating  prisoners  at  the  prison  gates, 
as  against  conveying  them  to  the  rail- 
way stations.  He  had  gone  into  the 
question  of  how  far  the  existence  of 
the  prison  of  Edinburgh  had  increased 
the  criminal  population  there;  and  he 
had  gone  into  the  question  of  the 
cost  of  the  new  prisons.  He,  there- 
fore, felt  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know 
whore  to  begin  in  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl.  He  had  better  take  the 
general  question,  as  to  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  have  large  centralized 
prisons,  or  tho  small  local  prisons  that 
existed  before  1877  ?  Upon  that  ques- 
tion he  thought  the  noble  Earl  had 
granted  that  it  was  not  only  a  question 
of  economy  which  actuated  Parliament 
in  1877,  and  had  distinctly  stated  the 
other  reasons  which  prompted  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Cross)  in  introducing 
tho  Bill.  Parliament  was  so  unanimous 
on  the  subject  that  they  passed  the  Eng- 
lish Bill  with  a  majority  of  no  less  than 
210,  and  the  Bill  for  Scotland  was  passed 
without  a  Division  at  all.  The  noble 
Earl  said  it  was  his  duty  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  that  Act,  and  see  whe- 
ther it  was  a  desirable  measure  or  not. 
Ho  must  repudiate  that  suggestion  alto- 
gether. Government  would  be  simply 
impossible  if  every  Minister  were  to 
inquire  into  tho  working  of  every  Act 
after  the  lapse  of  a  few  years.  But 
they  had  some  light  on  the  subject  in- 
directly, for  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Irish  Prisons,  in  their  Report  of  1 884, had 
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condemned  the  system  of  numerous 
small  local  prisons  in  Ireland.  Their 
Heport  was  published  seven  years  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  which  the  noble 
Earl  complained  of,  and  the  Irish  Com- 
missioners had  before  them  the  results 
of  those  seven  years*  experience  before 
they  came  to  that  conclusion.  They 
said — 

'*  We  aro  convinced  that  the  fact  of  thoro 
being  such  a  largo  number  of  local  prisons  in 
Ireland,  and  the  consequently  small  number  of 
prisoners  in  most  of  them,  lies  at  the  roDt  of  the 
principal  defects  of  the  existing  administration. 
»  .  .  .  .  Whether,  therefore,  we  study  economy 
of  public  money,  or  economy  of  the  time  and 
labour  of  superintending  authorities ;  whether 
we  regard  the  efficiency  and  contentment  of 
prison  officers  of  all  grades ;  or  whether  we 
turn  to  the  discipline,  reformation,  and  legiti- 
mate wants  of  the  prisoners,  we  are  cdike 
convinced  that  a  reduction  of  the  number  of 
Irish  local  prisons  and  the  concentration  of 
the  prisoners  in  fewer  and  larger  prisons  are 
indispensable  conditions  for  the  introduction  of 
those  improvements  which  are  most  urgently 
required  in  the  present  system." 

For  himself,  therefore,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  go  back  upon  the  principle 
affirmed  by  the  Act  of  1877.  With  re- 
ference to  the  prison  of  Cupar,  he  did 
not  wish  to  say  a  single  word  against  it. 
It  was  an  efficient  prison.  Its  manage- 
ment was  good ;  but  it  had  been  found 
unsuitable  in  respect  of  accommodation 
for  the  laundry  trade,  and  wanting  in 
moans  for  the  proper  separation  of  male 
and  female  prisoners.  The  noble  Earl's 
speech  would  have  conveyed  the  im- 
pression that  Cupar  Prison  was  a  large 
prison.  It  was  not  a  large  prison.  The 
average  number  confined  in  it  was  about 
33,  and  oven  some  of  those  had  been 
sent  from  districts  outside  the  county  of 
Fife  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
laundry  trado.  Cupar  was  smaller  than 
the  smallest  prison  either  in  England  or 
Wales  with  one  exception,  that  of 
Brecon,  and  the  Prison  Commissioners 
had  had  to  deal  with  it  in  the  general 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  1877.  The  noble 
Earl  had  quoted  from  a  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  of  1880,  in  which  it 
was  stated  that  Cupar  Prison  was  one 
of  the  best  in  the  country;  but  the 
noble  Earl  had  omitted  to  read  the  con- 
cluding part  of  that  letter,  which  went 
on  to  say  that  Cupar  Prison  might 
eventually  be  closed  in  accordance  with 
the  general  principle  of  the  Act  of  1877  ; 
and  in  a  subsequent  letter  it  was  said 
that  if  this  took  place,  and  the  Com- 


missioners of  Supply  memorialized  the 
Home  Office  to  license  police  cells  at 
Cupar,  favourable  consideration  would 
be  given  to  the  case*  This  was  said 
eight  years  ago,  and  it  was  precisely  the 
position  taken  up  by  himself  (the  Se- 
cretary for  Scotland)  now.  He  adhered 
altogether  to  the  undertaking  then 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
should  now  be  prepared  to  carry  out 
those  arrangements.  As  to  the  alleged 
inconvenience  to  prisoners  getting  up 
their  defence,  he  had  consulted  one  of 
the  Prison  Governors  in  Scotland — a 
gentleman  well  acquainted  both  with 
the  old  system  and  the  new — and  he 
was  unable  to  point  to  a  single  instance 
of  a  prisoner  being  put  to  the  slightest 
disadvantage  by  transference  to  a  prison 
outside  his  district,  nor  had  any  such 
case  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  With 
respect  to  the  noble  Earl's  remarks  as 
to  the  inconvenience  of  discharging  pri- 
soners at  Barlinnie,  he  had  only  to  say 
that,  if  this  course  were  not  adopted,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  take  the  prisoners 
to  Glasgow  and  discharge  them  there — 
a  course  which  would  involve  a  fresh 
difficulty  as  to  the  place  of  discharge, 
and  would  also  occasion  a  serious  in- 
crease of  expense,  as  the  present  system 
cost  only  £400  per  annum,  whereas 
that  proposal  would  probably  cost 
£1,000.  With  respect  to  the  case  of 
Edinburgh,  where,  according  to  tho 
noble  Earl,  crime  had  increased  in  con- 
sequence of  the  discharge  there  of  pri- 
soners sent  from  country  districts,  he  had 
to  say  that,  in  the  year  1886,  only  240 
of  those  prisoners  who  came  from  out- 
side Edinburgh  declined  the  offer  of 
tickets  with  which  to  return  to  the  places 
where  they  were  tried ;  moreover,  some 
of  these  discharged  prisoners,  although 
sentenced  elsewhere,  belonged  to  Edin- 
burgh, and  naturally  preferred  to  remain 
thero  when  set  at  liberty.  He  hardly 
thought  that  the  facts  supported  the 
contention  of  the  noble  Earl  that  the 
new  system  increased  the  criminal 
population  of  Edinburgh.  Then  as  to 
tho  cost,  if  tho  noble  Earl's  statement 
were  correct,  it  was,  no  doubt,  a  serious 
consideration ;  but,  on  the  whole,  after 
careful  inquiry,  he  found  that  by  the 
new  system,  when  properly  compared 
with  the  old  one,  there  was  a  saving  of 
£13,000  or  £14,000  a-year.  Since  the 
Act  was  passed  the  salaries  of  prison 
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officers  had,  of  course,  gone  on  increas- 
ing by  the  annual  increments  allowed 
by  the  Treasury  scale  of  pay  ;  moreover, 
a  decision  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
**Mullins  V.  Treasurer  of  County  of 
Surrey,"  had  thrown  upon  the  Prison 
Commissioners  the  expense,  which 
amounted  to  £2,000  a-year,  of  convey- 
ing prisoners  to  prison  from  the  place 
of  thoir  trial,  which  up  to  the  year  1881 
had  been  defrayed  by  the  several  county 
authorities.  In  addition  to  this  an 
annual  sum  of  £1,000,  previously  paid 
by  the  Exchequer,  was  now  paid  by  the 
Prison  Commissioners.  It  was  quite 
fallacious  to  estimate  the  cost  of  prison 
administration  by  the  charge  per  pri- 
soner, because  the  larger  the  number  of 
prisoners  the  smaller  would  bo  the  cost 
per  head  for  their  maintenance  ;  and  he 
was  happy  to  say  that  the  number  of 
prisoners  had  of  late  years,  owing  to  the 
spread  of  education  and  the  decrease  of 
intoxication,  greatly  diminished.  But 
he  thought  that  some  of  the  credit  for 
this  diminution  of  crime  was  due  to  the 
more  efficient  management  of  the  pn- 
Bons.  He  thought  he  had  replied  to 
all  the  points  raised  by  the  noble  Earl, 
and,  in  conclusion,  could  only  say  that 
he  felt  himself  obliged  to  adhere  to  the 
system  which  had  been  so  many  years 
in  force,  and  that  he  could  hold  out  no 
hope  that  the  order  under  which  Cupar 
Prison  would  be  closed  on  the  Slst  would 
be  revoked. 

THE  SOUDAN— KIIARTOU^r. 

QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  DUNDONALD,  in 
rising  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  latest  news  received  of  Lupton  Bey 
from  Khartoum,  and  if  any  steps  had 
recently  been  taken  to  commimicate 
with  him;  also  to  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  what  measures  they  are 
taking  to  pacify  the  Soudan  and  produce 
a  friendlyf  eeling  with  the  Natives  ?  said, 
that  that  gallant  Englishman,  Lupton 
Bey,  had  had  a  remarkable  career.  A 
mate  of  a  small  coasting  vessel  in  the 
Hed  Sea  in  1878,  he  was  taken  by  Gor- 
don to  Kharfoimi  and  placed  in  charge 
of  the  Nile  flotilla.  He  showed  such 
intelligence  and  integrity  that  Gordon 
promoted  him  to  be  Governor  of  the 
Bahr  Gazelle.  When  he  took  over  the 
Governorship  there  was  an  annual 
deficit.     He  soon  turned  this  deficit  into 
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a  surplus  of  £30,000  a-year,  whidi  he 
sent  to  Egypt ;  and  when  the  rebellion 
broke  out  he  had  £150,000  worth  of 
ivory  in  store.  He  defended  his  post  to 
the  last,  and  only  submitted  when  his 
garrison  were  in  extremis.  This  was 
the  record  of  service  of  our  gallant 
countryman  now  imprisoned  at  Khar- 
touui,  and  he  hoped  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  using  every  means  avail- 
able to  obtain  his  release.  Lupton 
Bey's  mother,  he  had  heard,  was  in 
great  anxiety  and  grief  lest  her  son 
should  be  put  to  death.  As  regarded 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  pacification  of  the  Soudan, 
that  was  a  question  of  the  first  and 
gravest  importance,  involving,  as  it  did, 
the  welfare  of  a  vast  area  of  country 
which  stretched  over  20  degrees  of  latitude 
and  14  degrees  of  longitude,  with  its  im- 
mense population — a  question  which 
concerned  the  whole  north-east  central 
portion  of  the  South  African  Continent 
and  its  rescue  from  barbarism.  He 
would  only  briefly  allude  to  the  inci- 
dents which  had  caused  the  present  de- 
plorable state  of  things  in  the  Soudan, 
and  for  this  purpose  he  would  quote 
half-a-dozen  lines  from  a  letter  written 
by  the  late  correspondent  of  The  Times 
at  Khartoum.  Mr.  Frank  Power  wrote 
on  February  14,  1884,  in  this  significant 
and  scathing  manner — 

"The  Soudani  and  Arabs  are  splendid 
fellows,  ground  down  and  robbed  by  every 
ruffian  who  has  money  enough  (ill-gotten)  to 
buy  himself  the  position  of  Pasha.  For  years 
it  has  been  *  Kourbash,  kourbash,  et  toujours 
kourbash.'  This  gets  monotonous  and  the 
poor  devils  rebel.  The  rebels  are  in  the  right, 
and  God  and  chance  seem  to  be  fighting  for 
them.»' 

He  would  now  only  rapidly  go  through 
those  events  which  had  occurred  during 
the  rebellion  caused  by  the  abominable 
conduct  he  had  alluded  to.  There  was 
the  battle  of  Kashgir,  where  Hioks's 
Army  of  10,000  men,  led  astray  by  false 
guides  and  wandering  about  for  three 
days  without  water,  was  set  upon  by 
myriads  and  totally  annihilated — the 
gallant  Hicks,  with  his  English  stafi; 
spurring  into  the  ranks  of  the  Arab 
spearmen  and  meeting  a  soldier's  death 
— to  the  defeat  of  Baker's  Army,  the 
battles  of  Teb  and  Tamanieb,  to  the 
Nile  Expedition,  the  battles  of  Abu 
Klea  and  Oubat,  to  the  fall  of  Khartoum 
and  the  death  of  Gordon,  to  the  battles 
of  Suakin,  and,  later  on,  that  of  the  Nile. 
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It    had    been    computed    that    about 
200,000  persons  bad  been  killed  in  this 
rebellion,   and  we  had  to  deplore  the 
loss  of  many  of  our  countrymen.     Such 
a    record    as   this  the  history  of  few 
countries,  however  troubled,  could  show, 
and  he  believed  he  was  right  when  he 
said  that  thinking  men  of  all  nations 
had  been  pained  at  the  knowledge  of  all 
this  slaughter  and  at  the  state  of  chaos 
now  existing.     But  much  as  the  civi- 
lized world  felt  for  this  state  of  things,  it 
was  England  and  English  feeling  that 
was  alono  able  to  bring  peace  and  civiliza- 
tion. There  were,  in  his  opinion — and  he 
said  it  with  all  due  deference— only  two 
policies  which  this  country  could  adopt. 
The  one  policy,  and  the  right  one,  would 
bo  to  recognize  that  when  we  interfered 
in  the  affairs  of  Egypt  wo  incurred  a 
responsibility   towards  the  Soudan— a 
responsibility  which  implied  the  placing 
of  Governors  in  the  country  who  should 
administer  justice  and  maintain  peace 
among  the  warring  elements  by  which 
the  Soudan   was    now    divided.^  This 
policy  would  entail  an  armed  force,  and 
ho   was  told  that  this  country  would 
never  incur  the  expense.      If  this  wore 
so,  as  the  country  was  master,  its  will 
was  law.    But  there  remained  another 
policy— that  of  letting  the  Soudanese 
entirely  alone  to  manage  their  affairs 
and  to  govern  themselves,  to  foster  trade, 
and  to  trust  to  it  and  other  influences 
and  to  time  for  the  introduction  of  civili- 
zation.    But  our  policy  had  been  one 
neither  like  the  first  he  had  mentioned 
nor  like  the  second.      It  had  been  a 
policy    of    fighting    a    bloody    battle 
and    then    retiring.       He    could    not 
find   better   words   with  which  to  de- 
scribe our  policy  than  •*  kill  and  retire.*' 
Such  a  policy  was  not  dignified.    It 
neither  conduced  to  the  honour  of  this 
country  nor  to  the  weKare  of  the  people. 
There  were  hopes  a  short  time  back  that 
this  kill  and  retire  x^olicy  was  at  an  end. 
But  after  18  months  of  peace,  after  18 
months  during  which  the  outposts  at 
Suakin  had  not  been  fired  upon,  during 
which  officers  at  Suakin  could  go  out 
shooting  for  20  or  25  miles  into  the 
interior  without  molestation,  so  long — 
and  this  was  a  point  worthy  of  notice — 
as  they  wore  the  English  helmet  and 
not  tho  Egyptian  tarbush,  when  trade 
was  increasing,  when  cattle  were  being 
brought  in  and  sold  by  the  Native  tribes, 
there  took  place  a  sudden  change.    In 


December  last  an  expedition  was  got 
together  at  Suakin  for  the  purposo  of 
attacking  Tahar,  which  was  40  miles  off. 
Tahar  was  the  great  grain  and  cattle 
district  of  that   part  of    the   Soudan. 
This  expedition  was  formed  of  friendly 
Armars,  Hadendowahs,  slaves  from  the 
town,    and   other    such   persons    from 
Suakin.     Tho  expedition  arrived  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Tahar,  but  the  looting 
propensities  of  a  portion  of  this  motley 
force  were  too  strong  for  its  cohesion. 
Some  of  the  friendlies  began  to  loot  the 
cattle  of  the  Hadendowahs,  and  these 
cattle  happened  to  belong  to  the  very 
tribe  who  were  forming  part  of   the 
expedition.    Those,   naturally  enraged 
at  their  conduct,  knowing  that  if  they 
submitted  they  would  not  see  much  more 
of  their  cattle,  joined  with  the  Baggaras 
in  driving  the  Suakin  force  away,  which 
they  did  with  considerable   slaughter. 
Since  that  day  no  peace  had  reigned  in 
the  Suakin  district,  no  officer  could  go 
out  shooting  or  beyond  the  fortifications, 
and   everything  had    been  disturbed; 
while  at  other  coast  ports,  where  no 
hostilities  had  taken  place,  everything 
was  quiet.    In  January  an  expedition 
was  sent  out  to  take  Osman  Digna  at 
Handoub,  a  hamlet  some  12  miles  from 
Suakin.     Osman  Digna  and  his  force 
were  driven  out,  but  he  rallied  his  mon, 
returned  to  the  attack,  and  defeated  tho 
Suakin  force.    It  was  during  this  en- 
gagement that  the  gallant  Governor  was 
wounded,   and    also    another    English 
officer  in   Egyptian  employ.     Another 
skirmish  took  place  this  month  iu  which 
an  English  officer.  Colonel  Tapp,  a  gal- 
lant officer  whose  death  was  a  great  loss, 
was    killed.      These    raids  were    not 
desirable.    They  were  conducted  under 
Egyptian  auspices,  and  the  Soudaneso, 
not  unnaturally,   imagined'  that  their 
object  was  to  annex  their  tribal  lands, 
with  the  intention  of  re-imposing  upon 
them  the  hated  yoke  of  Egypt,  with  its 
bondage  and  terrible  taxation.    They, 
therefore,  resisted  to  the  very  utmost  of 
their  power.    A   great  evil    in    these 
sorties  was  that  they  encouraged  in  the 
minds  of  numbers  of  friendlies  and  per- 
sons at  Suakin  a  desire  for  a  raid  for  the 
purpose  of  enjoying  a  participation  in 
the  loot  that  might  be  obtained.    In 
some  cases  the  loot  obtained  was  very 
considerable,  amounting  to  thousands  of 
pounds  sterling.    His  idea  of  the  policy 
which  should  be  pursued  towards  the 
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Soudan,  if  the  policy  of  responsibility 
for  its  proper  government  was  not  enter- 
tained, was  a  policy  wliich  would  forbid 
all  raids  or  hostilities  unless  there  was 
necessity  for  them  for  the  purpose  of 
defence,    a  policy  which   should  issue 
Proclamations  in  the  Native  Arabic  to 
the  people  informing  them  that  England 
had  no  intention  of  attacking  them,  had 
no  intention  of  helping  Egypt  to  conquer 
their  territory,  and  only  wished  to  estab- 
lish good  relations  with  them.     Such  a 
Proclamation  should  be  distributed  far 
and  wide,  should  be  sent  by  camels  to 
Berber  and  Khartoum  and  far-off  pro- 
vinces.    Such  a  Proclamation,  he  was 
told,  would  bo  attended  with  the  most 
beneficial  results;  but  it  should  be  sent 
through  our  English  Consul  at  Suakin, 
and  not  through  Egyptian  channels.   He 
did  not  believe  the  Soudanese  would 
place  any  confidence  in  a  Proclamation 
emanating  from  Egypt.     Take  a  case 
which  was  sufficient  to  destroy  all  confi- 
dence,    nicks's  Army  wished  to  cross 
from  Suakin  to  Berber.     The  Haden- 
dowahs  were  engaged  to  provide  camels 
for  tho  transport  of  the   force.     Thoy 
fulfilled  their  contract,  doubtless,  losing 
many    camels    and    undergoing    many 
privations.     Thoy  were  promised  seven 
dollars  for  each  camel — not  outrageous 
pay,  surely,  for  this  arduous  journey, 
but  when  they  had  done  their  work, 
instead  of  the  seven  dollars  promised, 
they  received  for  payment  one  dollar. 
Did  not  this  show  very  good  reason  why 
the  tribes  should  place  little  confidence 
in  Egyptian  promises?    He  could  not 
help  feeling  that  it  was  his  duty  to  say 
what  he  thought  on  this  matter.     More 
especially  did  it  come  home  to  him  when 
he  considered  the  large  areas  of  desert 
strewn  with  the  whitened  bones  of  the 
slain,  and  when  ho  thought  of  the  groat 
numbers  of  officers  and  men  of  tho  Eng- 
lish Army  who  now   lay  beneath  the 
desert  sands^  and  whose  death  required, 
in  his  opinion,  some  justificatiou  by  tho 
improvement    and    pacification   of    tho 
land  in  which  thoy  fouglit.     And  yet 
another  consideration  weighed  with  him 
of  far  more  importance  than  even  the 
loss  of  all  these  lives,  and  that  was  that 
the  honour  of  this  country  was  bound 
up  in  the  adoption  of  measures  to  civilize 
the  Soudan.     Otherwise  history  woidd 
say  she  had  sadly  neglected  her  duty. 

The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
ORETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
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AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  S alisbubt)  : 
With  respect  to  the  first  part  of  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord's  Question  I  have  not 
very  much  to  say,  and  if  I  could  say 
much  I  ought  not  to  say  it.    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  tho  last  communication  we  had 
from  him  was  an  undated  note  which 
reached  our  outposts  last  November,  and 
since  that  time  we  have  had  no  com- 
munication with  him.     We  believe  that 
he  is  well,  but  as  to  the  chances  of  escape 
I  will  not  venture  to  speculate.     I  need 
not  say  that  we  shall  do  all  that  we  can, 
to  procure  his  release,  as  opportunity 
may  offer ;  but  I  should  be  doing  tho 
reverse  of  my  duty  if  I  entered  into  de- 
tails upon  the  subject.     The  noble  and 
gallant  Earl  has  travelled  over  a  very 
extensive  field,  and  dealt  with  eventa 
which   arose  in  times  for  which   Her 
Majesty's    present  Government  are  in 
no  way  responsible.     I  am  not  going 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the  acts  of 
our   Predecessors.     All   I  will  say  is 
that  when  the  responsibility  of  affairs 
came  to  us  we  found  matters  in  this 
condition.      Tho    British     troops    had 
retired  from  the  Soudan;  Lord  Gran- 
ville   had    imposed    on    the  Egyptian 
Government  the  policy  of  abandoning 
the  Soudan,  on  the  ground  that  they 
were  not  in  a  position  to  keep  it,  but  ho 
had  promi&ed  the  assistance  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  maintain  the  boundary  at 
Assouan  on  the  Nile,  and  also  to  retain 
Suakin  on  the  Red  Sea.     That  policy, 
on  the  ground  of  continuity  of  policy, 
which  I  have  more  than  once  urged 
upon  this  House,  we  have  pursued.    The 
British  Army  is  now,  I  think,  almost 
exclusively  confined  to  tho    North   of 
Egypt.     Suakin,    however,    has    some 
British  troops  stationed  there.     We  do 
not  depart  in  any  degree  from  the  policy 
of  leaving  the  Soudan.     As  to  the  civili- 
zation which  the  noble  and  gallant  Earl 
would  impose  upon  us  the  duty  of  re- 
storing, it  could  only  be  carried  out  by 
a  largo  and  costly  expedition,  entailing 
enormous  sacrifice  of  blood  and  treasure, 
aad  for  the  present  a  continuous  expendi- 
ture, which  I  do  not  think  the  people  of 
thi  s  count  ry  would  sanction .  With  respect 
to  the  individual  cases  of  collision  which 
have  taken  place  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Suakin,  there  are  two  points  which  I 
think  tho  noble  and  gedlant  Earl  has 
forgotten.    One  is  that  that  very  policy 
of  abstention  applies  equally   to    tho 
tribes  called  friendly  and  to  those  op* 
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posed  to  us.  We  could  not,  without  a  far 
largor  force,  restrain  the  friendlies  from 
pursuing  such  a  course  as  they  think  fit 
in  tho  conduct  of  their  desert  warfare. 
The  second  point  is  that  a  defensive 
position  does  not  necessarily  mean  con- 
stantly standing  behind  a  wall.  It  is 
often  necessary  to  attack  an  offensive 
position  set  up  outside.  I  do  not  believe 
that  anything  has  bcon  done  under  the 
sanction  of  any  British  officer  which  can 
bo  described  in  other  language  than  that 
it  is  part  of  the  measures  necessary  for 
the  defence  of  Suakin. 

Tub  Earl  of  DUNDONALD:  If 
my  memory  is  correct,  I  especially  ex- 
cepted measures  taken  for  the  defence 
of  our  position ;  I  alluded  only  to  attacks 
on  distant  places. 

Tub  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
doubt  whether  the  noble  and  gallant  Earl 
will  find  that  British  ofiicors  have  been 
employed  in  these  distant  attacks.  I  do 
not  tako  tho  optimist  view  which  the 
noble  and  gallant  Earl  has  taken  of  the 
temper  and  disposition  of  the  tribes  at 
Suakin.  I  do  not  think  that  any  Pro- 
clamation from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  inducoOsman  Digna  to  abstain 
from  his  attacks  upon  Suakin.  The  dis- 
turbing cause  is  the  Slavo  Trade.  No  ap- 
peals simply  to  Osman  Digna's  good  feel- 
ing, or  to  his  desire  for  better  trade,  would 
prevent  him  from  attacking  when  he 
sees  an  opportunity  open.  The  defence 
of  our  retention  of  Suakin  is  that  it  is 
a  very  serious  obstacle  to  the  renewal 
and  the  conduct  of  that  Slave  Trade 
which  is  always  trying  to  press  over 
from  Africa  into  Asia.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  retention  of  Suakin  is  of  any 
advantage  to  the  Egyptian  Government. 
If  I  were  to  speak  purely  from  the 
point  of  view  of  that  Government's  own 
interest,  I  should  say  *'  Abandon  Suakin 
at  once."  But  the  retention  of  Suakin 
is  of  very  considerable  value  for  the 
purpose  of  repressing  the  Slave  Trade. 
Tho  Soudan  is  the  one  spot  in  the 
whole  world  where  the  Slave  Trade  has 
still  the  greatest  vitality,  and  if  your 
supervision  is  relaxed  it  will  be  revived 
in  all  itfl  ancient  force.  The  evil  is  not 
confined  to  that  narrow  strip  of  coast 
or  to  tho  desert  of  the  Soudan.  Tho 
whole  mechanism  by  which  the  flower 
of  every  tribe  in  the  heart  of  Afiioa 
ia  drawn  down  for  the  purpose  cf 
satisfying  tho  slave  markets  of  Arabia, 
Asia  Minor,  and  other  countries  still 


exists,  and  tliat  machinery  would  bo 
stimulated  into  activity  at  once  by  tho 
knowledge  that  there  is  this  outlet  to 
the  traffic.  That  is  the  difficulty  with 
which  wo  have  to  contend,  and  I  am 
afraid  until  the  practice  of  the  Slavo 
Trade  is  abandoned  the  peace  for  which 
the  noble  and  gallant  Earl  sighs  will 
not  be  restored. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
thought  tho  noble  and  gallant  Earl  was 
justified  in  asking  for  some  information ; 
but  ho  entirely  accepted  tho  statement 
of  policy  made  by  the  noble  Marquess, 
that  we  occupied  Suakin  for  tho  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
that  our  occupation  was  necessary  for 
that  object.  He  was  glad  to  hear  tho 
policy  of  the  Government  was  not  to  go 
beyond  the  defence  of  Suakin.  Judging 
from  the  information  in  the  newspapers, 
he  thought  the  operations  at  Suakin 
had  gone  beyond  what  was  originally 
intended.  He  believed  there  was  some 
danger  in  the  desire  of  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  make  use  of  the  friendly 
tribes  in  operations  against  the  un- 
friendly, and  that  that  policy  was  going 
too  far.  It  was  very  much  to  be  desired 
that  trado  might  revive,  especially  on 
the  banks  of  the  Nile. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
speak  from  recollection,  but  my  im- 
pression is  that  the  hindrance  on  our 
side  to  a  renewal  of  trade  along  tho 
Nile  has  been  for  some  time  withdrawn. 
With  respect  to  Suakin,  the  control  of 
the  town  is  in  the  hands  of  tho  Egyptian 
Government,  under  Colonel  Kitchener, 
who  is  not  an  English  but  an  Egyptian 
officer,  and  that,  to  a  certain  extent, 
diminishes  our  influence,  I  will  not  say 
over  tho  general  policy,  but  over  the  de- 
tails of  individual  action. 

THE  EASTER  RECESS. -QUESTION. 
In  reply  to  the  Earl  of  Kimberley, 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  of  state  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  ho  proposed  practically  that 
the  House  should  adjourn  that  day  week 
for  Easter ;  but  ho  was  not  sure  that 
it  would  be  possible  actually  to  adjourn 
on  that  day,  because  there  might  be 
some  financial  measures  which  must  be 
passed  beforo  the  dlst  of  Marcli.  Of 
course,  tho  Government  would  tako  no 
contontious  Business  after  that  day  week. 
He  proposed  that  their  Lordships  should 


1423        Lahotirers*  Acta, 


{COMMONS  I 


1885-1886. 


1424 


ro-assomble  again  on  Friday  in  Easter 
week,  April  13. 

DEBATES  AND  rROCEEDINGS  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

Iklossago  from  tho  Commons  to  acquaint  this 
House  that  thoy  havo  dirocted  tho  Select  Com- 
mittco  appointed  by  them  to  inquire  and  report 
as  to  tho  cost  and  method  of  tlio  publication  of 
the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament  to 
meet  the  Committee  appointed  by  their  Lord- 
ships in  lloom  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on 
Thursday  next  at  Twelve  of  the  clock : 

Ordered^  That  tho  Committee  appointed  by 
this  Ilouse  do  meet  tho  Committee  appointed  by 
tho  Commons  in  Room  No.  1 ,  Upper  Corridor, 
on  Thursday  next  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Tho  Lord  Basing  named  of  the  Committoo  in 
tho  place  of  the  Lord  ColviUo  of  Culross. 

POOR  LAW   RELIEF. 

Movcd^  "  That  a  Select  Committoo  bo  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  as  to  tho  various  powers  now 
in  possession  of  tho  Poor  Law  guardians,  and 
their  adequacy  to  cope  with  distress  that  may 
from  time  to  time  exist  in  the  metropolis  and 
other  populous  places ;  and  also  as  to  tho  ex- 
pedienoy  of  concerted  action  between  tho  Poor 
Law  authorities  and  voluntary  agencies  for  the 
relief  of  distress."— (TAtf  Viscount  Gordon,  E, 
Aberdeen,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a 

quarter  before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  \Uh  March,  1886. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— Supply — considered  in  Committee 
Hcsolutions  [March  15]  reported. 

Ways  and  '^i^ks^— considered  in  Committee — 
£114,900  7*.  4rf.;  £11,704,003,  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Private  Bill  (Ay  Order)  —  Second  Reading  — 
South  -  Eastern  IMetropolitan  (Lewisham, 
Greenwich,  and  District  Tramways).* 

rrnLic  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Beading  — 
Handloom  Weavers  (Ireland)*  [175];  Land 
Tcrpctuity  (Ireland)  *  [170] ;  Coroners*  Elec- 
tions* [178];  Corn  Kcturns*  [177];  Army 
(Annual)  •[170]. 

Second  J?tfrtt//wy— National  Debt  (Conversion) 
[164]. 

Q  UHSTIONS. 

PRESUMPTION    OF  LIFE  LIMITATION 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mh.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  tho  Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  in 
view  of  his  statement  on  the  10th  of 

The  Marquees  of  Saliehury 


August,  1887,  it  is  his  intention  at  an 
early  date  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  tho 
amendment  of  *'The  Presumption  of 
Life  Limitation  (Scotland)  Act,  1881  ?  " 
The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdoxald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  I  hopo  to  bo  able 
to  introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  tho  Act  of 
1881,  referred  to  byXhe  hon.  Member; 
but  I  am  unable  to  give  any  dofinito 
undertaking. 

LABOURERS'    ACTS.  1885-188G— ULSTER 
BOARDS  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 
N.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that,  in  Ulster,  previous  to  the 
31st  of  March,  1887,  the  Boards  of 
Gl-uardians  had  not  carried  out  a  single 
improvement  scheme  under  the  La- 
bourers' Acts  of  1 885  and  1 886  ;  whether 
it  is  also  a  fact  that,  at  the  present  time, 
only  one  scheme  has  been  set  on  foot  in 
County  Antrim,  two  in  County  Cavan, 
one  in  County  Monaghan,  and  none  in 
tho  remaining  counties  of  Ulster ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  tho  Go- 
vernment to  tako  action,  either  by  legis- 
lation or  otherwise,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  decent  houses  with  allotments 
to  deserving  labourers  in  Ireland,  by 
providing  for  the  proper  administration 
of  these  Acts  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  Tho  facts  are  as  stated  in  the  first 
two  paragraphs,  with  the  exception  that 
a  scheme  was  set  on  foot  in  the  County 
Donegal  in  Ballyshannon  Union,  but 
which  fell  through.  As  regards  the  last 
portion  of  tho  Question,  it  cannot  be 
said,  so  far  as  Ireland  in  general  is  con- 
corn  od,  that  the  Labourers'  Acts  havo 
failed  in  their  professed  object  of  pro- 
viding bettor  dwellings  for  agricultural 
labourers  and  their  families,  although 
in  the  case  of  Ulster  tho  number  of 
applications  has  been  limited.  Since 
the  Acts  first  came  into  operation,  in 
1883,  the  Local  Government  Board  havo 
authorized  the  provision  of  10,040 
houses,  while  applications  in  regard  to 
2,158  are  now  under  consideration.  It 
is  competent  for  ratepayers  to  make 
representations  as  to  the  want  of  la- 
bourers' dwellings  in  any  district  or  as 
to  the  unsanitary  condition  of  thoso 
which    exist;   and    the    GuardianSi  if 
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satisfied  of  tho  truth  of  the  reprosonta- 
fions,  shall  make  schemes  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  district. 

WAR  OFFICE  -WOOLWICH  ARSENAL- 
SUPERANNUATION. 

Colonel  nUGHES  (Woolwich)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther artizans  and  lahourers  in  Woolwich 
Arsenal,  prior  to  1859,  were  entitled  to 
superannuation  after  15  years'  service, 
under  the  ordnance  scale ;  on  what  sec- 
tion of  the  Superannuation  Act,  1859, 
the  War  Office  relies  for  any  abolition 
of  superannuation  to  the  same  class; 
why,  if  the  War  Office  thought  in  1860 
that  superannuation  was  abolished  to 
this  class,  did  they  recommend  790  men 
of  this  class  subsequently  for  super- 
annuation ;  on  what  clause  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act  Amendment  Act  of  1873 
do  the  War  Office  Authorities  rely  for 
any  distinction  to  be  made  during  the 
period  1861  to  1870;  and,  what  is  the 
reason  for  any  distinction  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle) :  Before  1859  artizans  and  la- 
bourers in  Woolwich  Arsenal  had  no 
right  to  superannuation ;  but  after  20 
years'  service  they  could  receive  a  small 
pension  under  Regulations  made  by  the 
I3oard  of  Ordnance.  Such  persons  were 
excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act,  1859,  by  Clause  17,  as 
not  holding  certificates  from  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  ;  and  they  were 
specifically  excluded  under  Clause  2  by 
a  Treasury  decision,  as  holonging  to  a 
class  of  persons  in  receipt  of  full  mar- 
ket rate  of  wages.  The  790  men  were 
recommended  for  superannuation  because 
the  Treasury  Regulations  had  not  been 
issued  until  1861,  and,  until  their  issue, 
the  men  might  have  had  reason  to  sup- 
pose that  steps  would  be  taken  to  qualify 
them  under  the  Act  of  1 859.  Clause  1 
of  tho  Superannuation  Act  of  1873 
rules  that  there  must  have  been  inad- 
vertence on  the  part  of  the  Heads  of 
the  Department  in  not  obtaining  the 
Civil  Service  certificate.  This  inad- 
vertence could  only  have  extended  to 
1861  (when  tho  iSreasury  Regulations 
were  promulgated)  so  far  as  the  War 
Office  was  concerned.  I  answer  these 
Questions  out  of  courtesy  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend ;  but  I  cannot  under- 
take to  discuss  in  this  manner,  and  in 
further  detail,  the  snbjeot  of  a  Motion 


which    stands  in  his  name    for  Tues- 
day. 

ARMY    MEDICAL    SERVICE    (INDIA)— 
"HALF  STAFF"  ALLOWANCES. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Dorby.Ilkes- 
ton)  asked  tho  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  an  executive  officer  of 
the  Medical  Staff  in  India,  who  officiated 
for  less  than  one  month  as  Deputy  Sur- 
geon General,  in  the  absenco  of  the 
Deputy  Surgeon  General  on  sick  leave 
or  furlough,  receives  no  allowances  for 
the  period,  although  he  performed  the 
duties  in  addition  to  his  other  duties  ; 
whether,  in  such  an  instance,  the  '^  half- 
staff  "  of  tho  appointment  reverts  to  the 
State  ;  whether  the  acting  officer  would 
be  held  pecuniarily  liable  in  the  event  of 
loss  of  stores  or  other  mistakes ;  and, 
whether  officers  officiating  on  the  Mili- 
tary (Combatant)  Staff,  in  a  similar  way, 
draw  the  half-staff  for  the  broken 
periods ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  difference 
is  made  in  tho  case  of  medical  officers  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
No  reply  has  yet  been  received  to  tho 
despatch  on  tho  subject,  which  was 
addressed  to  tho  Government  of  India 
in  July  last.  The  Secretary  of  State  will 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  of 
India  to  the  delay  which  has  taken 
place. 

THE    MAGISTRACY    (IRELAND)— MR. 
CECIL   ROCHE. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  tho 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  a 
temporary  R.M.,  dismissable  on  throe 
months'  notice,  has  recently  been  pro- 
moted to  the  permanent  staff  over  tho 
heads  of  his  seniors ;  and,  whether  the 
names  of  Resident  Magistrates  havo 
been  this  year  for  the  first  time  pub- 
lished alphabetically,  instead  of  in  order 
of  seniority,  as  was  the  practice  for  50 
years ;  and,  if  so,  for  what  object  was 
tho  change  made  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Mr.  Roche  has  recently  been  made 
a  permanent  Resident  Magistrate  on 
the  occurrence  of  a  vacancy,  which  was 
the  intention  when  he  was  originally 
appointed,  as  his  previous  training 
seemed  to  fully  qualify  him  for  tho 
appointmenti  he  having  been  a  barrister 
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of  some  years  standing,  and  also  a  legal 
Sub-Commissioner.  It  is  the  case  that 
some  of  the  temporary  Eesident  Magis- 
trates had  been  originally  appointed  as 
such  a  short  time  before  him.  The  names 
of  Besident  Magistrates  have  not  been 
this  year  for  the  first  time  published 
alphabetically;  such  a  list  has  always 
been  published.  The  seniority  list  is  one 
which  is  used  for  Departmental  pur- 
poses. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  state  at  what 
date  Mr.  Rocho  was  appointed,  and  for 
what  reason  he  was  appointed  over  the 
heads  of  seniors;  and,  also,  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  seniority  list  which  used 
to  be  published  in  the  Directory  has  now 
been  superseded,  and  replaced  by  an 
alphabetical  list  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  The 
hon.  Member  did  not  ask  in  his  original 
Question  when  Mr.  Eoche  was  ap- 
pointed. He  asked  whether  he  was 
recently  made  a  permanent  Besident 
Magistrate.  As  to  the  question  of  the 
seniority  list,  it  has  always,  I  believe, 
been  kept  for  Departmental  purposes. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  I  shall  put  a  further  Question  on 
the  Paper  in  reference  to  this  matter. 

CRIME    AND    OUTUAGE    (IRELAND)— 
OUTRAGE  AT  THE   NATIONAL 
SCnOOL,  LACKFOODRA. 

Mr.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
iiiingham,  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
public  Press,  that  about  noon  on  the 
1 3th  instant  three  armed  and  disguised 
men  entered  the  National  School  at 
Lackfoodra,  and  in  the  presence  of  the 
school  children,  having  compelled  the 
schoolmaster,  Patrick  Bobinson,  and 
his  daughters  to  go  down  on  their  knees 
first,  fired  a  shot  from  a  pistol  over  the 
head  of  the  elder  daughter,  and  then 
shot  Bobinson  himself  in  the  groin, 
inflicting  a  serious  wound ;  whether,  if 
the  facts  are  as  stated,  ho  can  inform 
the  House  what  was  the  motive  of  the 
crime ;  and,  whether  the  ofiFenders  are 
likely  to  be  brought  to  justice  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  It  is  the  case  that  three  armed 
men,  one  of  them  disguised,  entered  the 
National  Schoolhouse  on  the  occasion 

Colonel  King-Uarman 


referred  to.  They  ordered  Mr.  Bobinson 
and  his  two  daughters  to  go  on  their 
knees,  which  they  according^  did.  The 
disguised  man  then  presented  the  pistol 
at  the  face  of  one  of  the  daughters.  He 
endeavoured  to  fire  it  three  or  four 
times,  but  it  missed.  He  snapped  it 
again,  when  the  shot  wont  off,  grazing 
the  girl's  face.  He  then  took  a  gun  from 
one  of  the  other  men,  and  discharged 
the  contents  at  Mr.  Bobinson,  striking 
him  on  the  lower  part  of  the  abdomen, 
which  is  riddled  with  shot.  They  then 
left.  The  police  have  not  yet  ascertained 
the  motive.  They  are  making  every 
effort  to  identify  the  perpetrators  of  the 
outrage. 

CONSULAR   CORRESPONDENCE- 
OFFICIAL  POSTAGES. 

Mr.  THOMAS  (Glamorgan,  E.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in 
The  Shipping  World,  for  March,  1888, 
that  Her  Majesty's  Consular  Officers 

**  Are  obliged  to  send  letters  to  their  corre- 
spondents without  paying  postage  thereon, 
with  an  apology  that  they  are  unable  to  do  so 
because  no  allowance  is  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  that  purpose  ;  " 

and,  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  by  The 
Shipping  World,  that  no  allowance  is 
made  by  the  Government 

*'To  cover  postage  upon  Correspondence 
arising  out  of,  and  in  connection  with,  tho 
official  position  of  such  Consular  Officers?  " 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  JImes  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  statement  is  in- 
correct. No  fixed  allowances  are  made 
to  cover  postages ;  but  accounts  of  ex- 
penditure on  account  of  official  postages 
are  sent  in  periodically,  and  are  paid 
when  passed. 

THE  MAGISTRACY   (I aELAND)— LIME- 
RICK  ASSIZES -OMISSION    OP    THE 
MAYOR  FROM  TUE  COMMISSION. 
Mk.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  (for  Mr. 
W.   Abkaham)   (Limerick,    W.)   asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Why  the  name  of  tho 
Mayor  was  omitted  from  the  Commission 
for  tho  Assizes  recently  held  in  Limerick ; 
who  is  the  official  responsible  for  this 
omission;  and,  by  what  authority  has 
a  time-honoured  custom  been  departed 
from  in  this  instance  ? 

Tub  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
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(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  There  has  been  no  exceptional 
course  taken  in  the  case  of  the  Commis- 
sion for  the  Limerick  Assizes.  The 
Mayors  of  municipal  towns  are  not  now 
included  in  the  Oommissions  of  Assize. 
There  did  not  exist  a  custom  of  includ- 
ing Mayors  in  such  Commissions,  but  it 
had  become  practically  unmeaning ; 
and,  after  full  consideration,  it  has  been 
abandoned  in  the  case  of  all  Commis- 
sions of  Assize  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Since  when  was  this 
custom  abandoned  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  Within 
the  last  two  years. 

NATIONAL  DEBT   (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—TRUSTEES'  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  S.  HOAEE  (Norwich)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
in  the  event  of  there  being  only  one 
denomination  of  Government  Stock, 
facilities  will  be  given  to  Trustees  and 
others  to  have  more  than  one  account  in 
that  Stock  in  the  same  name  or  namos  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square) :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is  pro- 
posed to  allow  one  holder  to  have  as 
many  as  four  separate  accounts  in  the  new 
Stock,  which  will  place  him  in  a  better 
position  than  he  is  at  present.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth  (Mr. 
Kimber)  will  take  this  as  an  answer  to 
the  Question  he  has  put  down  for  Mon- 
day. 

THE   LONDON  LABOUR  MARKET—IM- 

MIGRATION    OF    DESTITUTE 

ALIENS. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 
he  can  now  state  whether  he  has  been 
able  to  make  any  arrangement  for  in- 
structing Her  Majesty's  Consuls  abroad 
that,  pending  such  legislation  as  may 
result  from  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
about  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  question  of  the  immigration  of 
destitute  aliens,  they  should,  as  far  as 
lies  in  their  power,  inform  intending 
immigrants  of  the  overcrowded  state  of 
the  labour  market  in  the  Metropolis, 
and  should  warn  them  against  coming 
to  England  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fe&qussok)  (Man- 


chester, N.E.),  in  reply,  said,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  had,  before  taking  action, 
to  advise  with  other  Departments  of  the 
Qovernment.  A  Return  on  the  subject 
of  Foreign  Immigration  was  prepared 
last  Session;  but  its  presentation  was 
delayed,  owing  to  the  necessity  of  ob- 
taining further  information.  It  would, 
however,  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
in  a  few  days. 

EPPING     FOREST— PROSECUTION     OF 

GIPSIES. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
prosecution  in  July  last  (of  certain 
gipsies  infesting  Epping  Forest,  and 
carrying  on  the  unlawful  practices  of 
blackmailing,  extortion,  and  assault) 
was  obviously  undertaken  in  the  public 
interest ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as  ho 
has  admitted  the  said  prosecution  to  bo 
''a  necessary  one  and  useful  in  the 
interests  of  the  public,"  he  will  recom- 
^  mend  that  the  costs  amounting  to  £15 
]  be  paid  out  of  funds  available  for  the 
purpose  and  distributed  by  the  Public 
Prosecutor  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  aware  of  the  occasion 
on  which  he  had  made  the  admission 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member,  nor  did 
he  think  he  had  given  any  promise  such 
as  tbat  mentioned  in  the  Question.  What 
he  did  promise  was  that  he  would  make 
application  to  the  Treasury,  and  he  had 
done  so ;  but  he  found  that  the  existing 
Rule  governing  such  cases  prevented 
any  action  being  taken.  Ho  had  no 
power  to  direct  the  Public  Prosecutor 
to  take  action. 

POST    OFFICE— OFFICIALS    AT    POLL 
TICAL  MEETINGS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  Mr.  J.  F.  Wight,  of 
the  Money  Order  Department,  General 
Post  Office,  presided  at  a  political  meet- 
ing of  the  Primrose  League  in  the 
Lecture  Hall,  St.  Aubyn's  Road, 
Upper  Norwood,  at  which,  among  others 

E resent  upon  the  platform,  were  tho 
on.  members  for  Croydon,  Norwood, 
Dttlwiohi    East   Bradford,    &c.;    and. 
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vliether  Members  of  [he  Post  Oflice 
Stair  who  belong  to  other  Political 
Aasociations  will  be  allowed  a  similar 
liberty  ? 

Mb.  BTEON  reed  (Bradford,  E.) 
aekod  the  ripbt  hon.  Gentletnan  whe- 
ther, in  his  optDton,  there  was  not  a 
wide  distinction  to  be  drawn  between 
political  meetings  of  a  legal  and  loyal 
character,  and  political  meotinge  of  an 
illegal  and  dielojal  character? 

Mk.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Tho 
Question,  in  tho  language  in  which  it  is 
put,  is  out  of  Order,  and  deals  with  a 
matter  of  opinion. 

TiiE  FIRST  LORD  of  tiie  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Weatminstor)  (who  repliedj  said:  I 
explained  last  night  the  view  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  in  regard  to  the  Question 
which  the  hoD.  Gentleman  has  addressed 
to  me.  I  do  not  think  I  should  he 
acting  fairly  to  a  large  body  of  very 
efBcient  public  servants  if  I  departed 
from  the  position  which  I  thon  laid 
down.  I  think  no  arrangemest  should 
be  made  rashly  or  hastily  in  referenae 
to  a  very  large  body  of  useful  Civil 
servants. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— PUR- 
CHAKEES. 

Mr.  T.  "W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
(for  Mr.  Lea)  (Londonderry,  3.)  asked 
Iho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  How 
many  purchaaors  under  the  Irish  Land 
Act  of  1870  have  availed  themselves  of 
the  full  benefifs  of  the  legislation  of  last 
year  ;  in  the  majority  of  cases  how  long 
will  the  payment  of  their  instalments 
extend ;  and  how  many  are  in  arrear  ? 

Tub  secretary  (Mr.  Jacksom) 
(Leeds  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  out  of 
821  borrowers  under  the  Act  of  1870, 
7^5  have  accepted  tho  reduced  terms  of 
4  per  cent  annuity  under  sub-section  1 
of  section  24  of  the  Act  of  1 887,  obtain- 
ing thereby  an  extension  of  the  period 
of  repayment,  ranging  from  40  to  47^ 
yonre  from  tho  time  of  the  original  ad- 
vance; IG  have  olected  to  continue 
payment  on  the  original  terms;  four 
have  made  application  for  the  further 
extension  of  term  contemplated  in  special 
cases  by  eub- section  2  of  the  same  clause; 
56  are  in  arrear  of  instalments  to  the  1st 
of  May  last. 

Ma.  J,  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush 

citffo) :  Could  the  hon.  Gentleman  state 

the  amount  of  arream  F 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 
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Ma.  JACKSON :  Si 
the  figure  here. 

FISHERIES    (SCOTLAND)— LEQISL&- 
TION. 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  the 
Fishing  Bill  promisnd  by  tho  Govern- 
ment will  be  introduced  before  Easter  ; 
and,  if  not,  looking  to  tho  great  intorest 
taken  in  the  matter  Jin  many  districts  in 
Scotland,  whether  he  can  give  a  definite 
promise  when  the  Bill  will  bo  introduced 
and  printed  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdoitald^  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  The  Bill  re- 
ferred to  cannot  be  introduced  before 
Eas(or ;  but  I  hope  it  may  be  on  Par- 
liament re -assembling. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— KING  JA  JA. 
Sib  ROBERT  FOWLEE  [London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he  will  shortly 
lay  upon  the  Table  Papers  showing  what 
the  course  taken  by  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  on  the  Oil  river  and  the  Admiral 
commanding  the  Cape  and  West  Coast 
of  Africa  Station  has  been,  and  the 
various  reasons  which  have  actuated 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  sanction- 
ing the  removal  of  King  Ja  Ja  from 
Opobo  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Ferodbson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  Papers  will  ho 
presented  as  aoen  aa  they  can  be  pre- 

Sared.  Directions  were  given  some 
ays  ago. 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  TRAFALGAR 
SQUARE— THE  MILITARY. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bothnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
tho  Home  Department,  By  whose  order 
the  military  were  called  out  on  tho 
occasion  of  an  assembly  in  Trafalgar 
Square  on  tho  1 3th  of  November  last  ? 

Tiiii  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MATTnEws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
actual  request  that  the  military  might  he 
sent  into  Trafalgar  Square  on  the  day 
in  question  was  made  to  the  officer  in 
command  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Police.  On  the  day  previous,  I  had  re- 
quested the  War  Office  t«  have  certain 
troops  in  readiness  in  the  event  of 
emergenoy. 
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Mb.  PICKEE8GILL  asked,  whether 
it  was  not  a  fact  that  the  right  hon. 
Qeatleman  was  in  attondaoce  id  the 
neighbourhood  at  the  time;  and  whe- 
ther the  ordera  to  call  out  the  military 
were  given  with  his  expresa  sanction? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  I  am 
informed  that  it  waa  not  an  order,  but 
a  request,  for  the  military  to  appear. 

THE  DISTURBANCES  IN  TRAFALGAR 
BaUARE-THE  POLICE  (INJURIES.) 
Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bothnal  Oreon, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  Stato  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  bo  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Be- 
turit  of  the  77  policemen  allef^ed  to  havo 
been  injured  on  Sunday,  tbo  13th  of 
NoTember  last,  girin;;  in  each  case  the 
name  and  number  of  the  policeman,  the 
nature  of  the  injury,  and  the  time  and 
place  at  which  it  was  sustained  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  move  for  this  Return 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  grant  ii. 

MALTA-THE  NEW  CONSTITTITION- 
THE  PAPERS. 

Me.  BAUMANN  (CamborweU,  Peck- 
tiam)  asked  the  Under  Secretory  of 
Stato  for  the  Colonies,  Why  the  pro- 
mised Fapera  on  the  granting  a  new 
Constitutiou  to  Malta  have  not  been 
presented  to  Parliament;  when  they 
will  be  ready  ;  and,  under  what  Vote  in 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  the  expenses 
in  connection  with  the  Boundary  Com- 
mission will  be  charged  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  o? 
STATE  (Baron  Hbnkt  De  Wohmh) 
(Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  Aa  I  stated 
in  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  on  the  6th 
instant,  tho  Papers  were  presented  to 
Parliament  on  the  23rd  ultimo.  They 
will,  I  believe,  be  ready  for  dietrlbntion 
in  about  a  fortnight.  I  informed  the 
House  on  the  27th  ultimo  that  the  ex- 
penses connected  with  the  Boundary 
Commission  will  bo  defrayed  from 
Malta  Funds. 

THE  WEST  LONDON  COMMERCIAL 
BANK. 
Mk.  CBEMER  (Shoreditoh,  Haggor- 
ston)  asked  Mr.  AttomoyQoneral,  Whe- 
ther he  can  explain  why  no  dividend 
has  been  paid  to  the  depositors  in  the 
"  West   London    Commercial   Bank," 


which  stopped  payment  on  the  7tb  ot 
February  last  year;  whether  he  will 
makeinquiriesoftheofiicial  liquidator  as 
to  the  reason  why  tho  first  dividend  of 
8a.  Od.  in  the  pound,  which  bos  been  an- 
nounced OS  available,  is  not  forth- 
coming ;  and,  whether  he  is  awaro  that 
the  delay  has  already  resulted  in  one 
suicide,  one  or  more  deaths,  and  great 
distress  generally  among  the  deposi- 
tors? 

TuE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwabd  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  (who 
replied)  said :  On  behalf  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  tho  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, I  have  to  say  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  liquidation  of  the  West  London 
Commercial  Bank  were  as  follows: — 
The  official  liquidator  was  appointed  on 
thoI7th  of  March,  1887.  Tho  creditors' 
claims  were  to  be  sent  in  by  tho  9th  of 
July,  1887;  1,0CI  claims  wore  sent  in 
which  had  to  be  examined,  involving 
many  important  questions  and  much 
detail.  The  certificate  adjudicating  on 
1,019  of  such  claims,  amounting  to 
£137,265,  waa  made  on  the  8th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1889.  Tho  order  for  payment  of 
a  dividend  of  84.  %d.  in  tho  pound  was 
made  on  tho  2Bth  of  February,  and  tho 
cheques  for  the  whole  of  this  amount 
were  prepared,  eiguod,  and  issued  on 
the  12th  of  March.  Wo  have  no  infor- 
mation as  to  tbe  painful  circumstances 
suggested  in  the  last  ^ragraph  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question ;  out  the  facts 
I  have  stated  will  show  that  there  has 
been  no  delay  to  which  such  circum- 
stance cnnld  be  referred. 

Me.  CEEUER  asked,  whether  the 
hon.  and  lourned  Gentleman  could  ex- 

filain  why  tbe  oEGcial  liquidator  bad 
imited  tbe  dividend  to  8*.  Ci.  in  tho 
pound,  when  be  bad  admitted  that  ho 
bad  more  than  enough  to  pay  lOi,  in 
the  pound  ? 

Sib  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  be 
was  unable  to  say  what  were  the  exact 
reasons  which  influenced  the  official 
liquidator  in  thinking  it  would  be  only 
wise  to  pay  at  the  present  moment  » 
dividend  of  6j.  6i.  instead  of  10(. ;  but 
the  difference  would  not  account  for  the 
painful  circumstaDces  suggested. 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION— REPORT  OP 
COMMISSION  ON  ELEMENTARY  EDU. 
CATION. 
Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
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the  Eoyal  Oommission  on  Elomentary 
Education  intend  to  present  a  prelimi- 
nary Eeport  on  Technical  Education  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Question  has  been  sent  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Oommission,  and  the  Chairman 
will  bring  it  forward  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Commission  at  their  next 
mooting,  which  will  take  place  next 
week. 

PARLTAIilENT— OFFICES   OF   PROFIT- 
VACATION  OF  SEATS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifTo)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, "Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that, 
on  the  15th  of  April,  1887,  when  speak- 
ing of  the  appointment  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he  stated  **  dis- 
tinctly that  no  salary  or  profit  is  attached 
to  the  office,"  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney  General  for  England  stated 
immediately  afterwards  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  this,  it  was  not  necessary  for 
tlie  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Thanot  to  vacate  his  seat  in  Parliament, 
it  is  intended,  on  the  passing  of  the 
Bill,  to  confer  a  salary  of  £1,000  per 
annum  on  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oontloman,  that  he  shall  vacato  his  seat? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  "Westminster) :  I  must 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
wait  until  the  Bill  is  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  which,  I  hope,  will  be  next 
wook. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  am  not  learnod. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon. 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE   DUTIES 
CONTINUANCE. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Pock- 
ham)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
(Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  when  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  replying  on 
behalf  of  the  Government  to  the  depu- 
tation from  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  on  the  subject  of  the  Coal  and 
Wine  Dues,  in  1886,  used  these  words — 

"  Undoubtedly,  if  it  should  become  evident 
that  a  very  large  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
Metropolis,  a  large  and  predominant  majority, 
were  in  favour  of  a  renewal  of  these  duties, 
then  the  present  attitude  of  tho  Government 
towards  that  proposal,  whidi  I  will  venture  to 
define  as  an  attitude  of  rigid  financial   pre- 

Mr.  F.  S.  Powell 


cision,  undoubtedly  that  present  attitade  might 
certainly  be  modified ; 

whether  he  is  aware  that  the  majority  of 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  of  the 
Metropolis  are  in  favour  of  the  renewal 
of  the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  that  fact,  the  Oivem- 
ment  will  modify  their  present  attitude 
of  rigid  financial  precision  ? 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  beforo 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answered  tho 
Question,  he  should  like  to  know  whe- 
ther his  attention  had  been  drawn  to 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Public  Petitions,  presented  last  year, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  Peti- 
tions sent  in  against  the  Coal  and  Wine 
Dues  numbered  69,335,  and  were,  for 
the  most  part,  genuine ;  while  the  Peti- 
tions in  favour  of  the  dues  contained 
evidence  of  extensive  frauds,  and  were 
obtained  by  the  agency  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  City  of  London,  who  were  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  for  continuing  the 
dues  ?  

Mr.  FENWIOK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked,  whether  the  dues  did 
not  amount  to  Ss,  or  4s,  a-ton,  and  were 
not  practically  prohibitive  for  manu- 
facturing purposes  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Questions 
of  both  hon.  Members  were  without 
Notice,  and  were  certcunly  of  a  very 
argumentative  character.  He  under- 
stood the  Notices  were  given  only  a  few 
minutes  ago. 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  can 
only  refer  my  hon.  Friend  to  the  an- 
swer on  this  subject  which  I  gave  on 
Tuesday.  It  is  possible  that  a  large 
majority  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
Metropolis  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and 
an  opportunity  will  be  accorded  to  these 
Gentlemen  of  explaining  thoir  views. 
At  present  the  Government  must  adhere 
to  the  position  they  have  taken  up. 

EGYPT-THE  JUDGE  ADVOCATE 
GENERAL. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.^  aaked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Papers  relating  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General's  recent 
visit  to  Egypt  on  behalf  of  tho  ex- 
Khedive  Ismail  could  be  seen  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  (Sir  James  FEnaussoN)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  sorry 
the  Papers  bad  not  been  distributed 
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before.     They  would  be  in  the  hands  of  what  steps,  if  any,  ought  to  be  taken. 

Members  to-day  or  to-morrow.  In  dealing  with  the  matter  the  Goyem- 

Mr.    DILLON   asked,   whether  the  ment  will  have  regard  to  the   course 

Papers  could  not  be  seen  before  the  which  has  been    usually  followed    in 

debate  this  evening  ?  similar  cases. 

Sm  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that  Mr.  CLANCY  said,  that  the  right 

the  publication  of  the  Papers  depended  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  failed 

on  circumstancos   which  could    not  bo  to  answer  the  first  part  of  the  Question 

helped.       There   had   been    no  undue  — whether  it  had  been  the  practice  of 

delay;  but  there  were  difficulties  with  both    the     Conservative    and    Liberal 

tlie  printers  in  bringing  forward  all  the  Governments  to  decline  to  enforce  the 

Papers  which  were  desired  at  the  same  law  in  these  cases? 

time.  Colonel  KINGHARMAN  :    I  can 

Mr.    DILLON    asked ,   whether   the  hardly  answer  as  to  what  has  been  the 

Papers  could  not  bo  seen  in  manuscript  usual  practice  of  previous  Governments, 

in  the  Library  ?  I  have  already  stated  that  the  Govern - 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  said,  that  ment  are  inquiring  and  are  being  ad- 
he  would  send  to  the  Foreign  Office  for  vised  as  to  what  has  been  hitherto  done 
as  many  proof  copies  as  could  be  fur-  in  reference  to  these  matters,  and  they 
nished ;  so  that  they  should  be  in  the  will  be  glad  to  act  in  accordance  with 
hands  of  Members  before  the  debate  this  the  previous  practice, 
evening.  The  Papers  wore  simple  and  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
short,  and  contained  all  necessary  infer-  Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
mation.  man  say  why  this  law  should  be  on- 

forced  in  England  and  not  in  Ireland  ? 

LOTTERIES  ACTS-THE  LOTTERY   AT  CoLONKL  KING-HARM  AN  :  No,  Sir; 

SWORDS,  COUNTY  DUBLIN.  J  cannot. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 

the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the    Chief  PRIVILEGE. 

Secretary  to  the  Lord    Lieutenant  of  o 

Ireland  a  Question   of  which  he   had  PRIVILEGE  — CANVASSING  MEMBERS, 

given  him  private  Notice    and  it  was  ^^    HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 

with  reference  to  a  Question  tha    had  ^^^^^^^       ^  ).  i desire, Mr. Speaker, 

been  al read V  put  to  him  m  the  House —  .       i    *^          r/      *•           i.             i  ^-! 

Whether  it  ha^d  been  the  practice  of  sue-  ^^^^tt^ri^^iSlZ  or'  T(^^Tt  of 

Governments,  botl  Conaervatiye  ?.?„?"  "^^'"'fr^?.lP„^?.'  I'.^f 


J  T -i,      1   i    j„„i:'_- ,  „i,„^  .+*„^*j««  Practice,  but  with  referonco  to  wh 

and  Liberal,  to  decline,  when  attent  on  ^    •    „  ^  ^  3^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^sag 

had  been  directed  to  the  matter  in  the  ^  ^  ^  •  j^.  .  j  ^^^^ 
House  of  CommonB,  to  enforce  the  law  _^^^  j  j^^^^  ^^  ^^^l,^  ^t^er  hon.  Mem- 
relating  to  lotteries  m  cases  m  which  bors  also  received-a  Circular  from  the 
the  objects  of  the  promoters  of  the  i,o„.  ^nd  gallant  Member  for  Woolwich 
lotteries  had  been  of  a  chantable  ^^  ^  Hughes),  asking  me  to  Toto 
nature  ;  whether  the  object  of  the  \  j^^^?  ^  ^^  j^^^j^*  ^j^j^^  j,  ^^ 
bazaar  and  drawing  of  prizes  which  ^  ^  ^  ^  ^^^  ^^  .j^^^  „.  ,^4 
wore  to  take  place  at  Swords,  County  of  ^^^  ^J  ^^^  jj^^^  ^^^^er  for  Wool- 
Dublin,  on  Sunday  next  were  of  a  .^^  .^  ^g^  ^^j^^^,^,  ^^^t  l^j^  Con- 
chantablo  nature ;  and.  if  so,  whether  ^^^^^^^^  j^i^^j,  ^i,l  undoubtedly  go 
the  usual  course  would  be  pursued  in  ^  ^  Division,  and  vote    against    the 

"m™°''^A?fTT^TfTPxrTATJV  TTNnPB  Government ;    and    he    asks    for    our 

o^^'S't.Sa 5^^*^i^T^     ^^    .   V  votes.    But  what  I  want  to  call  atton- 

SEORETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman;  .    ^    ^       ^^^  ^^^^^^  j^  ^^ 

(Kent,  Isle  ^^ .  Tf  anet    (who  replie^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  ^  post-card,  and  on  the 

said  :    The  object  of  the  bazaar  and  ^      .          ^  j^^^^^  printed- 

drawing   of   prizes  referred  to  is,   as  '^ 

stated  in  the  Question,  of  a  charitable  "Dear  8ir.-I  ehaU  voto  for  (or  against) 

nature     The  attention  of  the  Govern-  "Sa^'a^^^eMvC'^rA^^'^"" 
ment  having  been  called  to  the  matter 

as  an  alleged  breach  of  the  law,  they  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  this  is 

are— as  I  have  already  stated  to  another  a  practice  in  accordance  with  the  Usages 

hon.  Member  — being  advised    as   to  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?    Is  it  right 
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for  one  Member  to  send  this  kind  of 
notice  to  another?  If  the  practice  is 
once  allowed  to  begin,  it  will,  I  think, 
lead  to  very  unfortunate  results  ;  and  it 
is  on  that  ground,  Sir,  that  I  ask  your 
opinion  upon  it. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  : 
May  I  be  allowed  to  explain  that  I 
caught  the  idea  of  sending  out  a  postcard 
for  reply  from  the  right  hen.  Gentleman's 
Colleague  at  Wolverhampton?  I  received 
a  letter  signed  **  W.  Plowden  '* — and 
I  presume  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Sir  William  Plowden) 
was  meant — inclosing  postcard  for  my 
reply.  It  appeared  to  me,  therefore,  to 
bo  a  course  which  would  also  enable  mo 
to  obtain  information  which  otherwise  I 
could  not  get.  I  think  that  all  who  know 
mo  will  feel  satisfied  that  I  would  not 
willingly  infringe  any  Rule,  nor  wilfully 
disobey  any  Order,  which  you,  Sir,  may 
think  right  to  be  observed. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  state 
that  a  few  minutes  ago  he  showed  me 
the  Circular  and  the  post- card  to  which 
he  has  referred ;  and  I  must  say  that, 
taking  together  the  Circular  and  the 
postcard,  the  proceeding  appears  to 
me  to  be  contrary  to  the  best  Usages 
and  traditions  of  this  House  ;  and  if  the 
practice  were  to  become  prevalent,  I  am 
afraid  it  woidd  tend  to  lower  the  cha- 
racter of  this  House. 

M02  ION. 


EMIGRATION  AND    IMMIGRATION 
(FOREIGNERS\ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emi- 
gration and  Immigration  (Foreigners) 
do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members." — 
{Captain  Colomb.) 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  said,  he  thought  there  ought 
to  be  a  Representative  of  the  working 
men  on  the  Committee. 

Mb.  speaker  asked  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  brought  forward 
the  Motion  whether  he  had  any  obser- 
vation to  make  ? 

Captain  COLOMB  said,  he  thought 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  was 
a  very  s^ood  one ;  but  the  matter  did  not 
rest  with  him. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.   W.  H.   Smith)  (Strand, 

J/r.  Henry  H,  FoicUr 


Westminster)  said,  in  the  circumstances, 
it  might  be  desirable  to  postpone  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee  till  next 
Tuesday. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY, 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.— COMMITTER. 

Considered  iu  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*That  towards  making  good  the  Sapply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  tho  Service  of  tlio 
years  ending  on  tho  31st  day  of  March  1887 
and  1888,  tho  sum  of  £114,900  7«.  4</.  bo 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  tho 
United  Kingdom." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  wished  to 
ask  the  Chairman  if  he  shoidd  be  in 
Order  upon  this  Vote  in  directing  atten- 
tion to  certain  illegality  ?  He  was  not 
certain  whether  the  payments  to  which 
he  referred  were  made  out  of  this  Yoto 
or  not. 

The  chairman  said  that  this  was 
an  excess  Vote,  and  any  question  tho 
hon.  Member  desired  to  raise  would  bo 
better  raised  on  a  subsequent  Vote. 

Mr.  DILLON:  This  is  the  excess 
Vote  for  1887? 

The  CHAIRMAN .  Yes. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  towards  making  good  tho  Snpply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  the 
sum  of  £11,704,603  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom.*' 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  he  believed  that 
the  point  he  was  desirous  of  raising 
would  come  under  this  Vote.  On  Fri- 
day night  he  had  directed  attention  to  a 
matter  which  certainly  appeared  to  him 
to  be  most  unfairly  brought  forward  in 
a  Vote  on  Account.  He  had  always 
understood  that  in  discussing  any  Vote 
on  Account  it  was  desirable  not  to  go 
into  any  lengthened  details,  but  only 
to  direct  attention  to  matters  of  general 
importance.  What  he  wanted  to  direct 
attention  to  was  that  for  the  last  three 
years  payments  had  been  made,  as  far 
as  he  understood,  from  the  Eeport  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts,  by 
the  Treasury,  which  the  Controller  and 
Auditor  General  bad  year  after  year 


Ui\ 


JFay» 


{March  16,  1888} 


and  Bfeins. 


1442 


stated  to  be  illegal,  and  which  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  bad  reported 
and  protested  against  time  after  time. 
The  Committee  had  also  reported  that 
the  Qovemment  were  bound  to  obtain 
legislative  sanction  for  these  payments  ; 
but  the  Treasury  had  never  done  so 
from  that  day  to  this.  He  thought  it 
was  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  immediately,  and  the  Government 
ought  to  be  called  upon  to  show  urgent 
public  necessity  for  making  these  illegal 
payments.  If  hon.  Members  would  turn 
to  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts  they  would  find  that 
the  officers  of  the  Treasury  had  been 
subjected  to  considerable  examination 
on  this  matter,  and  had  been  asked  why 
they  had  not  obtained  legislative  sanction 
for  the  payments  that  were  made.  The 
answer  given  by  the  officers  of  the 
Government  was  that  a  Bill  had  been 
drafted.  One  officer  was  asked  if  the 
Bill  so  drafted  was  sufficient  to  discharge 
the  Government  of  their  duty,  and  the 
answer  was  **  Certainly  not.*'  He  was 
then  asked  why  proper  efforts  were  not 
made  to  obtain  proper  legislation  on  the 
subject,  and  the  answer  was  that  the 
pressure  of  Public  Business  was  very 
great.  Now,  no  matter  what,  the  pres- 
sure of  Public  Business  might  be,  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  thought  the  first  duty  of 
the  Government  was  to  obey  the  law, 
particularly  when  it  was  a  question  of 
paying  money.  He  had  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  there  was  any  stronger  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  obey  the  law  this  year  than  in  pre- 
vious years,  nor  that  they  were  not 
prepared  to  set  at  defiance  the  views  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts  and 
the  Controller  and  Auditor  General. 
These  payments  had  been  made  for  a 
purpose,  which  might  account  for  the  re- 
luctance of  the  Qovemment  to  ask  for 
1  egislati ve  sanction  for  their  Acts.  They 
had  been  used  to  reward  officials  in 
Ireland  for  certain  conduct,  and  they 
were  extremely  unwilling  to  bring  a  Bill 
into  that  House  asking  Parliament  to 
sanction  their  proceedings.  Now,  ho 
maintained  that  if  it  was  right  and  desir- 
able to  obtain  legislative  sanction  for  any 
departure  from  the  law,  it  was  ten  times 
more  desirable  that  it  should  be  obtained 
for  the  payment  of  Executive  officers 
who  were  employed  in  a  time  of  emer- 
genov.  What  were  the  payments  which 
in  this  instance  had  been  illegally  made? 

VOL.  COOXXin.    [third  series.] 


Eecently  in  Ireland  a  fresh  rank  of  pro- 
motion was  established  for  certain 
magistrates.  Hon.  Members  would 
be  aware  that  very  strong  objections 
wore  entertained  in  that  House,  and 
had  been  expressed  over  and  over 
again  to  the  fact  that  the  Irish  Magis- 
trates held  their  position  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Government,  and  could  be 
dismissed  without  cause  being  shown. 
At  the  same  time  they  could  also  be 
promoted  if  they  evinced  any  leaniug 
towards  the  proceedings  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government.  Not  content  with 
that  state  of  things,  the  Government  had 
created,  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment, a  totally  new  class  of  magistrates 
called  *^  Divisional  Magistrates, '*  a  very 
ill-judged  step  which  no  Government 
ought  to  have  taken  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament.  Certain  men  who 
had  made  themselves  obnoxious  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  had  been  rewarded  by 
the  Government  with  important  and 
lucrative  positions  as  Divisional  Magis- 
trates with  large  salaries,  such  salaries 
not  having  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament  in  any  shape  whatever.  He 
maintained  that  that  was  a  serious 
matter,  and  as  it  had  been  going  on  for 
more  than  a  year  the  Government  ought 
to  say  upon  what  grounds  of  public 
necessity  these  appointments  were  justifi- 
able. Men  like  Mr.  Byrne,  whose  salary 
had  been  objected  to  over  and  over 
again  by  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General,  had  been  rewarded  because 
they  had  made  themselves  obnoxious  to 
the  Irish  people.  Then,  again,  men 
like  Colonel  Turner,  whose  appointment 
was  altogether  illegal,  had  been  paid 
considerable  salaries  year  after  year. 
Time  after  time  they  had  been  dis- 
allowed by  the  Controller  and  Auditor 
General,  but  they  continued  to  be  paid 
salaries  for  assisting  the  Executive  in 
connection  with  the  special  mission  of 
General  BuUer.  Although  that  mission 
had  come  to  an  end  these  officers  con- 
tinued to  draw  their  salaries,  and  in  Ire- 
land the  payment  of  them  was  looked 
upon  as  a  system  of  bribery.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  Vote,  because  he  thought  it 
was  one  which  ought  to  receive  legisla- 
tive sanction  before  the  payments  were 
made.  The  question  was  raised  last 
jrear.  He  had  no  intention  of  obstruct- 
ing the  Yote  on  that  occasion,  or  of 
opposing  the  wishes  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.     He  might  probably  have 
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spoken  for  1 0  minutes,  and  he  regretted 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
extended  to  him  the  courtesy  ho  would 
undoubtedly  have  extended  to  any  hon. 
Member  sitting  on  his  own  side  of  the 
House.  If  that  course  had  been  taken 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
got  his  three  Votes  last  night.  What 
he  objected  to  was  not  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  have  moved  the 
Closure,  but  that  he  should  have  moved 
it  at  a  time  when  no  public  advantage 
could  be  gained,  and  when  the  matter 
bore  the  appearance  of  an  insult  to  that 
House. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  that  he  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
had,  in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
repeated  his  charge  of  want  of  courtesy 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If 
there  was  any  man  in  that  House  who 
was  not  open  to  such  a  charge  it  was 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  Had  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
any  ground  for  believing  that  the  whole 
of  the  Public  Business  for  the  evening 
could  have  been  got  through  without 
his  moving  the  Closure,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  was  the  last  person  who  would 
have  made  a  Motion  of  the  kind,  which 
was,  and  always  must  be,  a  most  repul- 
sive course  for  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  take. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Then  why  did  he  take 
it? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  the 
Closure  had  been  moved  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  progress  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. His  right  hon.  Friend  had  ex- 
pected that  the  ordinary  courtesy  of  de- 
bate would  have  been  pursued,  and  that 
no  objection  would  have  been  raised  to 
the  taking  of  the  Votes.  He  would  now 
pass  from  that  point  which,  after  all,  was 
a  comparatively  small  one,  to  the  other 
more  important  subject  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thought  fit  to  raise  on  a 
Vote  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
— namely,  the  payment  of  the  salaries 
of  the  Irish  Divisional  Magistrates. 
He  did  not  deny  that  the  question  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  proper 
one  to  bring  before  Parliament,  but  the 
hon.  Member  was  not  quite  correct  in 
his  statement  of  facts.  The  exact  state 
of  things  in  reference  to  these  magis- 
trates was  this— Lord  Spencer  first  in- 
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itiated  the  appointment  of  Diyidional 
Magistrates.  The  present  Government 
followed  the  example  of  their  Predeces- 
sors, and  had  acted  in  the  same  manner. 
It  was  perfectly  true,  as  had  been  stated 
by  the  hon.  Member,  that  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  and  the  Auditor 
General  and  the  Treasury  had  year  by 
year  raised  objections  to  this  method  of 
paying  Divisional  Magistrates  without 
having  first  obtained  statutory  authority 
to  sanction  such  payments.  He  was 
perfectly  ready  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vern ment  to  admit  that  the  proceedings 
which  had  gone  on  year  after  year  had 
been  irregular  and  inconvenient,  but 
they  had  not  been  so  irregular  as  the 
hon.  Member  seemed  to  suppose.  The 
question  of  the  payment  of  these  Divi- 
sional Magistrates  was  placed  before  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  both  by  the 
late  and  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
In  what  year? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  In  1886,  I 
think. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY :  The  question 
was  first  raised,  I  believe,  in  1884. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  all  he 
had  to  state  was  that  the  illegality  of 
the  proceedings  had  been  brought  be- 
fore the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  and 
they  had  given  their  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  legality  of  the  payments.  Any 
hon.  Member  who  looked  back  upon 
last  Session,  or  any  Session  sinco 
1884,  would  see  how  impossible  it 
woidd  have  been  for  the  Government  to 
have  wasted  the  time  of  the  House 
by  bringing  forward  a  Bill  to  sanction 
payments  which,  although  irregular  and 
inconvenient,  were  not  illegal.  He 
would  ask  if  it  was  possible  last  Ses- 
sion to  introduce  a  Bill  of  that  kind 
in  addition  to  the  legislation  which 
the  Government  had  in  hand?  Any 
man  who  would  cast  his  eyes  over  the 
history  of  last  Session  must  feel  that 
any  Minister  of  the  Crown  who  had  had 
the  audacity  to  come  dovni  to  the  House 
and  bring  forward  a  Bill  of  a  contro- 
versial character,  simply  to  set  right  a 
matter  of  convenience  would  have  been 
laughed  at.  He  was  willing  to  admit, 
however,  that  what  was  not  possible 
last  Session  might  be  possible  now ;  and 
a  Bill  in  connection  with  the  subject 
was  ready,  and  he  was  extremely  anxious 
to  bring  it  before  the  House.  He  trusted 
that  it  might  be  introduoed  soon.    They 


1445 


TTaifS 


{Mahoh  16,  1888) 


and  Meant. 


1446 


could  do  no  moro  than  that.  He  was 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should, 
in  accordance  with  his  usual  practice, 
have  attributed  motives  to  his  political 
opponents.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  reason  why  the  Government  had 
been  prevented  from  introducing  a 
measure  last  year  was  that  they  were 
afraid  of  the  discussion  which  the  intro- 
duction of  such  a  measure  would  give 
rise  to.  Now,  they  were  not  afraid  of 
discussion ;  but  what  they  were  afraid 
of  was  the  time  which  might  be  wasted 
in  discussion.  It  was  their  desire  that 
the  matter  should  be  discussed  in  the 
light  of  day  from  a  fair  point  of  view  ; 
but  to  ask  the  Government  to  give 
up  a  number  of  days  in  order  to 
render  these  payments  not  legal,  but 
regular,  was  to  place  too  great  a  tax 
upon  them.  It  was  necessary  that 
the  Public  Business  must  have  made 
satisfactory  progress  before  such  a 
measure  could  be  proceeded  with.  He 
hoped  that  this  explanation  would  be 
satisfactory.  The  Government  admitted 
that  there  had  been  an  irregularity,  but 
he  must  repeat  that  what  had  been  done 
was  not  illegal. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  only  wished  to  say  one  word  in 
the  interests  of  Public  Business.  He 
regretted  the  Government  should  have 
so  ordered  the  Business  of  the  House  as 
to  permit  this  discussion  in  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  intervene  be- 
tween the  House  and  the  very  interest- 
ing question  that  hon.  Members  were 
expecting  to  have  before  them  that 
afternoon.  He  had  no  wish  to  enter 
into  any  matters  which  occurred  last 
night  in  a  controversial  spirit,  but  he 
must  say  this  in  regard  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  and  the  Chief  Secretary.  The 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  known  that  there  would  bo  no 
opposition  to  the  Yotes  they  sought  to 
obtain  in  Supply  and  in  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  and  the  excess  Vote, 
they  would  not  have  moved  the  Closure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  added  that 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
should  have  communicated  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  did  not  intend  to 
obstruct  the  Vote.  But  it  was  for  the 
Government  to  have  made  inquiries 
upon  this  subjeot  before  they  moved  the 
Closure.  How  could  hon.  MembeiB 
below  the  Gangway  know  that  it  was 


within  the  breast  of  the  Government  to 
move  the  Closure  or  not  ? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
have  allowed  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  to  go  into  what  occurred  to  Supply 
last  night  as  being  a  personal  matter, 
and  I  have  also  allowed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  reply 
to  him  ;  but  that  question  has  nothing 
to  do  with  this  Vote,  and  I  cannot  allow 
the  discussion  to  continue. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  said,  that  as  Chairman  of 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  he 
wished  to  allude  to  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo,  because  he  was  not  alto- 
gether satisfied  with  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  The  attention  of  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  had  been  drawn  to 
the  fact  that  payments  in  excess  of  those 
authorized  by  the  Legislature  had  been 
made  by  the  Treasury.  He  would  not 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
seemed  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
what  was  illegal  and  what  was  irregular. 
These  payments,  at  any  rate,  were  irre- 
gular, and  were  rightly  questioned  by 
the  Auditor  General.  The  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee,  although  they  thought 
that  under  the  circumstances  they  were 
justified  in  not  disallowing  the  payment, 
recommended  that  a  Bill  should  be  in- 
troduced to  settle  the  question.  He 
understood  the  Chief  Secretary,  how- 
ever, to  speak  very  doubtfully  with 
reference  to  such  a  Bill.  But  it  was 
most  objectionable  that  year  after  year 
the  Controller  and  Auditor  General  and 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee  should 
report  to  the  House  that  certain  pay- 
ments were  irregular.  The  Committee 
would,  he  felt  sure,  see  that  the  con- 
tinuance of  such  practice  must  weaken 
the  position  of  the  Auditor  and  Con- 
troller General  and  detract  from  the 
effective  assistance  which  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  could  give  to  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  hoped  to  hear  from  the 
Government  that  it  was  their  distinct 
intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing  with 
the  question  this  Session,  and  he  was 
disappointed  to  find  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  added  the  qualification  that 
the  Government  would  do  so  if  they 
could  find  time.  He  had  only  risen  to 
express  his  hope,  and  he  beUeved  he 
might  speak  also  for  his  Colleagues  on 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,   that 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  would  make 
time  to  deal  with  the  question  this 
Session. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  somewhat  misinter- 
preted what  he  had  said.  He  certainly 
merely  meant  to  express  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion as  soon  as  they  could. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  fNewcastle- 
on-Tyne)  said,  he  certainly  shared  the 
impression  of  the  hon.  Baronet  that  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  spoken  with  considerahle 
doubt.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  was  doubtful  whether 
there  would  be  sufficient  time  to  allow 
the  Government  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.  He  was  the  more  surprised  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  taking  that  tone 
when  he  remembered  the  power  of 
Closure,  which  theGovemmentpossessed, 
and  with  the  aid  of  which  they  could 
press  this  much  needed  Bill  through  the 
House.  No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  correct  as  to  the  opinion  of 
the  Law  Officers  in  1886  being  in  favour 
of  the  legality  of  the  payments.  It  was, 
however,  felt  at  that  time  that  it  was 
the  most  irregular  course  to  continue 
them  without  legislative  sanction  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament- 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,N.)  said, 
there  was  a  suggestion  he  would  make 
to  the  Government — namely,  that  they 
should  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  substitute  for  it  a 
Bill  to  legalize  these  payments.  He 
thought  the  adoption  of  some  such 
course  would  very  much  facilitate 
matters.  The  Bill  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  introduce  was  a  measure  which 
had  been  urgent  for  several  years  past, 
whereas  the  Bill  for  the  payment  of  a 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  had 
only  become  urgent  during  the  last  six 
months,  and  could  afford  to  wait  for 
another  year.  These  payments  had  been 
irregularly  made  for  some  years,  and 
there  had  been  a  public  scandal  in  re- 
ference to  them  which  ought  to  be 
remedied  at  once. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  at  the 
time  the  question  was  first  raised  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  was  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  and  he  would  remember 
the  debate  which  occurred  upon  it  and 
which  kept  the  House  sitting  all  night 
long.     He  would  remind  the  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  that  the  argument  he  had  used 
then  was  similar  to  that  which  was  used 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  now — namely, 
that  this  was  not  an  illegal  charge,  be- 
cause it  had  been  incorporated  in  an  Act 
which  afterwards  became  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  which,  of  course,  legalized 
all  the  payments  included  in  it.  That 
argument  was  at  once  met  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  then  Member  for  Queenstown 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor),  who  pointed  out 
that  the  Act  of  Victoria  fixed  the  sala- 
ries of  the  magistrates  in  Ireland  at  a 
limited  sum  and  that  no  subsequent 
general  appropriation  of  money  could 
legalize  the  payments.  On  that  occasion 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow 
(Sir  George  Trevelyan)  who  was  then 
Chief  Secretary,  made  a  promise  very 
similar  to  that  which  had  now  been 
given  by  the  present  Secretary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  promised 
four  years  ago  that  a  measure  should  be 
introduced  to  legalize  these  payments. 
It  was  only  another  instance  of  the  value 
that  was  to  be  attached  to  Ministerial 
promises.  Four  years  had  elapsed  and 
no  effect  whatever  had  been  given  to  the 
promise  then  made.  In  the  debate 
which  occurred  four  years  ago  the  Chief 
Secretary  gave  an  intimation  that  a  Bill 
would  be  introduced,  and  that  intimation 
had  again  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment. If,  however,  the  Government 
intended  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  was  necessary  that  the  Committee 
should  have  a  distinct  pledge  as  to  its 
nature  and  scope.  It  should  be  a  Bill 
with  one  distinct  object,  and  one  object 
alone — namely,  to  legalize  these  pay- 
ments. The  objection  raised  to  the  Bill 
of  1884  was,  that  having  committed 
an  illegality  the  Government  brought  in 
an  omnibus  Bill  in  which  they  included 
a  great  many  other  matters.  He  there- 
fore asked  the  Government  to  say  that 
they  would  confine  any  measure  they 
intended  to  introduce  to  the  defects 
which  had  been  pointed  out  by  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  and  avoid 
everything  else.  That  was  a  fair  pro- 
positioD,  and  if  they  would  introduce  a 
Bill  simply  to  legalize  the  payments  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  it  introduced.  He 
would  not  say  what  reception  he  should 
give  it,  but  certainly  if  he  found  that  it 
was  a  general  Bill  dealing  with  a  great 
variety  of  subjects,  he  should  offer  it  the 
strongest  opposition. 
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Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  should  give  some  assurance 
in  regard  to  the  point  which  had  been 
raised  by  thehon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock).  The  Treasury,  the  Controller, 
and  Auditor  General,  and  also  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Accounts,  have  re- 
ported in  condemnation  of  the  manner 
in  which  these  payments  have  been 
made,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Com- 
mittee not  to  allow  the  matter  to  be 
treated  by  the  Government  with  con- 
tempt. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  understood  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  already  engaged  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  in  order  to  meet  the  objections  of 
the  Controller  and  Auditor  General,  and 
to  legalize  the  payments  objected  to. 
He  thought  this  was  a  sufficient  assur- 
ance. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  there  had 
been  no  misunderstanding  about  the  re- 
marks of  the  Chief  Secretary,  which  was 
only  a  vague  statement,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  bring  in  a  Bill  if  they  had 
time.  It  certainly  was  not  a  positive 
pledge. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  time 
was  of  importance  to  secure  the  progress 
of  Public  Business,  and,  therefore,  he 
had  attached  to  the  promise  a  proviso  in 
reference  to  time. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
£.)  said,  he  wished  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the 
evidence  given  to  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  last  year  by  an  official  repre- 
senting the  Treasury,  wherein  it  was 
stated  that  if  the  Vote  was  not  legalized 
it  would  not  be  presented  to  Parliament. 
Notwithstanding  that  declaration,  the 
Vote  was  now  before  the  Committee, 
and  the  official  of  the  Treasury  said  he 
was  afraid  the  matter  was  one  over 
which  the  Government  had  no  con- 
trol. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  he  would  submit 
to  the  good  sense  of  the  Government  if 
they  were  desirous  of  acting  fairly  in 
the  matter,  that  the  Bill  for  the  payment 
of  the  salary  of  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  should  be 
given  up.  Did  they  intend  to  press  it, 
no  matter  what  the  time  was  at  their 
disposal.    He  was  afraid  it  would  be 


seen  that  they  would  force  that  measure 
through,  and  if  so  why  not  this  measure 
to  legalize  payments,  which  they  them- 
selves declared  to  be  illegal,  so  as  to 
bring  their  acts  in  accordance  with  the 
law  ?  Would  the  Chief  Secretary  get  up 
in  his  place,  and  say  that  if  he  was 
pressed  for  time,  he  would  withdraw  the 
Bill  for  the  salary  of  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  the  question  was  one  upon  which 
the  Committee  ought  to  have  an  answer 
from  the  Government.  The  Bill  they 
were  asked  to  introduce  was  a  Bill  to 
regulate  or  justify  payments  that  were 
clearly  irregular  or  illegal. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    Not  illegal. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Government  admitted  that  they  were 
illegal,  because  they  were  of  opinion 
that  they  ought  to  bo  legalized.  They 
knew  that  the  payments  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  Financial  Secretary  and 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and  the 
promised  Bill,  therefore,  was  of  far  more 
pressing  importance  than  the  Bill  for 
the  salary  of  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary.  What  was  asked  of  the 
Government  was  whether  they  would 
give  precedence  to  a  Bill  for  legalizing 
these  payments — for  the  Bill  which 
appeared  on  the  Paper  night  after  night 
— for  the  salary  of  the  Undersecretary. 
That  was  a  very  fair  demand  to  make  of 
the  Government.  There  could  be  no 
question  whatever  from  a  financial  point 
of  view  that  the  Bill  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing was  a  far  more  important  and 
urgent  measure  than  the  Bill  for  the 
salary  of  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  Government  to  give  an  undertaking 
that  the  Bill  to  regulate  the  provision 
for  Divisional  Magistrates  in  Ireland 
should  have  precedence. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  the 
Government  had  already  stated  that 
they  would  introduce  the  Bill  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  attached  im- 
portance, and  would  use  their  best 
efforts  to  pass  the  measure  into  law  with 
as  little  delay  as  possible.  He  could 
not  undertake,  however,  to  accept  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  suggestions  as 
to  the  order  and  manner  in  which 
Public  Business  should  be  conducted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford, 
N.)  said,  the  Vote  was  for  £10,000,000 
of  money,  and  as    the  sum  of  about 
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£1,000  was  involved  in  this  ques- 
tion, he  would  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  to  £9,999,000.  The  course 
pursued  by  the  Government  had  been 
condemned  year  after  year,  both  by  the 
Controller  and  Auditor  General  and 
the  Public  Accounts  Committee,  and 
now  that  a  distinct  pledge  was  asked 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
from  the  Government  as  to  whether 
they  regarded  the  representations  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  as  of 
such  importance  that  they  would  be 
prepared  to  give  this  Bill  precedence, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Government  said  **  No,*'  but  he 
would  push  on  the  other  measure.  He 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  protested  against 
the  action  of  the  Government.  He 
would  take  a  Division  in  order  to  see 
whether  English  Members  would  vote 
for  continued  illegality.  For  four 
years  the  Public  Accounts  Commit- 
tee had  condemned  these  illegal  pay- 
ments, and  last  year  a  distinct  pledge 
was  given  that  the  payment  should  not 
be  made  again  until  its  legality  was 
fixed  by  Statute.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Vote  of  £10,000,000  be  reduced 
to  £9,999,000. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  not  stated  the  sum 
accurately,  it  is  not  £10,000,000  but 
£11,704,603. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  reduced  sum  of  £11,703,003,  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom."— (3/r.  T.  M.  Healy.) 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  that  the 
Motion  moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  scarcely  affected  the  question. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Accounts  did 
not  disallow  the  Vote  last  year,  but 
passed  it  with  a  strong  expression  of 
opinion  that  it  was  incumbent  on  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  legalize  the 
payments  by  passing  an  Act  this  year. 
He  had  risen  a  short  time  ago,  because 
he  uuderstood  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  express  himself  in 
doubtful  language  ;  but  since  then  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  given  an  explana- 
tion, and  they  now  had  the  assurance 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House  that  the 
Government  intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  legalize  these  payments.  Under  the 
circumstances,  he  thought  they  might 
trust  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 


Government,  and  he,  therefore,  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
not  press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  would 
venture  to  join  in  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  not  to  press  for  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote.  He  would  point  out  that  the 
whole  of  this  discussion  had  arisen  from 
the  language  which  was  understood  to 
have  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary.  There  ap- 
peared to  have  been  a  misunderstand- 
ing; but  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  somewhat  loose,  and 
implied  that  if  there  was  any  question 
in  regard  to  time  the  measure,  when 
introduced,  would  be  thrown  over. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  said  that  after 
what  had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  University  of 
London,  he  should  allow  the  Amendment 
to  be  negatived  without  a  Division.  He 
thought,  however,  that  he  was  entitled 
to  ask  when  the  promised  Bill  would 
be  brought  in,  and  if  it  would  be  confined 
to  the  simple  point  of  legalizing  these 
payments  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  could 
not  pledge  himself  on  that  matter. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  wished 
to^ay  one  word  as  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Public  Accounts  Committeo 
in  not  having  taken  action  to  give  effect 
to  their  opinions.  They  had  asked  if  it 
was  intended  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  continue  making  these  payments, 
which  wore  admittedly  irregular,  if  not 
actually  illegal ;  and  when  the  Treasury 
official  was  further  asked  what  the  Trea- 
sury would  do  if  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  disallowed  the  payments  in 
regard  to  an  Under  Secretary,  the  answer 
made  was  that  the  Treasury  would  go  on 
making  them  just  the  same.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  Public  Accounts 
Committee  did  not]disallow  them ;  but,  in 
his  opinion,  the  Treasury  ought  to  be 
bound  by  the  engagement  they  had 
made  with  the  Public  Accounts  Commit- 
tee last  year,  and  they  ought  not  to  sub- 
mit the  Vote  again  until  they  had 
legalized  it  by  passing  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put. 

Resolved^  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Seryice 
of  the  year  ondiog  on  the  3 let  day  of  March 
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1889,  thoBum  of  £11,704,603  bo  granted  out  of 
tho  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

Committee  to  eit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 

NATIONAL    DEBT   (CONVERSION) 

BILL.— [Bill   164.] 

(Mr,  Courtney f  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^  Mr,  Jackson.) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,) 

Sir  CH A.RLE8  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.), 
who  had  given  Notice  of  the  following 
Amendment: — 

**  That,  having  regard  to  great  loss  and  injury 
sustained  by  tho  very  large  number  of  persons 
^'ho  hold  small  amounts  of  Stock,  the  interest 
on  which  is  proposed  to  be  reduced,  and  to  the 
small  annual  reduction  in  the  public  burdens 
cfFncted  by  the  proposed  conversion,  this  Uouse 
thinks  it  inexpedient  to  make  the  change  pro- 
posed," 

said,  his  object  in  intorveniog  at  this 
stage  of  tho  Bill  was  to  insure  that  the 
position  of  the  smaller  and  poorer  holders 
of  Government  securities  should  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House,  and  should  be 
fairly  treated.  Although  he  had  some 
particular  points  to  mention,  he  might 
say  at  once  that  he  had  no  general 
hostility  to  the  Bill.  He  thought  that 
nothing  could  be  so  unfortunate  as  to 
dispose  of  the  Bill  without  duo  con- 
sideration being  given  to  the  interests 
of  the  class  of  holders  just  mentioned. 
From  tho  large  number  of  communica- 
tions which  he  had  received  he  found 
that  a  very  strong,  not  to  say  bitter, 
feeling  prevailed  on  that  subject;  and 
he  thought  that  the  circumstances  iu 
which  it  was  proposed  to  carry  out  the 
measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gosohen)  ought  in  every  respeot  to  bo 
fair,  honourable,  and  considerate.  That 
Bill  would  effect  by  far  the  largest  con- 
version of  Stock  and  lowering  of  interest 
that  had  ever  taken  place  in  this  King- 
dom, and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
interval  of  only  a  w6ek  allowed  between 
the  introduotion  of  the  measure  and  the 
second  reading  was  suffident  for  the 


purpose.     He  was  aware  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  quoted  as  a  precedent 
the  course  pursued  in  1844,  when  about 
the  same  amount  of  time  was  allowed  ; 
but  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  earlier  measure  were  entirely  differ- 
ent from   tho   present  scheme.       Tho 
amount  of  Stock  then  converted  was  not 
half  as  much  as  was  now  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  dealt 
with.      Now,   he  (Sir  Charles   Lewis) 
would  ask  the  House  whether  there  was 
not  in  recent  times  a  general  belief  that 
the  Three  per  Cent  Stock  bore  a  fixed 
and  unalterable  rate  of  interest  ?    That 
impression  had  been  confirmed  by  the 
term  ** annuities"  which  was  applied  to 
them.     In  answer  to  a  Question  yester- 
day as  to  the  number  of  small  holders 
in  the  different  Three  per  Cent  Stocks, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  told  the  House  that 
there  were  no  fewer  than  104,600  sepa- 
rate accounts  not  exceeding  £1,000  in 
amount;  that  there  were  13,000  other 
accounts  between  £1,000  and  £2,000; 
and  10,500  accounts  between  £2,000  and 
£3,000.     The  maximum  point  of  those 
small  holdings  only  produced  an  annual 
income  of  £90.    Nobody  could  be  said 
to  be  passing  rich  with  that  amount ; 
and  it  might  be  taken   generally  that 
those  small  holders  belonged  to  the  class 
where  poverty  was  most  distressingly 
felt — namely,  those  who  were  usually 
included  in  the  lower  middle  ranks  of 
life.     Again,  in  addition  to  those  per- 
sons who  were  direct  holders  of  Stock, 
there  were  other  classes  who  were  also 
interested  in  small  amounts  of  Consols. 
In  ono   case,  for  example,  which  had 
been  brought  to  his  notice,  a  trustee 
of    an    estate   in   Consols   stated    that 
he    had    to    divide    tho    annual    in- 
come  among  15  different  persons,  the 
largest    sum     paid     to     any    ono    of 
them  being  £56,  and  the  smallest  about 
£35.    In  fact,  tho  sums  held  by  trustees 
included  the  interests  of  a  very  largo 
number  of  small  holders.     Tho  invest- 
ments also  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
were  split  up  among  a  large  number  of 
persons,  and  represented  a  very  great 
number  of  small  interests.    What  effect 
would  the  Bill   have  upon  this  small 
class    of    holders?      A  person   having 
£1,000  in  Consols  and  receiving  £30 
a-year  was  asked  to  submit  to  a  deduc- 
tion of  £2  109,    In  the  case  of  a  person 
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who  lived  upon  a  miserable  income  of 
£30, that  reduction  represented  increased 
distress ;  and  if  they  went  up  the  scale 
to  cases,  say,  of  persons  who  were  in 
the  habit  of  receiving  £90  a-year  from 
their  investments  in  Consols,  the  reduc- 
tion in  each  case  would  be  £7  10«. 
Thus  the  large  class  of  persons  who 
suffered  from  that  direst  of  all  distress, 
genteel  poverty,  would  be  ruthlessly 
deprived  of  an  essential  part  of  their 
daily  income — he  might  almost  say  their 
daily  bread.  There  were  hundreds  of 
these  persons  who  had  not  yet  appre- 
ciated what  the  consequences  of  the 
measure  would  be.  He  had  received 
numerous  letters  upon  the  subject  from 
various  classes  of  holders.  A  poor  old 
lady  wrote  that  it  was  dire  cruelty  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  received  by 
thousands  of  people  who  had  nothing 
more  to  maintain  them  in  their  old  age. 
It  mattered  little,  she  said,  to  those  who 
had  some  hundreds  of  pounds  a-year ; 
but  to  those  who,  like  herself,  had  only 
£1,000  invested,  it  was  a  serious  matter. 
A  clergyman  writing  from  Yorkshire 
said  that  he  was  trustee  for  several 
small  charities.  In  the  case  of  one 
charity  some  old  people  received  a 
weekly  pittance  of  5«.  each,  and  the 
Bill  would  reduce  this  to  4«.  Id,  or  4«.  2</., 
which  meant  that  the  old  men  would  be 
deprived  of  their  pipes  and  the  old 
women  of  their  sugar.  He  had  re- 
ceived another  letter  from  a  gentleman 
who,  in  his  official  capacity,  had  to  pay 
£1  3*.  4id.  per  week  to  a  family,  the 
father  and  mother  being  too  old  to  work. 
To  reduce  this,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  do,  meant,  the  letter  said, 
starvation  in  the  house  of  a  worthy  but 
helpless  couple.  If  people  who  had 
made  investments  in  Consols  had  had 
fair  play,  if  more  time  had  been  given 
for  the  consideration  of  the  matter,  hon. 
Members  would  have  heard  such  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  from  their  consti- 
tuents as  would  have  induced  them  to 
regard  the  Bill  in  a  very  serious  light. 
What  was  the  reason  for  the  desperate 
huiry  of  the  Government?  The  Bill 
would  not  come  into  operation  until 
1889;  therefore  the  Government  could 
reasonably  have  given  more  time  for 
the  consideration  of  the  measure.  In  the 
case  of  poor  people  the  Bill  would  be 
oppressive.  With  regard  to  that  large 
class  of  persons  who,  as  trustees,  had 

Sir  Charles  Lewis 


invested  money  in  Consols,  and  had  no 
power  to  change  the  investment,  the  Bill 
provided  for.  application  to  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  The  only  remedy,  there- 
fore, which  this  class  of  holders  had  in 
the  difficulty  thus  presented  was  an  ap* 
plication  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  at 
the  expense  of  the  estate.  He  thought 
that  a  better  provision  than  this,  by 
which  such  cases  might  be  cheaply  and 
expeditiously  disposed  of,  should  be 
made.  Then,  again,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  get  the  consent  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery  before  the  12th  of  April  of 
the  vast  number  of  persons  whose  money 
was  in  trust,  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  actually 
deprive  those  people  who  needed  the 
bonus  of  the  opportunity  of  getting  it. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  J. 
M.  Maclean)  yesterday  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
under  the  Bill,  provision  would  be  made 
to  protect  trustees  who  had  invested 
moneys  in  Consols  to  cover  annuities 
under  wills,  or  similarly  to  provide  for 
ground-rents  or  rent-charges  under  wills 
where  a  distribution  of  the  rest  of  the 
property  had  been  legally  made.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  replied  that  this 
was  provided  for  by  the  Bill,  and  re- 
ferred the  hon.  Member  to  Clause  19. 
In  this  answer  therighthon.  Gentleman 
had,  in  his  opinion,  carried  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  clause  far  beyond  what  it 
would  really  bear.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  tho  proposal  introduced  a  vicious- 
ness  which  required  very  serious  atten- 
tion. The  conversion  was  not  proposed 
on  its  own  merits ;  but  an  inducement 
had  been  hold  out  to  bankers  and 
brokers  to  employ  their  influence  to  in- 
duce persons  to  come  in.  It  was  no 
small  matter,  for  he  begged  to  remind 
the  House  that  they  were  dealing  with 
£580,000,000  of  Stock.  He  waa  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  £68,000,000  of 
that  amount  was  held  by  Government 
Departments  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  not  say  that  all  the  holders 
had  the  power  to  make  the  conversion. 
That  left  £512,000,000.  They  were  told 
that  the  scheme  was  already  a  great 
success,  and  that  the  bankers  and 
brokers,  especially  in  London,  were  loud 
in  their  declaration  and  promises  of  sup- 
port. If  so.  the  scheme  was  already 
virtually  carried .  Out  of  the  £5 1 2, 000, 000 
he  (Sir  Charles  Lewis)  estimated  that 
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the  Qovemment  would  have  to  pay 
brokoraga  upon  £400,000,000. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  The  hon.  Baronet  is 
wrong  in  his  figures.  No  commission 
is  paid  upon  (he  £150,000,000  of  the 
New  Threes,  the  reduction  of  which  is 
automatic. 

Sir  OHAELES  LEWIS  said,  he 
would  take  it,  then,  that  £250,000,000 
would  be  dealt  with,  and  that  would 
amount  for  brokerage  to  about  £  175,000. 
That  was  a  pretty  big  sum  to  pay  for 
the  launching  of  this  scheme.  It  was 
worth  a  good  deal  of  money  to  the 
bankers  and  brokers,  and  when  they 
were  told  that  the  scheme  had  received 
the  support  of  these  two  classes  he  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  the  £175,000 
had  not  something  to  do  with  the  pro- 
posal ?  They  were  not  a  large  class,  and 
£200  or  £300  each,  with  the  agency 
commission,  had  considerable  influence 
in  the  formation  of  opinion.  When  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  pro- 
posed his  plan  of  conversion,  he  offered 
no  such  fee,  and,  though  the  terms  of 
conversion  were  far  better  than  those 
under  this  Bill,  the  brokers  put  their 
backs  up  and  left  the  scheme  rigidly 
alone ;  but  now  the  assent  of  the 
great  financial  houses  was  bought 
with  the  conversion  fee.  There  was 
another  feature  about  the  present 
scheme  which  was  not  very  nice. 
Primarily  speaking,  what  ought  the 
public  to  do  as  the  debtor  of  the  stock- 
holders ?  ^Vhat  It  ought  to  do  was  to 
say — **We  are  getting  tired  of  paying 
you  3  per  cent;  we  will  not  pay  any 
more  than  22  per  cent ;  we  will  pay  you 
off."  But  they  did  not  do  that.  Assent 
was  assumed  ;  in  that  case  dissent  was 
not  mentioned.  That  was  not  a  fair 
way  of  dealing  with  the  creditors  of  the 
State,  who  could  not  call  upon  the  State 
to  pay  more,  and  were  at  the  mercy  of 
the  State.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, however,  would  not  take  the 
responsibility  of  saying  honestly — **  We 
will  pay  you  off."  He  said — **  We  are 
equal  to  the  occasion."  How  ?  By  the 
sinister  provision  in  Clause  1,  second 
paragraph,  which  declared  that  all 
holders  of  New  Three  per  Cent  Stock 
who  signify  their  dissent — "Shall  be 
paid  off  in  such  order  and  at  such  time 
and  in  such  manner  as  Parliament  may 
direct."  Thus  it  was  proposed  to  keep 
the  sword  hanging  over  the  unfortunate 


stockholders.  Mr.  Goulburn  did  not  go 
out  of  his  way  to  offer  the  inducement 
of  a  commission  ;  he  allowed  his  scheme 
to  float  upon  its  own  merits. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Baronet,  but  the  bs, 
would  not  apply  to  the  New  Threes. 
He  had  strictly  followed  the  precedent 
of  Mr.  Goulburn,  and  the  New  Threes 
represented  a  smaller  sum  than  that 
which  was  converted  by  Mr.  Goulburn. 

Sir  CHARLES  LEWIS  said,  that 
the  way  in  which  the  scheme  affected 
the  smaller  class  of  fundholders  was 
very  remarkable.  These  people  were 
not  subject  to  Income  Tax,  but  any  re- 
lief which  th6  scheme  might  afford  to 
the  taxpayers  would  be  confined  entirely 
to  the  Income  Tax  payers.  Nobody  pre- 
tended that  the  expected  saving  of 
£1,400,000,  which  was  about  equal  to 
^i.  in  the  pound  of  Income  Tax,  was  to 
be  applied  in  altering  any  other  tax. 
The  effect  of  it  would  be,  therefore,  to 
lighten  the  burden  of  the  Income  Tax 
payers.  In  other  words,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  proposing  to  take 
^d,  in  the  pound  of  the  burden  off  the 
Income  Tax  payer,  and  to  levy  20  pence 
in  the  pound  upon  the  unfortunate 
email  holders  who  did  not  pay  Income 
Tax  at  the  present  time.  Mr.  Goulburn 
did  no  such  thing  as  that.  They  were 
told  to  feel  great  delight  at  the  improved 
credit  of  the  country.  It  was  said  wo 
could  borrow  now  at  2  J  per  cent,  whereas 
formerly  we  could  only  borrow  at  3  per 
cent.  Ho  did  not  say  that  the  public 
credit  had  not  something  to  do  with  it, 
but  it  had  very  little.  Had  the  decrease 
of  foreign  loans  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? 
Had  the  depreciation  of  landed  securities 
nothing  to  do  with  it?  Why,  if  they 
looked  through  the  returns  of  the  large 
Insurance  Companies,  who  had  millions 
to  invest,  they  would  find  that  their 
great  resort  was  to  go  into  land. 
Would  they  go  into  land  now  ?  He 
was  sorry  to  see  these  Communistic 
views  cropping  up  on  that  side  of 
the  House  as  well  as  on  the  other. 
Whereas  there  used  to  be  millions 
invested  by  the  Insurance  Companies  in 
land,  they  now  fought  shy  of  it.  Had 
that  not  something  to  do  with  the  in- 
crease in  the  price  of  Consols  ?  Had  the 
badness  of  trade— the  vast  amount  of 
money  withdrawn  from  trade  and  com- 
merce— nothing  to  do  with  investing  in 
Consols  and  running  the  price  up  to 
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what  they  had  recently  seen  it?    In 
1844,  vhen  the  capital  of  the  country 

was  much  leas,  they  had  £100,000,000 
moTO  of  public  debt,  because  from  that 
lime  to  thia  the  decrease  in  the  National 
Debt  exceeded  £100,000,000.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  reasons  he  had 
given  were  sulBcient  to  account  for  the 
cup  running  over  so  brilliantly.  He 
was  rather  amused  to  hear  one  sentence 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman.  He  said 
in  his  enthusiasm  that  he  wanted  to  see 
this  new  Stock  become  the  champion 
Stock  of  the  future.  He  would  like  to 
Bee  the  champion  Stock  giving  fair  play, 
full  consideration  to  a  vast  number  of 
poor  people  who  would  be  so  Bcriously 
injured  fay  this  scheme.  He  had  not 
wished  to  say  it  himself,  but  he  had  seen 
that  it  had  been  remarked,  that  there 
was  a  slight  flavour  of  the  Flan  of  0am- 
paign  about  the  scheme— only  a  slight 
one,  but  one  he  would  hare  been  glad 
to  see  absent.  In  thia  very  serious 
matter,  the  conversion  of  nearly 
£000,000,000  of  Stock,  they  ought  to 
have  had  not  only  more  time,  but  more 
equitable  provisions.  He  was  told  the 
measure  was  a  great  success.  The  last 
fact  he  saw  showing  that  it  was  a  great 
success  was  that  the  provincial  bankers 
had  asked  for  more  plunder  out  of  it. 
They  said  1«.  6(/.  was  not  enough  for 
Ihom  and  they  wanted  an  increase.  But 
lie  had  no  doubt  it  would  bo  thrust 
through.  He  hoped  they  would  not  see 
what  waswitnessed  after  theconversion  of 
1 S44,  a  great  rush  of  public  investments 
and  public  Companies.  It  was  after  that 
they  nad  the  railway  mania,  from  which 
some  of  them  wore  still  smarting.  He 
asked  the  House  to  consider  the  case  of 
the  poor  people  who  could  not  help 
themselves,  many  of  them  women  who 
had  Itttio  influence;  and  before  sitting 
down  he  would  read  an  extract  of  a 
letter  from  a  clergyman.  Ho  wrote — 
"  His  boneGco  \raa  at  ona  tims  worth  t'iHl 
now,  through  agriculturnl  dopreBsiou,  it  on 
brought  in  £82.  Ua  had  investmontB  ._ 
CoOBolfl  or  ho  should  not  bo  ablo  to  live  nt  all, 
uod  bis  iacomo  n.ia  so  emntl  that  u  roductioii 
of  £10or£1al)o^anDum"— 
it  might  bo  supposed  that  he  had  £3,500 
in  Consols — 


position. " 


Quterially      aflect      his     financial 


an  opulent  maulikethe  Chancellor  oj 
Exchequer,  but  it  was  almost  ruin  to 
Sir  Charlet  Ltieit 


bim.  The  next  paragraph  in  the  letter 
he  should  like  to  read  totia  poet  to  his 
bon.  Friends  near  him,  but  that  was 
impossible.  The  rev.  gentleman 
laid — 

Thatatthalut  OecGnil  Election  bs  advisod 
his  parishionera  to  vote  for  the  ConaerTativo 
Party,  beoauso  thoy  ware  not  likely  to  interfera 
with  the  rights  of  property." 

That  argument,"  wrote  this  clergyman, 
I  can  no  longer  adduce ; "  and  he 
included  by  saying  "that  confidence 
in  their  leaders  had  been  utterly  ex- 
tinguished." [LaiiffhUr.l  He  heard 
some  hon.  Friends  laugh.  If  they 
would  wait  a  month  he  thought  they 
would  find  there  was  more  in  it  than 
they  supposed.  They  could  not  remove 
the  impression  by  simply  pooh-poohing 
it.  He  thought  the  case  required  serious 
consideration,  and  he  begged  to  move 
the    Amendment    which    stood  in  his 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  vord  "  That  "  to  the 
id  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  word* 

having  regard  to  groat  Iom  and  injury  sus- 
tained by  the  very  large  namber  of  persons  who 
hold  BTTiall  amounta  of  stock,  the  interest  on 
which  is  propoaeil  to  be  reduced,  and  to  tho 
small  annual  reduction  in  the  public  burdcoa 
effsctad  by  the  proposed  converaion,  this  Houso 
thinks  it  inexpedient  to  make  tho  change 
propoaed." — {Sir  Charlti  Liviii.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
propoaed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Me.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton,  £.)  said,  he  agroed  with  tho 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  Lewis)  that 
the  quostioQ  was  one  which  deserved 
the  serious  coneidsration  of  the  Houee, 
but  tho  tost  which  they  must  apply  to 
the  proposals  before  tliem  was,  whether 
tho  Government,  having  regard  to  the 
present  state  of  tho  money  market  and 
tho  credit  of  .tho  Government,  was  in  a 
position  to  go  into  the  money  market 
and  operate  a  given  sum  of  money  at  a 
rate  of  intero&t  paying  2}  per  cent  for 
1.5  years,  and  then  2\  per  cent  for  20 
years  longer  —  practically  meaning 
£2  123.  per  cent  for  a  period  of  35  years. 
Although  they  might  feel  the  sincerest 
sympathy  with  some  of  the  cases  to 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  alluded, 
still  it  must  bo  admitted  that  no  largo 
scheme  of  this  kind  could  be  carried 
out  without  inflicting  a  considerable 
amount  of  suffering  on  large  claeses  of 
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individuals,  yet  as  trustees  of  the  public 
purse  and  representing  the  public  debtor 
and  the  House  of  Oommons,  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  justified  in  pay- 
ing one  shilling  more  than  the  market 
value  on  account  of  the  National  Debt. 
In  discharging  his  duty,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  simply  to  make  a 
perfectly  fair  and  equal  bargain  between 
debtor  and  creditor.  He  took  it  that 
that  was  the  first  sound  principle  to 
apply  to  this  Bill.  The  market  must  not 
bo  in  any  way  prejudiced  by  the  re- 
sources which  the  Government  of  the 
day  might  possess,  and  there  should  not 
be  the  shadow  of  a  shade  of  suspicion 
of  a  stock-jobbing  transaction.  Justice 
ought  to  be  done  to  both  sides.  The 
precedent  of  1844  was  not  applicable  to 
this  case,  and  could  not  bo  a  guide  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with  reference 
to  the  course  which  he  now  proposed  to 
take.  Mr.  Goulburn's  proceedings  were 
taken  on  firm  ground,  which  the  present 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  not 
stand  upon.  Mr.  Goulburn  proposed  to 
reduce  Three- and-a-Half  por  Cents  to 
Three-and-a- Quarter  for  a  period  of  10 
years,  and  then  to  Throe  per  Cents ;  but 
ho  hadbehind  him £500,000,000 of  Threo 
per  Cent  Stock.  With  that  large  body  of 
a  lower  Stock  behind  him,  the  operation 
was  a  perfectly  safe  one.  We  had  no 
such  standard  now.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  truly  said  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  quote  the  present  value  of  tho 
Two-and-Three-Quarter  per  Conts,  bo- 
cause  the 'amount  was  so  small.  Nor 
was  there  any  indication,  by  means  of 
the  figure  of  its  value,  to  speak  as  to 
the  value  of  the  new  Stock,  which  a 
grateful  Stock  Exchange  had  denomi- 
nated **  Goschens."  But  there  were  two 
side-lights  in  the  money  market  with 
respect  to  this  Bill.  Ho  agreed  with 
tho  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  that 
thero  had  been  a  general  fall  in  interest, 
and  that  thero  was  an  enormous  amount 
of  money  seeking  investment.  Every 
year  a  large  amount  of  trust  and  in- 
surance savings  had  to  be  invested; 
and  there  was  a  general  disinclination 
on  the  part  of  the  groat  insurance  and 
other  Companies  to  invest  in  mortgages 
or  land.  Of  that  the  public  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  reap  the  benefit.  But 
there  was  another  side-light  to  which 
the  Chancellor  of  tho  £|^chequer  did 
not  refer  on  Friday.  He  quoted  many 
precedents  of  oonversion ;  Uie  precedent 


of  1822,  the  precedent  of  Lord  Althorp 
in  1834,  and  that  of  Mr.  Goulburn  in 
1844.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  give  the  precedent  of  January, 
1888,  or  inform  the  House  of  tho  terms 
upon  which  the  latest  loan  of  the  English 
Government  was  raised.  And  yot  that 
would  have  been  the  safest  indication  of 
the  present  state  of  the  money  market. 
What  was  the  opinion  of  the  Bank  of 
England  and  the  other  banking  authori- 
ties as  to  the  rate  of  interest  at  which 
tho  Government  could  borrow  ?  In 
January,  1888,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  issued  £37,000,000  of  Local 
Loan  Stock  at  3  per  cent,  irredoemablo 
for  25  years.  That  Stock  could  not  bo 
redeemed  until  1 91 3.  The  first  operation 
under  which  that  Stock  was  issued  was 
an  equivalent  exchange  of  £7,400,000 
of  other  Stocks.  He  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman what  was  meant  by  '*  equiva- 
lent," and  the  reply  was — *'  the  same 
amount.  Stock  for  Stock."  In  January, 
1888,  knowing  he  was  about  to  pro- 
pose a  conversion  of  existing  Stock 
to  Two-and-Throe-Quarters  and  then 
to  Two- and- a- Half,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  exchanged  this  Stock,  pound 
for  pound,  for  Three  per  Cent  Stock,  not 
to  be  redeemed  for  25  years.  There 
was  a  small  sale  of  £600,000  imme- 
diately afterwards  by  the  Government 
brokers.  The  people  who  held  that 
Local  Loan  Stock  were  to  be  congratu- 
lated on  their  good  fortune.  On  January 
10  an  advertisement  was  issued  inviting 
tenders  for  this  new  stock  at  a  minimum 
of  £101  15«.  Consols  and  £101  bs.  Eo- 
duced  or  New  Threes  per  £100  of  tbo 
new  Stock.  On  January  18,  the  tenders 
were  opened.  What  was  the  opinion  of 
the  City  on  January  18?  On  the  18th 
of  January,  they  oflfered  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  £  1 00  of  these  Threo  por  Cents, 
£101  16;.  Id,  Consols,  and  £101  bsAU. 
Eoducod.  The  tenders  were — Consols, 
£2,466,000;  Eeduced,  £1,117,000. 
These  were  the  Stocks  on  which  no 
conversion  could  take  place  without  12 
months*  notice.  But  of  the  New  Threes, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
could  deal  with  at  any  time,  the  tender 
was  £6,575,000.  Therefore,  at  that 
date,  the  New  Three  per  Cent  Stock, 
liable  to  be  reduced  to  2|  and  2]^,  was 
exchanged  to  the  extent  of  £6,500,000 
at  a  premium  of  25«.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer   had  said   that  no 
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portion  of  this  Stock  was  taken  by  a 
Government  Department.  He  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  Bank  of  England  was  a  Government 
Department,  and  would  also  ask  him  to 
deal  with  the  report  which  was  current 
that  the  Bank  of  England  was  taking 
£7,000,000  of  that  Stock  out  of 
£18,000,000. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  would  explain 
that  the  Bank  of  England  had  some  of 
the  Stock  before.  There  was  no  ques- 
tion of  taking  £7,000,000  out  of 
£10,000,000. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said, 
that  was  not  his  point,  whether  the 
Bank  of  England  was  taking  £7,000,000 
out  of  £10,000,000  ;  but  that  the  Bank 
was  taking  £7,000,000  altogether  of 
this  Stock  at  255.  premium.  To  get  rid 
of  £18,351,000  Three  per  Cents  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave 
£18,200,000  Three  per  Cents,  irredeem- 
able for  25  years,  thereby  only  effecting 
a  saving  of  £4,500  a-year.  But  what 
about  the  other  £18,000,000?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  only  given 
the  figures  of  £18,000,000,  whereas  he 
counted  £37,000,000.  He  was  not 
going  to  criticize  whether  this  was  a 
wise  or  unwise  operation.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  made  no  statement  to 
the  House,  and  they  were  pledged  to 
express  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  course  taken  was 
tho  best  for  the  country,  but,  tried  by 
that  test  two  months  ago,  it  was  not  the 
opinion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  the  country  could  borrow  at 
2J  per  cent,  or  why  did  he  then  make  a 
3per  cent  loan  irredeemable  for  25  years. 
Efo  must  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
compulsory  and  the  optional  parts  of  this 
Bill.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  dealing  compulsorily  with  only  one 
kind  of  Stock.  The  holders  of  that 
Stock  had  no  grievance  whatever.  That 
was  a  pure  matter  of  negotiation  as  be- 
tween the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  Money  Market.  The  holders 
bought  the  Stock,  with  the  knowledge 
that  after  a  certain  date  it  might  be  re- 
deemed at  any  moment  at  par.  But  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  com- 
plicated his  scheme  by  tho  introduction 
of  an  optional  conversion,  as  well  as  a 
compulsory   conversion,   and  the  very 

Mr.  Henry  H,  Fowler 


fact  of  its  being  optional  almost  implied 
a  fortiori^  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  not  make  it  compulsory. 
Therefore,  there  must  be  some  terms 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
thought  would  be  sufficient  to  tempt  the 
people  into  accepting  this  option.  Every 
man  must  judge  for  himself.  Even  the 
poor  holders  must  appreciate  the  possi- 
bilities of  foreign  complications  and 
trade  revival,  and  all  the  circumstances 
which  might  disturb  the  Money  Market 
in  the  next  12  months,  and  they  must 
act  accordingly.  They  were  told  that 
this  optional  part  of  the  scheme  met  with 
the  cordial  approval  of  the  City,  and 
especially  of  the  bankers ;  and  the  late 
Lord  Mayor  loudly  cheered  that  state- 
ment. What  he  (Mr.  Henry H.  Fowler) 
wanted  to  know  was  why  the  bankers 
of  to-day  were  so  strong  in  the  support 
of  an  optional  system,  whereas  they  were 
so  steadily  opposed  to  the  optional 
system  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  proposed  in  1884.  A  Governor 
of  the  Bank  of  England  pronounced  an 
opinion  that  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
scheme  was  detestably  bad.  The  House 
of  Commons  had  a  right  to  know  why 
it  was  unsound,  unfair,  and  detestably 
bad  in  1884  to  accept  the  terms  of  the 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
why  it  was  now  the  height  of  prudence 
and  financial  wisdom  to  accept  a  les3 
favourable  proposal  when  it  was  brought 
forward  by  one  of  his  Succejssors.  He 
would  also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
if  there  was  a  precedent  in  the  whole 
history  of  tho  British  Treasury  for  the 
Treasury  paying  a  commission  of  the 
nature  of  that  which  was  now  proposed  ? 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  answer  the  question  at  once. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  Will 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  tell  us 
what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  When  I  reply. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER :  I  will 
admit  the  Suez  Canal  may  be  brought 
in  ;  but  there  was  no  precedent  in  1844 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  Goulbum. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  There  was  no 
optional  conversion. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think 
that  that  was  in  his  favour ;  but  to  his 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler's)  mind  it 
aggravated  the  objection.     What  waa 
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proposed  amounted  to  a  payment  to  the 
agent  of  a  creditor  by  the  debtor  to  pro- 
mote the  interest  of  the  debtor,  and  till 
such  debt  was  legalized  by  the  Bill,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  an 
illegal  payment,  and  was  so  at  that 
moment.  He  would  undertake  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  pronouncing  an  opinion 
upon  1«.  6(f.  per  cent  bribe  oflfered  to 
brokers  and  bankers.  The  phrase 
**  recognized  agents  *'  was  new  in  Eng- 
lish law  and  Acts  of  Parliament.  Were 
the  bankers  and  the  Bank  of  England  to 
receive  this  commission  as  *'  recognized 
agents?'*  Why  were  the  poor  stock- 
holders to  bo  kept  out  of  this  commis- 
sion? The  greatest  demoralization  in 
our  modern  commercial  system  was  pro- 
duced by  this  giving  of  commission.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  R.  W.  Hanbury)  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity the  other  night  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  case  of  mis- 
conduct at  Woolwich,  this  question  would 
have  been  raised.  How  could  we  pre- 
vent people  from  taking  commissions, 
when  wo  gave  commissions  to  bankers 
and  other  recognized  agents?  As  he 
said,  he  would  undertake  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  a  definitive  opinion  upon 
this  subject.  He  would  now  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  what  he 
was  going  to  do  with  the  Sinking  Fund  ? 
The  whole  theory  of  our  Sinking  Fund 
was  that  the  money  put  into  Terminable 
Annuities  could  be  replaced  by  Consols 
at  par.  There  were,  however,  no  pro- 
Tisions  in  the  present  Bill  for  dealing 
with  that.  Again,  there  was  the  whole 
question  of  the  Saving^  Bank,  upon 
which  he  wished  for  some  information. 
The  bulk  of  the  money  was  held  by  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  and  we  could 
not  continue  to  pay  the  interest  which 
we  were  paying  now  after  an  operation 
of  this  sort.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  told  them  nothing  about 
that  large  item  of  the  National  Debt, 
consisting  of  upwards  of  £13,645,000 
which  was  payable  to  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land and  tue  Bank  of  Ireland,  and  upon 
which  the  interest  of  3  per  cent  was 
payable.  Did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
propose  to  interfere  with  that  rate  of 
interest,  to  reduce  it  to  2^  per  cent  or 
continue  the  present  3  per  cent  interest  ? 
Those  were  questions  which  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  consider.    The  hon. 


Baronet  assumed  that  the  proposed  re« 
duotion  of  interest  would  be  a  relief 
to  the  taxpayer.  It  would  be  nothing 
of  the  sort,  because  under  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote*s  Act,  a  certain  fixed  sum  was 
appropriated  as  the  charge  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt,  and  the  whole  of  the 
£2,800,000  must  be  borrowed.  Hon. 
Members,  therefore,  must  not  suppose 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  going  to  repeat  his  operation  of  last 
year,  and  to  again  interfere  with  the 
repayment  of  the  National  Debt.  His 
own  impression  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  well  in  grappling 
with  the  New  Three  per  Cents,  and  had 
he  confined  his  proposed  operation  to 
them,  he  would  have  received  the  cordial 
and  united  support  of  the  whole  House. 
He,  however,  could  not  help  deploring 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  attempt  to 
bring  about  this  optional  conversion  of 
Consols  and  Keduced,  not  upon  its  own 
merits,  but  by  means  of  a  commission 
to  the  agents  of  the  holders  of  those 
stocks.  He  doubted  whether  that 
attempt  would  succeed ;  but  whether 
it  succeeded  or  failed,  he  thought  the 
mode  in  which  that  part  of  the  trans- 
action would  have  been  carried  out, 
would  not  be  one  which  would  reflect 
much  credit  upon  either  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  upon  the  Government  of 
which  he  was  a  Member. 

Sir  EGBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  the  House  was  aware  that  by  the 
financial  economy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone), and  by  the  Sinking  Fund  of  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  the  public  Debt  had 
been  diminished.  Since  the  proposals 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers),  as  was  well 
known,  the  rate  of  interest  on  invest- 
ments had  become  less  and  less,  until  the 
time  had  arrived  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  expect  to  make 
a  more  advantageous  bargain  for  the 
country  than  could  have  been  made  four 
years  ago.  That  was  the  reason  why 
the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  been  more  successful  than  his  Pre- 
decessor. He  sympathized  with  the 
clients  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Antrim  (Sir  Charles  Lewis),  the 
holders  of  Stock  whose  income  would  be 
reduced  owing  to  the  proposed  conver- 
sion of  the  National  Debt ;  but,  at  the 
tame  time,  he  did  not  think  that  this  was 
a  matter  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer  or  the  House  could  take  into 
account.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  make  the  best  bargain  he 
could  for  the  country,  and  now  that  he 
found  the  interest  on  the  Debt  was 
higher  than  it  ought  to  be,  he  was  simply 
doing  that  which  would  tend  to  the  dis- 
charge of  the  Debt  ultimately,  by  bring- 
ing in  a  measure  which  would  reduce 
the  rate  of  interest.  Much  as  they  might 
sympathize  with  those  who  wore  in  the 
position  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
ho  said  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  doing  no  more  than  was 
right  in  looking  rather  to  the  position 
of  the  taxpayer  than  to  the  holders  of 
Public  Stock.  They  had  to  look  not 
simply  to  what  might  be  the  verdict  of 
the  House,  because  he  could  not  think 
that  the  House  would  reject  this  measure 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend,  but  to  the 
verdict  of  the  Money  Market ;  and  con- 
sidering the  very  high  price  which  the 
Public  Funds  had  reached,  and  that  all 
other  Stocks  stood  at  a  premium,  he 
said  they  had  in  those  facts  the  strongest 
evidence  that  in  the  Money  Market  the 
proposal  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
met  with  approval.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was  therefore,  in  his 
opinion,  not  only  justified  but  bound  to 
introduce  this  BUI.  He  had  simply 
risen  to  thank  his  right  hon.  Friend  for 
the  lucid  statement  which  he  .made 
to  the  House  when  the  Bill  was  brought 
in,  and  to  say  that  the  measure  would 
have  his  cordial  support.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  solicitor,  one  of 
his  constituents,  who  said  that  there  did 
not  appear  to  be  in  the  Bill  any  provision 
for  fixing  the  amount  of  new  Stock  which 
would  be  deemed  equivalent  to  the 
old  Consols,  and  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  importance  with  regard  to  some 
mortgages  on  estates,  which  provided 
for  the  sale  of  an  equivalent  amount 
of  Consols.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
would  probably  refer  to  that  point  in  his 
reply,  and  also  say  whether  some  pro- 
vision could  not  be  made  to  supersede 
the  necessity  of  going  to  the  Court  in 
the  case  of  certain  small  funded  amounts 
held  in  trust.  By  way  of  illustration  he 
might  take  the  case  of  a  fund  of  say 
£500,  which  on  the  death  of  a  widow 
had  to  be  divided  by  the  trustees  among 
20  grandchildren.  It  was  obvious  that 
it  would  be  most  expensive  to  go  to  the 
Court  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  he 
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thought  the  point  was  one  which  his 
right  hon.  Friend  should  consider. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  said,  he  was  sure  that  all  hon. 
Members  would  sympathize  with  those 
who  would  suffer  owing  to  the  scheme 
before  the  House,  but  at  the  same  time 
he  thought  they  must  agree  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  make  the  best  bargain  in  his 
power  for  the  public.  Moreover,  the 
change  could  hardly  have  been  unex- 
pected. For  many  years,  with  those  who 
advocated  payment  of  the  National  Debt, 
he  had  urged  that  in  addition  to  other 
advantages  it  would  enable  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  interest  and  thus  diminish  the 
burden  on  the  taxpayers.  He  would 
not  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House 
for  many  moments,  but  he  might  perhaps 
bo  permitted  to  thank  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  care  with  which 
he  had  prepared  his  plans,  and  also  for 
the  lucid  and  interesting  speech  in  which 
he  had  explained  them  to  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  appeared  throughout  his  re- 
marks to  be  anxious  to  find  as  much 
fault  as  he  could,  but  he  did  not  think 
he  had  succeeded  in  pointing  out  any 
real  fiaw  in  the  scheme  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  conversion  would 
be  of  no  advantage  to  the  taxpayers,  on 
the  extraordinary  ground  that  when  the 
conversion  had  taken  place  the  saving  of 
interest  would  probably  go  in  reduction 
of  the  amount  of  the  National  Debt.  But 
the  amount  payable  for  interest  would 
be  very  much  less.  Surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  deny  that  it 
was  an  advantage  to  the  country  that  a 
larger  amount  should  go  in  reduction 
of  Debt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
said  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  only  dealt  with  the  New  Three 
per  Cents,  he  would  have  given  him  his 
cordial  support,  but  that  he  could  not 
help  deploring  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attempt  to  bring  about  this  optional 
conversion  of  Consols  and  Heduced  by 
offering  a  bribo  to  the  holders  of  stocks. 
But  it  had  always  been  the  opinion  of 
most  of  those  engaged  in  financial  opera- 
tions that  there  should  be  one  large 
Stock,  and  he  was  sure  that  he  was  ex- 
pressing the  general  opinion  in  thanking 
the  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  for 
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carrying  out  that  arrangement  as  far  as 
he  could.  He,  also,  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  used  a  wise  discretion 
in  not  increasing  the  nominal  amount 
of  the  Debt,  but  in  taking  a  rate  of 
interest  at  which  he  could  borrow  money 
at  par.  The  time  given  for  considera- 
tion also  seemed  to  him  to  hit  a  happy 
medium,  inasmuch  as  it  allowed  a  fair 
time  for  consideration,  and  yet  did  not 
imperil  the  conversion  by  unduly  post- 
poning the  completion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim  seemed  to  think 
the  timo  allowed  was  too  short,  but  he 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  believed  that  every 
one  interested  would  receive  fair  notice 
of  what  was  to  be  done.  At  the  same 
time  it  had  always  seemed  to  him  that 
Mr.  Goulbum  had  adopted  a  rather 
arbitrary  course  in  assuming  the  consent 
of  those  who  did  not  dissent.  Moreover, 
in  the  case  of  1 844  the  time  allowed  was 
extremely  short.  But  it  was  then  urged 
that  this  was  less  material  than  it  might 
seem,  because  the  terms  were  so  good 
that  everyone  was  sure  to  accept  them. 
This  plan  required,  in  fairness,  that  the 
terms  offered  should  clearly  be  such  as  it 
was  desirable  to  adopt.  At  the  same 
time  he  was  not  sure  that  the  precedent 
was  a  good  one,  because  it  might  be 
adopted  by  a  less  scrupulous  Govern- 
ment without  the  other  circumstances 
which  constituted  its  justification.  They 
were  all  very  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  confi- 
dent in  his  expectation  that,  notwith- 
standing the  melancholy  event  of 
last  week,  no  foreign  complications 
would  endanger  the  success  of  his  plan. 
At  the  same  time,  he  should  have  been 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
left  himself  some  latitude  as  to  the 
terms  until  the  last  moment.  The  mar- 
gin was  certainly  not  large,  and  a  fall 
of  even  1  per  cent  would  seriously 
endanger  his  scheme.  If,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think 
this  was  necessary,  it  was  not  for  him 
to  press  it.  It  was  a  curious  com- 
mentary on  the  depression  of  which  we 
had  heard  eo  much  that  the  savings  of 
the  country  should  enable  us  to  reduce 
the  interest  on  the  National  Debt.  It 
could  not  bo  said  that  this  was  owing 
to  capital  being  taken  out  of  business, 
because  the  volume  of  business  was  as 
large  as  ever—it  was  the  profits  that 
were  reduced.  Nor  was  it  owing  to 
capital  being  removed  from  other  invest- 


ments, because  in  that  case  other  invest- 
ments would  have  fallen;  and,  on  the 
contrary,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  shown,  other  investments  had  also 
risen.     We  must  then  recognize  that, 
though  no  doubt  some  classes  had  suf- 
fered greatly,  still  the  national  savings, 
as  a  whole,  had  been  so  large  as  to  raise 
the  prices  of  all  good  securities,  and  thus 
render  possible  the  reduction  of  interest. 
There  were  one  or  two  points  on  which 
he  would  like  to  have  some  information. 
He  asked  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer whether  when  Consols  or  Beduced 
stood  in  the  names  of  two  or  more  trus- 
tees the  assent  of  all  or  a  majority  of 
them  would  be  required,  or  whether  one 
would  be  sufficient,  as  in  the  case  of 
dividends  ?    It  often  happened  that  one 
might  be  absent ;  it  would  frequently  bo 
difficult  to  get  all  the  consents ;  and  tho 
amount  standing  in  the  name  of  trustees 
was  so  immense  that  the  question  was 
one  of  importance.      Then  there  was 
another  point  which  had  caused  some 
doubt  and  anxiety,  on  which  he  should 
like  to  know  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  had  happened  in  a  great 
many  cases — indeed,   in  thousands  of 
cases — that  annuities  had  been  left  by 
will,   and  the  trustees  had  purchased 
enough  Government  Stock  to  provide 
the  annuity,  and  had  then  parted  with 
the  residuary  estate.      But  when  the 
conversion  was  made  the  Stock  would 
be    no    longer    sufficient    to    provide 
the   annuity.      Suppose,  for    instance, 
an  annuity  of  £100  had  been  left — 
which  was  a  very  common  amount — 
and  the  trustees  had  purchased  £3,833 
Stock.     This  sum  would,  of  course,  no 
longer  produce  the  amount  of  the  an- 
nuity ;    and,   therefore,    ho    asked    on 
whom  would  the  loss  fall  ?    The  estate 
might  have  been  wound  up ;   would, 
then,  the  trustees  be  personally  liable  ? 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
say  a  word  on  this  point,  and  consider 
whether  he  would  not  introduce  into  the 
Bill  words,  if  necessary,  to  settle  the 
difficulty.  Before  sitting  down  he  mis^ht 
just  say  that  while  the  last  conversion 
proposed  by  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  did  not 
effect  all  that  he  had  hoped  for,  it  was 
only  due  to  him  to  recognize  that  his 
p]:pposal8  had  materially  helped  to  facili- 
tate the  operation  now  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
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Wolverhampton  had  been  very  severe 
on  the  clause  with  reference  to  recog- 
nized agents,  and,  he  thought,  also 
somewhat  UDJust  to  bankers.  He  seemed 
to  imply  that  tbey  would  advise  their 
clients  to  take  Stock,  which  otherwise 
they  would  not  do,  for  the  sake  of  the 
Btnall  commission  which  would  be  paid. 
But  in  the  case  of  small  amounts  it  was 
obvious  that  a  commission  of  Is.  6d.  was 
a  meagre  temptation,  and  when  largo 
Stocks  were  dealt  with  the  holders  of 
them  were  quite  able  to  judge  for  them- 
selves. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ob- 
jected to  commissions  altogether.  It 
was  not  commissions  that  were  objec- 
tionable in  matters  of  business,  but  the 
secret  commissions ;  commissions  placed 
in  Act  of  Parliament  were  known  to 
everybody;  and  he  thought  it  was  going 
rather  out  of  the  way,  under  those  circum- 
stances, to  express  so  large  an  amount 
of  indignation.  Bankers  would  not  ad- 
vise their  customers  to  assent  to  the 
conversion  unless  they  did  so  them- 
selves. Moreover,  what  did  it  amount 
to?  Supposing  the  Is.  6d,  commission 
were  not  ofltered,  every  holder  of  Consols 
or  New  Threes  who  wished  to  convert 
would  certainly  have  to  pay  his  agent 
some  slight  amount  for  the  trouble  of 
conversion.  This  was  the  more  desirable 
because  so  much  was  held  by  trustees, 
who  might  well  be  prevented  from  con- 
verting if  it  involved  a  payment  which 
it  might  be  difficult  for  them  to  make. 
In  fact,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  simply  saying  that  the  expense  of 
conversion  should  not  fall  on  the  holder 
of  the  Stock,  but  upon  the  Government. 
Mr.  TYSSEN  AMHERST  (Norfolk, 
S.W.)  said,  he  must  congratulate  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  the  reception  which  had 
been  awarded  to  his  proposal.  At  the 
same  time,  he  feared  that  under  the 
measure  as  it  now  stood,  not  only  great 
inconvenience  but  in  some  cases  actual 
injustice  might  result  from  the  scheme; 
first  to  those  who  saw  in  their  investment 
in  the  Funds  as  they  thought  an  unvary- 
ing income  without  any  trouble  of  collec- 
tion. To  that  class,  perhaps,  no  consola- 
tion could  be  given,  but  there  was  actual 
injustice  in  the  case  of  those  whose  in- 
comes were  derived  from  interest  on  trust 
money  when  that  money  had  been  in- 
vested, under  special  limitation,  in  the 
Funds  only.  This  he  believed  was  a  very 
common  case  where  moneys  had  been 
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left  for  charitable  purposes.  Indeed , 
there  were  two  cases  in  which  he  him- 
self was  trustee  of  such  money,  and 
where  he  knew  the  investment  of  the 
money  was  limited  to  the  Funds  on  pur- 
pose to  secure  an  unvarying  income  for 
annual  distribution.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would 
either  bring  in  a  Bill,  or  insert  a  clause 
in  the  present  measure,  to  authorize 
trustees  whose  powers  were  limited  to 
the  Parliamentary  Stocks  or  Public 
Funds  to  invest  in  what  were  known  as 
'*  Authorized  Trustees'  Securities,"  and 
in  that  way  save  those  persons  whoso 
incomes,  as  far  as  they  arose  from  in- 
vestments limited  to  the  Funds,  from  a 
hardship  which  would  amount  to  no  less 
than  a  permanently  increased  Income 
Tax  of  Is.  Sd.  in  the  pound,  to  be  in- 
creased after  a  certain  number  of  years, 
and  that,  too,  in  many  cases  where  Income 
Tax  was  not  now  demanded. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  might  have  treated  the  bankers 
differently  than  he  had  done  in  sup- 
posing that  they  would  recommend 
small  holders  of  Stock  to  oome  into  the 
conversion  scheme  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  sake  of  a  com- 
mission of  Is.  6d.  per  cent.  They  were 
all  aware  that  difficulty  and  hardship 
would  arise  from  the  lowering  of  the 
interest ;  but  the  fact  that  the  bankers 
had  agreed  to  the  change  appeared  to 
him  to  have  shown  that  the  time  had 
come  for  the  change,  and  that  there  was 
little  or  no  choice  in  the  matter.  It 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the  bankers 
were  the  largest  holders  of  the  Stocks 
now  to  be  dealt  with,  and  would  be  the 
largest  losers  by  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Those  Members 
who  had  examined  the  accounts  of 
Joint  Stock  Banks  would  have  found 
that  those  banks,  independently  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  must  hold  upwards  of 
£50,000,000  of  the  Stocks  now  to  be 
changed.  The  result  would  be,  if  they 
got  Is.  6d.  commission,  that  they 
would  lose  something  like  £110,000  or 
£  120,000  a-year,  and  in  a  very  short  time 
£225,000  a-year.  It  might,  of  course,  be 
said  that  they  could  afford  to  lose  the 
money ;  but  did  not  the  fact  show  that, 
at  all  events,  the  bankers  accepted  the 
change,  and  that  any  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  protected  the  interests 
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of  the  country  was  bound  to  act  accord- 
ing to  that  financial  thermometer,  which 
bankers  were  considered  to  be.  If  they 
remembered  that  the  bankers  held 
assets  of  £400,000,000  it  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  of  importance  to  get  out- 
lets for  the  money;  dividends  had  to 
be  earned,  and  it  was,  therefore,  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  find  the  best  in- 
vestments they  could,  and  they  did  not 
want  to  see  every  good  investment 
going  up,  as  had  been  the  case  during 
the  last  few  weeks.  The  hon.  Member 
for  London  University  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) referred  to  the  fact  that  while  the 
volume  of  trade  was  increasing,  we  found, 
at  the  same  time,  so  much  monoj  unem- 
ployed that  this  great  Conversion  Schema 
could  be  carried  out  successfully,  as 
there  was  no  doubt  it  would  bo.  There 
were  several  reasons  which  pointed  to 
the  solution  of  this  fact.  Tho  great 
development  of  the  Railway  and 
Telegraph  systems,  almost  more  than 
anything  else,  had  been  the  means  of 
bringing  distant  countries  into  rapid 
and  direct  communication,  and  busi- 
ness organizations  which  required  largo 
amounts  of  capital  only  a  few  years  ago 
could  now  be  carried  on  with  a  com- 
paratively small  amount  of  capital.  The 
vast  increase,  too,  in  joint  stock  enter- 
prize  had  very  much  tended  to  lessen 
the  general  value  of  investments.  In 
these  days  the  bankers  with  those 
enormous  deposits  were  obliged  to  find 
investments,  with  the  result  to  those 
onfi^aged  in  trade  that  they  were  able 
to  Tend  at  a  cheap  rate  of  interest  merely 
because  there  was  no  other  outlet.  Even 
in  trade  itself  money  could  be  obtained 
very  cheaply — indeed,  at  1 J  or  2  per 
cent.  Surely,  then,  this  country,  with 
the  best  security  any  Empire  of  the 
world  had  ever  held,  ought  not  to  be 
put  in  a  worse  position  than  the  ordi- 
nary traders.  At  present  there  was  no 
doubt  that  tho  scheme  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  could  bo  carried  out.  The  pre- 
sent value  of  money  was  such  that  he 
saw  no  difficulty  in  its  being  carried 
out  successfully.  At  the  same  time,  he 
did  not  think  that  tho  House  should 
sanction  the  scheme  if  it  felt  that  we 
were  living  in  a  time  when  money  was 
only  abnormally  cheap  for  tho  moment. 
On  the  contrary,  looking  forward  to  the 
future,  we  had  every  reason  for  expect- 
ing that  the  best  securities  woald  eom- 
mand  higher  prices  and  pay  less  interest. 

VOL.  OOOXXm.    [third  semes.] 


At  the  present  moment,  the  Stock  of  the 
London  and  North  -  Western  Railway 
was  at  a  price  which  paid  scarcely  3  per 
cent.  When  the  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childors)  was  before  the 
country,  matters  were,  indeed,  different ; 
the  rate  of  interest  obtained  on  such  se- 
cuiities  W818  then  3 J  or  4  per  cent ;  but 
during  the  last  four  years  a  great  change 
had  occurred.  And  why  had  the  pre- 
sent change  come  about  ?  Becauso  the 
communication  between  country  and 
country  had  tended  to  make  business 
to  be  carried  on  at  the  least  possible 
profit,  and  that  resulted  in  money  being 
lent  to  trade  at  the  smallest  possible  rate 
of  interest.  So  that,  whether  in  mer- 
cantile or  in  other  matters,  they  found 
that  there  were  very  few  people  or  coun- 
tries who  were  ready  to  borrow  money 
except  at  a  considerably  less  rate  of  in- 
terest than  they  could  do  a  few  years  ago. 
The  financial  condition  of  most  foreign 
countries,  and  also  of  our  Colonies,  had 
immensely  improved  ;  and  there  was  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  there  would  be 
sucli  a  change— unless  it  arose  from 
some  frightful  calamity — as  would  put 
either  the  Oolonios  or  foreign  countries 
back  so  that  they  would  have  to  borrow 
at  a  much  higher  rate  of  interest.  As  one 
who  had  been  connected  with  business, 
he  could  not  see  that  there  was  a  pros- 
pect of  seeing,  for  some  years  to  come, 
our  best  securities  very  materially  lower. 
Therefore,  he  felt  strongly  that  no  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  could  have 
neglocted  the  present  opportunity.  He 
felt  that  to  have  done  so  would  have 
been  an  error  on  the  part  of  the  finan- 
cial agent  of  this  great  country,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  be  called, 
representing  not  only  the  Government 
and  the  country,  but  also  representing 
those  who  were  now  stockholders,  and 
who  ought  to  be  considered  in  every 
possible  way.  The  hon.  Baronet  who 
proposed  this  Amendment  was  also  a 
man  of  business,  and  might  often  be  in 
a  position  in  which  he  would  have  to 
negotiate  loans  for  clients  and  otherwise; 
and  if  he  employed  an  agent  to  obtain 
a  loan,  and  afterwards  found  that  it 
could  have  been  obtained  at  i^  or  ]^ 
per  cent  less  interest,  the  hon.  Baronet 
would  probably  think  that  the  agent 
ought  to  have  raised  the  loan  at  tho 
cheapest  rate.  Then  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country  had  a  right  to  the  same  ad- 
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Tantage ;  and  if  they  found  a  great  rail- 
way obtaining  money  at  a  low  rate  of 
interest,  they  had  a  right  to  demand 
that  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
should  obtain  money  for  them  at  the 
same  rate  or  cheaper.  For  that  reason, 
he  rejoiced  that  the  scheme  had  been 
brought  forward.  He  regretted  to  hear 
an  hon.  Member  say  that  it  would  not 
effect  a  saving  to  the  taxpayers ;  but 
he  thought  that  it  would  effect  a  very 
material  saving.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  introduced  a  Con- 
version Scheme,  Mr.  Hume  expressed 
a  hope  **  that  they  would  also  hear  from 
the  Ohancellor  of  (ho  Exchequer  some 
scheme  for  the  reduction  of  taxation.'' 
If  that  result  followed  from  the  scheme 
they  were  now  discussing,  they  need  not 
be  afraid,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  had  sug- 
gested, that  the  Conservative  Party 
would  be  held  up  to  odium  in  the  coun- 
try. Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
be  equally  held  up  to  odium,  because 
they  had  tried  to  do  the  same  thing, 
although  it  was  not  their  good  fortune 
to  carry  their  scheme  through.  It  would 
be  a  great  piece  of  good  fortune  if  it 
were  carried  through  now,  and  he  re- 
joiced to  think  that  it  had  been  reserved 
for  one  who  had  been  early  connected 
with  the  City  of  London  to  bring  for- 
ward that  present  scheme  with  every 
chance  of  success;  and  although  some 
might  suffer  a  little  from  the  change 
proposed,  he  believed  that  in  the  future 
it  would  be  felt  that  this  Parliament 
had  done  a  great  work,  and  that  20,  30, 
or  40  years  hence  it  would  be  found  that 
it  had  led  to  great  and  very  satisfactory 
results 

Thk'cHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
that  on  the  whole  I  can  complain  of  the 
reception  which  the  plans  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  the  conversion  of  the 
National  Debt  have  met  with  from  the 
House.  I  have  now  to  allude  to  some 
general  remarks  that  have  been  made, 
and  to  some  particular  and  special  ques- 
tions that  have  been  raised ;  but  I 
should  like  first  to  make  this  preliminary 
observation.  I  am  glad  to  think,  from 
the  absence  of  comment  on  this  parti- 
cular point,  that  in  substance  the  terms 
that  are  offered  in  regard  to  the  number 
of  years  and  the  progressive  reduction 
from  2^  to  2^  per  cent  interest  have 
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commended  themselves  to  the  House 
and  the  country ;  because,  while  ob- 
jections have  been  taken  to  particular 
parts  of  the  scheme,  the  general  basis 
upon  which  it  rests  has  not  been  assailed 
in    the    speeches  to    which    we    have 
listened.     I    think  there  is   a  general 
agreement  in  the  House  that  it  was  tho 
duty  of  the  Government,  if  it  saw  its 
way  to  be  able  successfully  to  convert 
a  large  portion  of  the  National  Debt,  to 
act  and  take  that  conversion  in  hand. 
I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H    Fowler)  agrees  to  that 
proposition,    i .  is  agreed  to  generally 
by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ;  and 
I  may  say   that   the  public  generally 
are,  I  believe,  convinced  that  the  step  is 
one  which  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  take.     For  I  do  not  think 
that  there  are  many  who  will  agree  with 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  fbr  North 
Antrim  (Sir  Charles  Lewis),  who  moved 
the  Amendment,    however  painful  the 
position  of  many  annuitants  and  others 
may  be,  that  the  fact  that  £120,000,000 
of  the  Debt  is  held  by  persons  possess- 
ing Stock   below   £2,000    is    sufficient 
ground  for  our  not  proceeding  with  this 
scheme.     Painful  as  that  may  be,  the 
question  is  really  this — is  it  the  duty  of 
the  Government  of  this  country  to  con- 
tinue to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  interest 
than  that  at  which  it  can  borrow,  be- 
cause a  reduction  of  the  present  rate  of 
interest  would  fall  hardly  on  a  large 
class  of  smaller  fundholders  ?     Surely 
that  is  not  a  proposition  which  can  bo 
maintained  by  argument.    I  say  that  it 
would  be  better,  if  the  case  of  these 
persons  be   hard — and  no  doubt  it  is 
hard — to  supplement  their  incomes  out 
of  a  Vote  of  money  by  this  House — 
if  we  look  at  the  matter  simply  from 
a  charitable    point    of  view — than    to 
allow  the  present  state  of  things  to  con- 
tinue,  and  to  make  the   country  pay 
3  per  cent  when    it   can    borrow  at  a 
cheaper  rate  of  interest.     I  think  it  is 
very  likely  that  the  hon.  Baronet  really 
overstated  the  number  of  persons  who 
are  in  the  situation  that  he  described ; 
because  he   assumed  it    as  a   general 
fact  that  if   a   person  has   £2,000  in 
Consols,  that  is  his  chief  or  only  source 
of  income.     Now,  it  is  within  tho  per- 
sonal knowledge,  I   am  sure,   of  hon. 
Members  that  many  persons  who  have 
sums  below  £2,000  in  Consols  are  per- 
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sons  who  have  got  other  sources  of  in- 
come besides,  and  that  you  cannot  treat 
them  as  if  the  whole  or  a  large  propor- 
tion of  that  class  are  simply  dependent 
on  their  revenue  from  Consols.  But 
even  if  that  were  so,  I  fail  to  see  that  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  continue  to  pay  those  .  persons  a 
higher  rate  of  interest  than  is  necessary, 
because  it  might  be  hard  for  them  to 
forego  any  part  of  their  present  income. 
The  hon.  Baronet  said  it  was  a  general 
belief  of  society  that  the  Three  per  Gents 
were  inflexible,  and  that  they  never 
would  bo  dealt  with.  But  after  the 
previous  measures  of  conversion  which 
have  been  repeatedly  carried  out,  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  see  how  such  an  idea 
could  be  reasonably  entertained  ;  and  I 
do  not,  therefore,  think  that  I  need 
labour  that  point  or  press  it  any  further, 
except  to  say  that,  however  hard  may  be 
the  case  of  individuals,  I  do  not  think 
that  would  be  a  sufficient  justification  to 
arrest  us  in  the  course  that  we  have 
taken.  The  hon.  Baronet  alluded  to 
those  persons  who  have  invested  in  Gon- 
sols  through  the  Savings  Banks.  They 
will  still  receive  2J-  per  cent,  which  is  a 
higher  rate  of  interest  than  that  which 
is  paid  in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  that  if  they 
should  still  continue  to  invest  in  Govern- 
ment Stocks,  they  should  receive  a 
higher  interest  than  is  paid  by  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks.  I  may  add  that 
every  means  is  being  taken  to  circulate 
full  information  among  all  depositors  in 
Saving^  Banks  on  these  matters.  This 
loads  me  to  a  further  point — namely, 
the  question  of  celerity.  The  hon. 
Baronet  asked  why  they  should  act  in 
that  rapid  way.  Now  I  think  that  most 
hon.  Members  will  agree  that  if  this 
matter  is  to  be  dealt  with  at  all  it  must 
bo  dealt  with  rapidly,  and  that  out  of 
regard  for  all  the  great  interests  con- 
cerned. As  I  have  said,  every  step  will 
be  taken  to  circulate  all  possible  informa- 
tion, and  every  opportunity  will  be  given 
to  persons  to  ascertain  precisely  what  is 
going  on ;  but  in  a  large  operation  of 
this  kind  it  would  be  most  detrimental 
to  the  credit  of  the  country,  and  lead  to 
fluctuations  in  all  kinds  of  securities,  if 
it  should  be  kept  long  hanging  over 
people's  heads.  It  is  unfortunate,  but 
it  always  happens  at  any  time  of  doubt, 
that  there  is  a  great  deal  of  speculation; 
and  the  sooner  Consols  can  settle  down 


again  and  people  can  know  precisely 
what  they  are,  the  better  it  will  be  for 
all  parties.  I  can  assure  the  hon. 
Baronet,  in  regard  to  applications  to  the 
Gourt  of  Ghancery,  that  arrangements 
will  be  made  to  relieve  persons  from  the 
difficulty  which  he  pointed  out — namely, 
that  they  will  have  to  apply  to  the  Gourt 
of  Ghancery  before  April  12,  and  also 
in  respect  to  costs.  To-morrow  morning 
there  will  be  on  the  Paper,  and  placed 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members,  a  certain 
number  of  Amendments  dealing  with 
these  subjects.  The  large  correspond- 
ence I  have  had  and  the  suggestions 
which  have  been  made  to  me  by  many 
hon.  Members  have  put  me  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  some  further  proposals  for 
meeting  what  I  may  call  the  legal  and 
technical  difficulties  of  the  case.  As  to 
annuitants,  there  will  be  a  clause  giving 
power  to  trustees  to  sell  Gonsols  and  to 
invest  in  what  are  called  Ghancery  secu- 
rities ;  and  ample  power  will  be  given 
to  the  Lord  Ghancellor  to  deal  with  the 
difficulties  that  arise  in  these  cases.  A 
question  was  put  to  me  as  regards  the 
number  of  Trustees.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  London  University  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  asked  whether  the  assent 
of  all  the  Trustees  would  be  necessary  ? 
There  will  be  a  clause  providing  that  a 
majority  of  the  trustees  may  signify 
their  assent  or  dissent,  as  the  case  may 
be.  I  will  now  address  myself  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton,  who 
has  frequently  addressed  us  on  this  side 
in  a  somewhat  threatening  tone.  But 
I  trust  I  shall  give  no  offence  to  him 
when  I  say  that  it  is  more  in  man- 
ner than  intention.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  called  me  rather  severely  to 
account  both  in  his  direct  statement  and 
more  frequently  by  innuendo.  1  will 
give  him  a  full  explanation  with  regard 
to  the  Local  Loans  Stock.  I  will  frankly 
admit  to  him  that  I  looked,  to  a  certain 
extent,  to  this  Local  Loans  Stock  as 
giving  a  kind  of  test  as  to  what  securi- 
ties might  be  worth  in  the  Market.  He 
will  remember  the  real  reason  why  the 
Stock  was  created.  I  believe  it  was  a 
reason  which  commended  itself  to  his 
judgment.  It  was  to  establish  a  Local 
Loan  Fund  which  should  be  separate 
and  different  from  the  general  indebted- 
ness of  the  country.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggested  that  in  January  I 
was  prepared  to  deal  with  the  conver- 
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8ion  of  the  National  Debt,  and  to  create 
Two-and-Three-Quarters  per  Cent  and 
Two-and-a-Half  per  Cent  Stocks.  I  may 
say  that  I  had  come  to  no  such  conclu- 
sion in  January,  and  I  had  not  at  that 
time  a  sufficient  indication  as  to  whether 
the  operation  was  feasible  or  not.  The 
House  will  remember  that  the  Local 
Loans  Stock  was  substituted  for  an 
equivalent  amount  of  Three  per  Cent 
Stocks  and  for  an  open  debt  of 
about  £10,000,000  due  to  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Commissioners ;  and  the 
£30,000,000  or  £33,000,000  —  the 
amount  lies  between  the  two— was  put 
in  the  hands  of  the  Trustees  for  the 
Sayings  Banks  and  the  Post  Office 
SavingsBanks  in  lieu  of  the  £37,000,000 
which  they  held  otherwise.  That  Stock 
was  held  by  them  in  substitution  of  the 
Stock  that  was  cancelled.  The  National 
Debt  Commissioners  held  the  Local 
Loans  Stock  for  these  two  funds, 
which  were  under  their  control.  The 
position  was  this — among  their  invest- 
ments they  held  £37,000,000  of  this 
new  Stock,  rightly  described  as  run- 
ning for  25  years  at  3  per  cent.  Now, 
what  was  the  value  of  that  Stock  ?  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
sufficiently  just  to  say  that  past  opera- 
tions must  not  be  looked  at  entirely  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  price  at  present, 
when  conversion  is  within  sight.  No 
ex  post  facto  judgment  would  be  entirely 
fair  in  such  a  condition  of  things.  In 
the  beginning  I  always  thought  that 
the  creation  of  this  Stock  would  be 
a  valuable  indication  of  the  Market. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  at  the  com- 
mencement—not because  it  was  not  a 
valuable  Stock,  but  because  it  was  a 
small  Stock — the  great  operators  of  the 
Market  did  not  look  upon  it  with  any 
favour.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speaks  as  if  the  only  test  of  the  value 
of  the  Stock  was  the  rate  of  interest  at 
which  it  operates.  That  is  entirely  a 
mistake.  It  is  the  ready  convertibility 
of  the  Stock  which  gives  it  in  the  Mar- 
ket a  very  great  advantage,  and  many 
persons  would  prefer  a  Three  per  Cent 
Stock  which  was  thoroughly  current  in 
the  Market,  but  liable  to  conversion,  to 
a  Three  per  Cent  Stock  of  a  new  charac- 
ter with  which  they  were  not  familiarly 
acquainted.  The  consequence  was  that 
in  the  beginning  there  was  a  reluctance 
on  the  part  of  the  Money  Market  to 
look  with  favour  at  the  Stock.     A  high 
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financial  authority  stated  at  the  time 
that  he  did  not  believe  he  would  be 
able  to  plaoe  £2,000,000  of  this  Stock. 
It  was  a  somewhat  serious  matter  to 
have  £37,000,000  of  Stock  in  the  hands 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
which  was  not  marketable  and  not 
rapidly  saleable,  and  therefore  the  great 
object  was  to  diminish  the  amount  of 
the  Stock.  A  good  deal  has  been  said 
of  the  fact  that  it  exchanged  Stock  for 
Stock;  but  at  the  time  it  was  con- 
sidered that  Consols  were  better  than 
this  new  Stock,  and  some  institutions  of 
very  high  standing  refused  to  exchange 
Stock  for  Stock.  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  took  a  dilTorent  view  of 
the  matter.  They  saw  that  the  Stock 
guaranteed  for  25  years  answered  their 
purpose  admirably,  and  they  were  con- 
tent to  make  an  exchange  Stock  for 
Stock  ;  and — looking  to  the  fact  that  I 
was  contemplating  conversion — it  was  a 
great  object,  which  I  secured,  to  get  by 
degrees  the  Stock  into  the  hands  of  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners.  An- 
other transaction  was  made  with  the 
Bank  of  England,  Stock  for  Stock,  but 
not  without  difficulty;  and  as  soon  as 
persons  heard  that  others  had  taken  the 
Stock,  then  they  suddenly  began  to 
grumble  and  say  that  they  had  not  a 
chance  of  doing  so.  As  soon  as  I  under- 
stood that  there  was  a  desire  for  the 
Stock,  I  immediately  gave  instructions 
that  it  should  be  sold,  and  that  tlie 
market  value  should  be  taken.  Con- 
siderable transactions  took  place,  not  in 
very  large  amounts ;  but  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government  broker  to  dis- 
tribute the  Stock  among  as  many  persons 
as  possible,  so  that  the  public  might 
become  familiar  with  it.  Considerable 
transactions  took  place,  and  when  the 
Stock  reached  a  good  price  I  oflfered 
£10,000,000  of  it  by  tender.  The 
price  was  not  so  high  as  might  have 
been  anticipated.  Why  was  this?  It 
was  not  on  account  of  the  value  of 
the  Stock  itself,  but  partly  because 
people  would  not  believe  that  conver- 
sion was  possible.  That  vitiates  the 
test  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
applied,  because  the  real  market 
value  could  not  be  ascertained  until 
it  was  certain  that  conversion  would 
come.  Consols  were  not  at  their  proper 
position,  and  the  value  gave  no 
indication,  and  the  Local  Loans  Stock 
did  not  give  sufficient  indication,  either 
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because  the  bankers  and  the  Market 
generally  were  against  it,  and  it  was  a 
small  Stock  which  could  not  compare 
with  Consols.  I  trust  that  neither  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  nor  the  House 
will  make  an  ex  post  facto  judgment  of 
this  matter,  nor  hold  that  either  the 
Stock  has  been  thrown  away  or  that  it 
has  been  improperly  dealt  with.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  what  has 
become  of  the  remainder.  The  re- 
mainder, some  £18,000,000,  is  held  by 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners,  and 
upon  that  they  will  be  able  to  realize 
the  full  benefit  of  the  high  price  at 
which  the  Stock  now  stands.  Then  I 
come  to  the  side-light  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  upon  the  present  operation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  show 
us  what  that  light  was.  lie  applied  it ; 
but  he  was  so  intent  upon  dwelling  upon 
the  way  in  which  the  Local  Loans  Stock 
was  treated,  that  he  did  not  draw  his 
moral,  and  say  that  the  price  was  too 
high  or  too  low  for  conversion.  I  do 
not  think  that  I  have  gone  wrong  in 
fixing  the  price  at  which  the  conversion 
now  takes  place.  In  an  extremely 
difficult  matter  like  this,  it  is  very  hard 
to  say  whether  the  terms  are  too  high 
or  too  low ;  but  I  venture  to  think  that 
no  general  attack  has  been  made  upon 
the  terms.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
raised  another  point  with  regard  to 
agency  commission,  and  he  put  it — I 
hope  I  am  not  using  too  strong  a  phrase 
— somewhat  offensively  when  he  said 
that  the  agency  commission  was  a  bribe 
offered  to  bankers  in  order  to  induce 
them  to  advise  their  clients  in  favour  of 
the  conversion.  One  or  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers, have  already  exposed  the  unfair- 
ness of  such  a  contention.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely  wrong 
when  he  says  all  the  banks  are  with  me. 
I  can  assure  him  that  four  of  the  most 
influential  banks  in  London  have  been 
those  most  opposed  to  the  conversion 
scheme  which  I  have  in  hand.  These 
banks  deal  very  largely  in  Consols,  and 
one  of  them  is  likely  to  lose  £10,000 
a-year,  which  will  afterwards  be£20,000 
a-year  by  the  scheme.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  commission  will  be  such  as  will 
in  the  slightest  degree  or  in  any  degree 
mitigate  that  loss.  I  am  extremely 
anxious  that  this  matter  should  be  pro- 
perly understood.  I  have  heard  of  one 
bank  in  London  where  they  have  had 
to  take  on  20  additional  clerks  to  deal 


with  the  work  arising  out  of  the  conver- 
sion, and  that  the  cost  in  labour  and 
correspondence  will  absorb  tho  com- 
mission. But  we  have  not  to  deal  with 
bankers ;  those  whom  we  have  mainly 
to  do  with  are  the  stockholders ;  and 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether 
the  stockholder  ought  not  to  get  the 
commission  of  \s.  6d.  himself.  If  he 
were,  he  would  have  to  pay,  not  that 
sum,  but  possibly  a  higher  amount  to 
the  broker  or  bankor  to  convert  it  into 
Consols ;  and  the  object  of  this  com- 
mission is  to  give  the  conversion  clear 
of  any  cost  to  all  the  small  fundholders 
and  all  tho  others  as  well.  A  question 
was  asked  as  to  the  position  of  the 
solicitor  whose  client,  a  fundholder, 
writes  to  him,  and  asks  him  for  advice. 
As  he  would  be  entitled  to  receive  this 
commission,  he  will  give  this  advice 
gratis  ;  and,  far  from  admitting  the 
way  in  which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
has  put  it,  this  is  practically  limiting 
the  expense  that  will  be  put  upon  the 
stockholders,  for  it  is  very  possible  the 
stockholders  would  have  to  pay  a 
higher  commission  and  brokerage  if 
this  limit  were  not  inserted  in  the  Bill. 
It  is,  perhaps,  too  much  to  expect  that 
the  brokers,  or  the  solicitors,  or  tho 
bankers  would  act  gratis  for  their 
numerous  clients;  and  I  do  not  think 
that,  out  of  goodwill  to  tho  Govern- 
ment, they  would  forego  all  commissions 
or  agency  expenses  upon  theso  trans- 
actions. The  amount,  no  doubt,  is  large 
when  it  is  added  up  ;  but  then  the  trans- 
action altogether,  of  course,  is  upon  a 
very  large  scale.  I  should  be  quite 
prepared  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  argument  with  regard  to  this 
matter ;  but  I  regret  the  tone  he  took 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  wished  to 
put  it  before  the  House,  as  if  the  great 
banking  establishments  were  to  be 
bribed  to  give  judicious  advice  to  their 
clients  by  this  small  commission  upon 
their  Stocks.  Well,  then,  I  have  re- 
plied to  one  or  two  points. 

Mr.  HENKY  H.  FOWLEE:  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refer  to  the 
precedent  which  he  promised  to  men- 
tion ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  re- 
membered the  precedent  in  which  there 
was  paid  a  commission,  not  of  it,  6d., 
but  of  £2  10*. 

An  hon«  Member  :  Who  by  ? 
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Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  In  the  caso  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  ask  me  whether 
they  were  good  or  bad  precedents,  but 
he  said  it  had  never  been  done. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  :  I  said 
there  was  no  precedent  of  the  English 
GovernmeDt  offering  a  financial  agent 
a  commission  to  advise  his  clients  to 
accept  terms  offered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. That  was  a  question  of  the 
purchase  of  shares  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment paid  a  brokerage  of  enormous 
amount. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  now  placed  two  parts  of 
his  argument  together.  He  was  pro- 
perly answered  by  another  hon.  Member, 
who  showed  the  enormous  difference 
between  the  secret  commission  of  which 
he  spoke  and  the  open  agency  commis- 
sion which  is  embodied  in  the  Bill.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  though  he 
spoke  of  this  being  a  commission  to 
advise,  as  he  says,  where  does  he  find 
that  it  is  a  commission  to  advise  ? 

Mb.  henry H.  FOWLER:  Because 
it  is  not  paid  unless  the  advice  is  suc- 
cessful. Unless  the  client  accepts  the 
conversion  the  advice  will  not  be  paid 
for. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Well,  I  must  say 
that  is  an  unworthy  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Of  course,  he 
reminds  me  that  a  great  deal  of  advice 
may  be  given  without  being  successful 
at  all;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says — and  there  he  must  be  in  error — 
the  agents  are  paid  in  order  to  advise. 
Now,  can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stand  by  that  ?  He  must  know  that  that 
is  not  the  reason  why  they  are  paid ; 
they  are  paid  because  of  the  large 
trouble  involved,  and  unless  this  trouble 
is  paid  for  as  wo  suggest  the  cost  in  a 
largo  number  of  cases  will  fall  on  the 
stockholders  themselves.  I  do  not  regret 
beiug  met  fairly  in  argument ;  but  I  do 
regret  the  aspersions  conveyed  in  the 
speech  and  in  the  explanations  of  the 
right  hon.  QentlomaD.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  would  be  no 
relief  to  the  taxpayer.  Upon  that  point, 
too,  ho  has  been  answered.  Whatever 
happens,  it  is  a  relief  to  the  taxpayer. 
Whether  the  whole  of  this  money  saved 
by  this  scheme  is  applied  to  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  National  Debt,  or  whether  a 
portion  only  of  it  is  applied,  whether 
the  money  is  divided  between  relief  to 


the  immediate  taxpayers  and  the  pay- 
ment of  the  National  Debt,  or  whatever 
takes  place,  it  is  clearly  a  relief  to  those 
whose  financial  interests  are  concerned. 
It  is  a  relief  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try, and  it  really  seems  to  me  as  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   threw  out  that 
remark  in  order  to  remove  any  impression 
of  the  value  of  this  operation.     He  said, 
in  effect,  to  the  taxpayers — "You  will  not 
be  the  gainers  by  it.     The  scheme  is  not 
worthy  of  consideration  by  the  public  at 
large,  because  it  will  not  assist  the  tax- 
payers of  the  Kingdom."     I  am  bound 
to  say  I  did  not  find  that  encouragement 
to  the  general  plan  of  the  Government 
which  was  accorded  to  it  so  fully  and 
generously  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  at  an  earlier  stage  of  these 
proceedings.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
further  asked,  What  are  you  going  to  do 
with   the  Bank   of  England  and    the 
£13,000,000?    Well,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  speak  of  a  threatening  measure. 
It  is  perfectly  clear  that  the  Bank  of 
England  cannot  continue  to   receive  3 
per  cent  interest  upon  her  debt  when  the 
credit  of  the  country  is  put  down  from  3 
to  2}  per  cent.    It  will  clearly  be  neces- 
sary to  make  fresh  arrangements,  and 
the  Bank  is  perfectly  aware  that  it  will 
be  necessary  so  to  do.  And  that  reminds 
me  to  say  that  the  value  of  this  measure 
doo3   not   consist  only   in  the  amount 
actually  saved.       If   the  credit  of  tho 
country  once  settles  down  at  22  instead 
of  3   per  cent,    whenever  we   may  be 
called  upon  to  borrow,  whatever  opera- 
tions may  be  necessary,  we  shall  havo 
the  full  advantage  of  the  fall,  and  it  is 
that  consideration  which   makes  it  to 
such  a  degree  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  proceed  with  this  matter.      A 
question  was  raised  as  to  whether  tbo 
5«.  bonus  should  be  treated  as  capital 
or  as  income.  I  think  a  very  good  argu- 
ment may  be  made  as  to  whether  it 
ought  to  bo  treated  as  capital  or  income. 
I  have  well  weighed  this  matter,  and, 
on  the  whole,  I  am  inclined  to  think, 
personally,  that  it  is  rather  capital  than 
incomo ;  but  the  inconvenience  of  invest- 
ing 58. f  or  10«.,  or  15«.  is  so  great  that 
Trustees  would  be  in  a  very  disagreeable 
position  if  they  were  directed  to  treat  the 
bonus   as  capital;  and   so,  in  order  to 
facilitate  transactions  of  this  character, 
Trustees  may  treat  it  as  income  if  they 
think  fit.    I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton will  use  his  great  authority  to 
persuade  those  who  would  spend  this 
money  in  an  injudicious  manner  to  add 
it  to  their  capital,  because  they  will  be 
fully  at  liberty  to  take  that  course.  In 
conclusion,  I  must  apologize  if  I  have 
not  touched  on  various  points,  some  of 
them  of  a  legal  character.  I  can  assure 
the  House  every  possible  attention  will 
be  paid  so  as  to  make  this  measure  work 
smoothly  and  remove  those  difficulties 
from  which  it  is  not  free,  and  from 
which  no  conversion  of  the  Public  Debt 
can  possibly  be  free. 

Mb.  OfllLDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
shall  not  detain  the  House  more  than 
a  few  minutes,  but  I  am  anxious  to 
follow  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen) 
at  once.  I  wish  to  say  that  the  scheme 
which  he  has  proposed  should,  in 
my  opinion,  be  pronounced,  on  the 
whole,  to  be  a  good  one,  and  that  no 
consideration  of  what  happened  three  or 
four  years  ago — when  it  fell  to  my  lot 
to  carry  through  a  Bill  for  the  conver- 
sion of  the  National  Debt  which  was 
not  as  successful  as  I  hope  his  will  be — 
will  have  the  smallest  influence  upon 
my  mind  in  discussing  this.  I  must,  in 
the  first  instance,  refer  to  some  words 
which  fell  from  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  as  to  the  treatment  which  the 
scheme  of  1884  received  from  certain 
bankers,  as  compared  with  that  which 
the  present  scheme  has  received.  What 
I  wish  to  remind  the  House  of  is  that  in 
1884,  when  many  of  their  customers  ap- 
plied to  certain  bankersforadviee  whether 
they  should  accept  the  plan  of  that  year, 
they  were  told — **  No;  you  will  get  better 
terms."  I  am  receiving  many  letters  from 
2)ersons  repeating  to  me  how  hard  their 
case  is ;  that  when  they  applied  to  know 
whether  they  should  accept  the  scheme 
of  1884  they  were  told  they  would  get 
better  terms ;  whereas  now,  when  the 
terms  offered  by  the  Government  are  no 
less  than  6^  or  7  per  cent  worse,  the 
same  persons  are  told  by  their  bankers 
that  they  had  better  aocept  the  terms. 
To  this  I  have  simply  replied  that 
bankers  are  not  infallible.  I  hope  in 
that  way  I  have  done  no  harm  to  them 
and  no  harm  to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  do  not  agree  with  the  view  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Antrim 
(Sir  Charles  Lewis),  who  opened  this 
debate.    We  ought,  I  admit;  to  be  as 


tender    as   possible    to   small  holders, 
taking  care  that  they  have  sufficiently 
good  notice  and  not  put  to  any  dis- 
advantage.    But,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  said, 
our  duty  is  primarily  to  the  taxpayers. 
It  is  our  business  to  see  that  the  country 
does  not  pay  more  interest  to  its  creditors 
than  the  state  of  the  Money  Market  re- 
quires ;  and  if,  therefore,  such  a  scheme 
can  be  carried  through  with  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Money  Market,  it  is  our  busi- 
ness to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  all  the 
assistance  in  our  power.     I  hope  he 
will  be  able  to  carry  the  scheme  through. 
Beyond  these  general  remarks  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words.     In  the  first 
place,   I  observe   that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  been  asked  to  adopt  some 
measures  under  which  persons  who  now 
hold    Consols   and    other   Government 
Stocks  under  settlements  should  have 
these  powers  enlarged,  so  that  they  may 
invest  in  Railway  Debentures,  Corpora- 
tion Stocks,  or  Colonial  Loans.     But  I 
hope  he  will  resist  this,  and,  at  the  out- 
side, only  sanction  investments  in  what 
are    called    Chancery    Funds.      [Mr. 
GoscHEN  assented.]    I  am  glad  to  see 
that  he  agrees  with  me.     Again,  as  to 
the  recent  issue  of  Local  Loans  Stock, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  told  us  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  that  in  January, 
although  he  did  not  know  the  details 
of  the  plan  he  would  bring  forward  in 
March,  still,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did 
then   contemplate    conversion,    so   that 
when  he  issued  his  Local  Loans  Stock 
he  must  have  had  conversion  in  view. 
What  I  wish  to  ask  him  is  why,  under 
these  circumstances,  ho  did  not,  as  was 
suggested   here,   strengthen   the  Two- 
and-a-Half  per  Cents?     At  any  rate, 
would  he  not  have  done  better  to  post- 
pone the  issue  of  the  Local  Loans  Stock 
until  after  the  contemplated  conversion? 
I  think  he  ought  to  give  us  his  reasons 
for  having  omitted  to  do  what  would 
have  saved  a  considerable  amount  of 
money — namely,  held  his  hands  for  six 
weeks,  and  then,  after  laying  his  conver- 
sion scheme  before  the  country,  manipu- 
lated— using  the  word  in  its  correct  sense 
— the  Local  Loans  Stock.    Again,  as  to 
the  commission  of  1«.  6(/.  per  cent,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  said  that  there  was  a 
precedent  in  the  Suez  Canal  commission 
paid  to  Messrs.  Eothschiid. 
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Mr.  GOSCHEN  ;  It  had  been  said 
that  thore  was  no  example  of  a  commis- 
sion. I  merely  dissented  from  that  par- 
ticular proposition.  There  is  absolutely 
no  parallel  whatever. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Why,  then,  did 
he  interject  the  remark  ?  Surely,  the 
Suez  Canal  transaction  was,  in  his  own 
opinion,  pessimi  exempli.  But  my  right 
hon.  Friend  argued  that  it  was  an  object 
to  obtain  the  goodwill  of  the  bankers. 

Mr.  QOSOHEN  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing about  obtaining  the  goodwill  of 
the  bankers.  1  said  they  were  put  to 
actual  expenses  for  their  clients,  and 
that  unless  they  were  paid  in  the  way 
suggested  in  t)io  Bill  they  would  charge 
it  to  their  clients. 

Mr.  CHILDEES:  Surely  it  is  obvious 
that  the  bankers  will  not  receive  this 
commission  unless  they  give  advice  in 
one  direction.  If  they  give  advice  not 
to  accept  the  Government's  offer,  of 
course  they  will  receive  nothing.  In 
each  case  they  will  have  correspondence 
and  trouble.  Finally,  I  should  like  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  say  whether  he 
proposes  to  alter  the  total  sum  applied 
to  the  interest  and  redemption  of  the 
National  Debt  ?  If  not— and  I  hope  he 
will  leave  tlie  present  arrangement  un- 
touched—  something  will  be  done  to 
counteract  the  mischievous  reduction  of 
last  year  in  the  amount  of  the  Sinking 
Fund,  as  the  new  Sinking  Fund  will 
gain  by  whatever  is  saved  in  interest. 
In  conclusion,  I  have  only  to  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  have  no 
desire  to  criticize  his  proposals  in  any 
spirit  of  hostility.  On  the  contrary,  I 
think  them,  on  the  whole,  very  wise 
and  judicious  proposals,  and  if  he  will 
kindly  explain  the  points  to  which  I 
have  referred  I  shall  be  satisfied. 

Mk.  GOSCllEN  :  With  regard  to  the 
Local  Loans  Stock,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  it  would  have  been  an 
advantageous  arrangement  to  wait  to 
the  present  moment,  but  then  he  forgets 
that  since  the  time  that  the  first  arrange- 
ment was  made  a  conversion  scheme  has 
become  possible,  and  by  no  possible 
foresight  could  I  bo  able  to  judge  of 
the  efl'ects  so  long  in  advance.  I  was 
anxious  to  strengthen  the  position  of 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners,  and, 
before  the  conversion  came  on,  to  with- 
draw a  certain  amount  of  Stock  from  the 
Market,  so  as  to  have  in  my  possession 
saleable  Stocks  available  for  any  emer- 


gency, instead  of  unsaleable  Stocks, 
as  was  the  case  then.  As  regards  the 
second  point,  he  asks  why  I  did  not  take 
Twoand-a-Half  and  Two-and-Three- 
Quarter  Stock.  I  consider  that  I  havo 
been  better  advised  in  following  the 
course  I  have  adopted  rather  than  that 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  desirable  to  see  the  difference  in 
the  interval  between  the  different  Stocks, 
and  some  time  was  required  to  make 
that  out ;  but  at  the  present  moment  I 
consider  that  the  power  is  established  to 
a  certain  extent.  But  the  argument  in- 
volved in  this  question  is  a  larger  one 
than  I  can  venture  upon.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  me  what  is  to  be- 
come of  savings.  I  prefer  not  to  answer 
that  question  until  I  know  what  the 
saving  is.  It  is  well  not  to  count  your 
chickens  before  they  are  hatched.  I 
would  rather,  therefore,  with  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  not  make  a  premature  state- 
ment. As  to  the  third  question,  relating 
to  the  Bank  of  England,  I  am  quito 
aware  of  the  situation  in  which  tho 
matter  is  left.  The  relations  between 
the  State  and  the  Bank  of  England  will 
have  to  be  re-adjusted.  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  very  much  for  tho 
courtesy  and  friendliness  with  which  he 
has  spoken.  I  hope  we  may  get  the 
second  reading  to-day,  as  in  the  Com- 
mittee there  will  be  ample  opportunities 
for  discussing  the  more  technical  points 
of  the  question. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  should  like  to  make  a 
few  remarks  before  the  Bill  was  read 
a  second  time.  He  was  not  at  all  sur- 
prised that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  given  any  explanation 
of  what  he  was  going  to  do  with  tho 
advantage  which  resulted  from  this 
operation.  Twelve  months  was  a  long 
time  to  look  forward  to;  but  he  must 
express  the  hope  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  use  the  advantage 
so  gained  to  diminish  or  take  away 
from  the  amount  in  reduction  of  tho 
National  Debt.  He  thought  that  every 
year  required  more  and  more  the  main- 
tenance of  Sir  Stafford  Northcote's  maxi- 
mum, and  that  they  should  not  alter  the 
amount  that  went  in  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
followed  the  precedents  that  were  appli- 
cable to  this  operation,  and  he  congratu- 
lated him  and  the  country  on  the  pros- 
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pect  of  complete  success.   The  difficulty 
bad  always  been  in  respect  of  Consols 
where  12  months' notice  had  prevented 
the  action  of  previous  Chancellors  of 
the  Exchequer.      It  was  asked  why  the 
scheme  of  his  right   hon.  Friend  the 
Member    for    South   Edinburgh    (Mr. 
Childers)  was  not  successful  when  it  was 
brought  forward  four  years  ago,  and  why 
the  Local  Loan  in  the  month  of  January 
did  not  secure  better  terms.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh had  replied  to  inquiries  made  of 
him,  that  bankers  were  not  infallible. 
The  same  view  had  been  expressed  in  a 
coarser  way  in  tho  expression — **  There 
are  no  such  fools  as  the  Three  per  Cents." 
That  proverb   had  been  verified  four 
years  ago,  and  he  might  say  also  by  the 
conduct  of  those  who  had  declined  to 
take  the  Local  Loan  Fund.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  offered  5«.  as  a  bonus 
if  holders  would  accept  conversion.  But 
what  did  that  amount  to  ?  He  presumed 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  Debt  or  Con- 
version till  next  year.     He  must  wait 
12  months  before  he  could   affect  the 
holders  of  Consols ;  and  if  they  did  not 
accept  conversion  they  received  3  per 
cent,  so  that  there  was  no  advantage  in 
that  /i«.  bonus.     Here  came  in,  then,  the 
part  of  the  scheme  which  he  confessed 
he    did    not  much    like— namely,    the 
1«.   6</.  payable  to  bankers.     He  hap- 
pened to  be  a  Trustee,  and  when  the 
scheme  of    1834   was  brought  in    tho 
bankers  left  him  alone;  but  now  he  had 
already  been  served  by  a  friendly  banker 
— one  of  tlie  first  in  the  City — with  a 
notice  which  was  awaiting  his  signature. 
It  was  a  singular  circumstance  that  the 
bank  sent  round  these  circulars,  whereas 
they  did  nothing  four  years  ago. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  The  matter  is  so 
important  that  I  must  interrupt  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  cannot  accept  the  proposi- 
tion that  I  should  have  to  wait  another 
year.  If  the  conversion  is  perfectly 
successful,  there  will  be  nothing  to 
hinder  Parliament  from  immediately 
giving  notice  to  the  other  two  classes. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  his  object  in 
rising  was  not  simply  to  show  the  posi- 
tion of  the  holders  of  Consols  and 
Heduced,  but  to  bring  out  the  position 
of  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer. 
Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  had 
usually  held  that  they  were  blocked 


by  the  immense  masses  of  the  Consols. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian,  in  his  great  Budget  Speech 
of  1853,  referred  to  this  great  mass  of 
Consols,  which  was  greater  then  than 
now.  It  had  been  held  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  could  not  attack 
that  great  amount ;  he  could  not  attack 
it  in  the  total,  but  he  could  do  so  in 
detail.  Notices  need  not  attach  to  the 
whole,  but  coidd  be  applied  to  part  in 
sums  of  not  less  than  £500,000.  Sup- 
posing that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
felt  himself  courageous  enough  to  give 
notice  that  he  would  pay  off  £20,000,000 
if  the  holders  did  not  come  in  ;  when 
tho  books  were  closed,  it  would  be  easy 
to  arrange  the  whole  amount  of  Consols 
in  groups  of  £20,000,000,  and  to  draw 
lots  for  the  amounts  to  be  paid  off. 
There  would  be  no  need  of  special  notice 
if  the  bonds  were  to  bo  paid  off  in  that 
way,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  able  to  secure  the 
redemption  on  as  good  terms  as  he  now 
secured  the  reduction  of  the  other 
Stock. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  of  tho  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  could  inform  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  what  would  be  tho 
effect  of  the  scheme  on  the  fund  of  a 
million  and  one- third  appropriated  for 
the  pensions  of  national  school  teachers. 
He  had  used  his  best  endeavours  to 
ascertain  how  that  fund  would  bo 
affected,  but  had  been  unable  to  gather 
any  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Perhaps  tho  hon. 
Member  will  be  good  enough  to  put  the 
Question  to  me  on  another  day,  between 
which  and  the  present  time  I  will  havo 
the  matter  thoroughly  examined. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  if  any  other  Business  than  tho 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  would  bo 
taken  on  Tuesday  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  tiie  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  no  Business 
of  a  contentious  character  would  bo 
taken. 
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a  custodian  of  some  of  tho  funds,  but 
he  was  actually  one  of  the  highest 
officials  of  the  organication.  He  was 
Chairman  of  the  Qeneral  Purposes  Com- 
mittee,  and  on  the  Finance  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  admitted 
that  tlus  was  so.  He  was  asked,  further, 
whether  that  brought  him  within  the 
departmental  rule  against  being  a  mem- 
ber of  any  political  organization,  and 
his  answer  was  that  he  was  trustee  of 
some  of  the  funds  of  the  Primrose 
League,  and  as  such  he  was  ex- officio 
member  of  the  Committee,  but  that  he 
had  abstained  from  taking  any  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  League  which 
would  lead  to  an  infringement  of  the 
rule  laid  down  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  for  its  officers — namely,  that 
they  were  to  abstain  from  taking  any 
part  in  or  speaking  at  any  political 
meeting.  They  had  the  further  state- 
ment that  Sir  Alfred  Slade  was  acting 
within  his  rights  in  belonging  to  a 
political  organization,  provided  only  that 
he  did  not  take  part  in  or  speak  at  any 
political  meeting.  Now,  he  proceeded 
to  put  a  further  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  to  whether  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  were  at  liberty 
to  belong  to  any  political  organization  ? 

It  being  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of  tho 
clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till 
this  day. 


SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Besolutions  [15th  March]  reported. 

First  and  Second  Eesolutionsayr^^i^o. 

(3.)  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,614,903, 
1)0  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charge  for  the  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1889.V 

Eesolution  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Besolution." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  before  the  Resolution 
was  put,  he  should  like  to  make  some 
remarks  on  a  matter  which  had  been 
the  subject  of  several  Questions  put  by 
him  to  the  Leader  of  the  House.     He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  answers  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  appeared 
to  him  to  be  evasive  and  contradictory, 
and  if  his  treatment  of  the  Civil  Service 
was  in  correspondence  with  those  an- 
swers it  was  perfectly  impossible  that 
the  members  of  it  eould  have  any  con- 
fidence in  the  administration.    He  asked 
whether  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue 
had  last  year  addressed  to   the    civil 
servants  a  letter  containing  these  words—- 
**  You  cannot  be  permitted  to  lecture  on, 
or  publicly  speak  on,  or  take  any  public 
part  in  the  discussion  on  Home  Rule ; '' 
and  whether  Sir  Alfred  Slade  was  at 
that  time  a  prominent  member  of  the 
Primrose  League  ?    He  wished  to  dis- 
claim any  intention  of  making  a  personal 
attack  on  Sir  Alfred  Slade,  and  he  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  admit  that  he  was 
a  man  of  high  character  and  a  valuable 
public  servant.     The  reply  of  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  was  that    tho    words 
quoted  were  used  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue,  and  that  they  expressed  the 
rule  which  obtained  throughout  the  Civil 
Service   with  regard  to  all   shades  of 
politics;  he  admitted  that  Sir  Alfred  Slade 
was  trustee  for  a  certain  portion  of  the 
funds  of  the  Primroso  League ;  but  as 
such  he  considered  that  he  could  not  be 
regarded  as  a  prominent  member  of  the 
League.     Now  there  was  in  that  answer 
the  statement  made,  at  any  rate  by  im- 
plication, that  Sir  Alfred  Slado  was  not 
a  prominent  member  of  the  Primrose 
League.     But  what  was  the  fact  ?    As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
admitted  Sir  Alfred  Slade,  the  Receiver 
General  of  Inland  Revenue,  was  not  only 


The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its    Silting   at 
Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAY, 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  road. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  not  leave  tho 
Chair." 

EGYPT-TIIE  JUDGE  ADVOCATE 
GENERAL—RESOLUTION. 

Mn.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.),  in  rising  to  move  the  following 
Resolution : — 

*'  That  this  House  disapproves  the  acceptance 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  holding  the  Office 
of  Judge  Advocate  General,  of  the  duties  of 
professional  advocate  to  tho  ex-Khedive  Ismail 
in  the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against  tho 
Egyptian  Government  as  contrary  to  Constitu- 
tional usage  and  precedent,  as  liable  to  serious 
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27th  chapter  of  Clode's  Military  Forces  of 
the  Crown,  the  standard  authority  on  the 
subject.  Now  it  followed  from  this  that 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  was  not 
merely  a  Crown  Advocate,  like  the  Attor- 
ney General  and  the  Solicitor  General, 
but  for  all  practical  purposes  a  Judge ; 
indeed,  in  his  Letters  Patent  he  was 
caUed  a  Judge— 

"  The  Judge  Marshal  of  all  our  Land  Forces, 
both  horse  and  foot  *' — 


misconstruction  Abroad  and  at  Home,  and  as 
calculated  to  introduce  undesirable  complica- 
tions into  our  relations  with  Foreign  and 
friendly  countries," 

said,  he  hoped  that  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  disclaim  any  desire  to 
treat  it  from  a  personal  or  even  a  Party 
point  of  view.     The  action  which  he  ven- 
tured to  criticize  was  so  novel — it  was 
admitted  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  be  absolutely  without  precedent 
— and  it  would,  if  drawn  into  a  prece- 
dent, involve  such  serious  consequences 
that  he  hoped  it  might  be  discussed,  as 
every  Constitutional  question  ought  to 
be  discussed,  in  an  impartial  spirit.  Be- 
fore approaching  it,  however,  he  desired, 
having  held  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General  for  more  than  five  years,  and 
having  a  very  decided  opinion  as  to  its 
duties,  to  dispel,  if  he  could,  some  sin- 
gular   popular    misconceptions    which 
had  grown  up  as  to  its  character.  There 
were  some  persons  who  believed  that 
military  law  was  like  martial  law — in 
other  words,  that  it  was  no  law  at  all. 
But  every  officer  knew,  and  every  lawyer 
ought  to  know,  that  that  was  an  entire 
mistake — that,   in  fact,   military   law, 
though   administered  by  different  tri- 
bunals, was  in  reality  more  precisely 
defined  than  civil  law,  the  fundamental 
distinction  being,  as  he  took  it,  that  the 
Queen,  who  was  the  head  and  fountain 
of  justice  iu   both  cases,  in  ono  case 
delegated  the  administration  of  the  civil 
authority  to  the  Judges  of  the  land,  and 
in  the  other  case,  that  of  military  law, 
retained  it  herself  as  part  of  her  Pre- 
rogative.    But  on  the  principle  that  the 
Queen  could  do  no  wrong  it  was  neces- 
sary that  she  should  have  at  her  hand  a 
Constitutional  Adviser  to  counsel  her  on 
matters  relating  to  military  law.     That 
Constitutional  Adviser  was  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  who  was  responsible 
to  the  Sovereign  on  the  one  hand  and  to 
Parliament  on  the  other  for  the  due  ad- 
ministration of  military  law,  and  who 
was,     therefore,    necessarily    a    Privy 
Councillor  as  well  as  a  Member  of  the 
House    of    Commons^    and    had,     he 
believed,  the  privilege,  which  no  other 
Minister    except    the    Prime    Minister 
enjoyed,   of  asking  for  a  personal  in- 
terview with  the  Queen  whenever  his 
duties  required  it.    He  would  merely 
add  that  anyone  curious  as  to  such  matters 
would  find  the  doctrine  ho  had  laid  down 
stated  almost  in  the  same  words  in  the 


and  those  Letters  Patent  contained  this 
provision — 

**  And  our  express  will  and  pleasure  is  that 
all  officers  and  soldiers  of  our  lAnd  Forces  obey 
him,  the  said  Judge  IMarshal  in  that  behalf  con- 
stituted as  aforesaid." 

When  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  was 
Judge  Advocate  General  the    express 
point  arose.     He  had  set  aside  the  con- 
viction of  a  soldier,  on  the  ground  that 
the  evidence  did  not  support  the  find- 
ing.   The  Adjutant  General  disputed 
his  ruling  and  insisted  that  the  matter 
should  be  referred  to  the  Law  Officers. 
He  replied  that  while  he  had  the  greatest 
respect  for  the  opinion  of  the  then  At- 
torney General   (Sir   Henry  James) — 
whom  he  did  not  now  see  in  his  place, 
and  whose  attendances  at  the  House,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  were  becoming,  like 
angels'  visits,  few  and  far  between— the 
matter  was  one  for  his  (Mr.   Osborne 
Morgan's)  decision,  and  not  for  that  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and  that  it  might 
as  well  be  contended  that  a  decision  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  should  be  referred 
for  review  to  the  Solicitor  General  of 
the  day.     He  added  that  if  such  a  course 
were  taken,  he  should  insist  upon  tho 
matter  being  referred  to  the  Cabinet, 
and  that  if  the  Cabinet  decided  against 
him,  he  should  at  once  resign  Office. 
He  need  hardly  say  that  he  heard  no 
more  of  the  matter,  and  that  from  that 
day  to  the  day  he  resigned  Office  the 
judicial  ruling  of  the  Judge  Advocate 
General    on    legal  matters  was  never 
again  questioned.      He  mentioned  tho 
matter  for  two  reasons.    First  of  all, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
whose  absence  he  also  regretted,  should 
understand    what    a    grave    Constitu- 
tional change  he  was  seeking  to  intro- 
duce in  abolishing  this  ancient  Office 
and  what  grave  consequences  it  might 
involve  both  to  officers  and  soldiers,  for 
at  present  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  the  only  man  who  stood  between  the 
soldier  and  an*  unjust  or  illegal  convic- 
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tion,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  a  bad  day  for 
the  British  soldier  when  that  Office  was 
abolished.  But  his  other  and  principal 
reason  for  mentioning  this  was  because 
he  was  always  under  the  impression  that 
the  fact  of  his  being  a  Judge  disqualified 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  from  taking 
private  practice,  it  being  a  universal  and 
most  salutary  rule  of  English  jurispru- 
dence that  no  Judge  was  allowed  to 
practise  at  the  Bar.  As  to  the  fact  it- 
self, there  was  until  lately,  he  appre- 
hended, no  doubt.  Indeed,  it  was  ad- 
mitted to  the  fullest  extent  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  who  said,  in  an- 
swer to  a  Question,  that  before  1885 
there  was  no  precedent  of  a  Judge  Advo- 
cate Oeneral  practising  in  the  Courts  of 
Law,  though  he  drew  a  distinction,  which 
he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  confessed  he 
did  not  understand,  between  Courts  of 
Law  and  Courts  of  Arbitration.  There 
were  at  present  two  ex -Judge  Advocate 
Oeneral s  in  the  House,  who  would,  he 
hoped,  if  they  took  part  in  the  debate, 
confirm  this.  He  could  only  speak  for 
himself.  When  he  was  made  Judge 
Advocate  Oeneral  it  was  made  a  sine  qud 
fion  that  he  should  retire  from  the  Bar. 
He  accordingly,  at  considerably  per- 
sonal sacrifice,  returned  all  his  briefs, 
and  had  never  put  on  his  wig  and  gown 
since.  He  might  mention  that  at  the 
time  he  had  a  conversation  with  the  late 
Sir  Qoorge  Jessel,  perhaps  the  highest 
authority  on  the  subject,  who  treated 
the  mere  suggestion  that  the  Judge 
Advocate  Oeneral  should  practise  as  a 
barrister  as  something  almost  too  absurd 
to  be  argued.  When,  therefore,  the 
Prime  Minister  said,  as  ho  was  reported 
to  have  done,  that  this  controversy  was  of 
a  legal  character,  and — 

*•  That  thoro  was  no  harm  in  tho  present 
Judge  Advocate  General  taking  the  businees 
now  in  question,  as  well  as  other  business,  it 
beinp^  a  well-understood  rule  that  tho  Legal 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  aro  entitled  to  increase 
their  business  so  long  as  it  does  not  interfere 
with  their  official  duties," 

he  made,  if  he  might  venture  to  say 
so,  a  somewhat  rash  assertion,  to 
say  the  least  of  it.  But  he  was  told 
that  before  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  gave  the  Oovernmont  the 
benefit  of  his  services,  he  made  a  spe- 
cial bargain  with  the  Prime  Minister 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  retain  his 
private  practice,  and  he  was  told  that  he 

Mr,  Osborne  Herman 


fortified  himself  by  the  opinions  of 
several  most  distinguished  lawyers,  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  was 
bound  to  defer,  although  he  could  not 
ag^ee  with  them.  He  did  not,  there- 
fore, rest  his  objection  to  the  course 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  merely  upon  that  high  Con- 
stitutional ground,  but  upon  another 
ground  which  he  hoped  would  be  in- 
telligible to  the  House — namely,  that 
''a  man  cannot  serve  two  masters."  A 
Minister  did  not  get  £2,000  a-yearfrom 
the  country  for  doing  nothing,  and  tho 
rule  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  had 
stated  applied  equally  to  every  Mem- 
ber of  the  Oovernment,  except,  of 
course,  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
Oenerals,  who  from  their  position  were 
required  to  practise  at  the  Bar.  Did 
the  present  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews),  one  of  the  ablest  advocates 
who  ever  practised  at  the  Bar,  or  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst),  who  was  Solicitor  Oeneral 
for  eight  months,  or  tho  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket),  who 
was  Irish  Solicitor  Oeneral  in  a  former 
Oovernment,  find  time  to  practise  at  the 
Bar?  Then,  why  should  the  Judge 
Advocate  Oeneral  do  so  ?  For  he  defied 
any  man  who  attended  during  official 
hours  in  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
Oeneral  in  Oreat  Oeorge  Street  to  find 
time  for  practice  at  the  Bar.  All  he 
could  say  wos  that  Mr.  Mcllor,  who 
succeeded  the  present  Judge  Advocate 
Oeneral  in  1886,  told  him,  two  days  ago, 
that  he  found  the  duties  of  tho  Office 
combined  with  his  Parliamentary  work 
so  onerous  and  exacting  that  ho  was 
virtually  compelled  to  cease  from  private 
practice  while  he  held  Office.  Ho  knew 
that  tho  Office  had  been  called  a  sinecuro. 
Of  course  any  office  might  be  made  a 
sinecure,  if  its  holder  devolved  its  duties 
on  his  subordinates.  It  was  not  part  of  his 
case  to  say  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  did  that ;  he  (Mr.  Osborno 
Morgan)  did  not  for  a  moment  suggest 
it,  remembering  the  able  services 
rendered  by  him  in  his  able  Report  on 
Woolwich  Arsenal,  whic^h  he  was  glad 
to  acknowledge  ;  but  he  must  express 
his  surprise  that  he  had  found  time  to 
go  out  for  a  lengthened  period  to  an  in- 
accessible country  like  Egypt,  to  so 
distant  a  place  as  Cairo — rather  a  singular 
mode,  by  the  way,  of  **  taking  a  holi- 
day," when  at  any  moment  his  presence 
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might    have    beon  required  ia  West- 
xninster  to  decide  a  question  inyolving 
the  life  or  liberty  of  a  British  soldier, 
or  the  honour  of  a  British  officer.     He 
should  be  the  last  man  to   cavil  at  a 
Minister  taking  a  holiday ;  but  when  he 
held  the  Office  and  went  away   for  a 
short  holiday  he  always  kept  within  call. 
But  it  was  right  that  the  House  should 
know  in   what  sense  this  Office  was  a 
sinecure.      It  revised   all   general  and 
district  courts  martial,  and  occasionally 
regimental  courts  martial.  All  these  were 
sent  to  him,  except  those  in  India,  as 
well  as  some  regimental  courts  martial. 
These  courts  martial  in  1881  amounted 
to  7,474  ;  in  1882,  to  6,513;  in  1883,  to 
6,026;  inl884,  to  6,108;  atotalinfour 
years  of  26,121.      No  doubt,  many  of 
these  cases  were  of  the  simplest  descrip- 
tion, but  others,  especially  courts  martial 
on  officers,  involved  the  most  anxious 
attention  and  took  him  several  days  to 
decide.     In  1881  he  set  aside  wholly  or 
partially  246  convictions,  or  about  4  per 
cent — not  an  inconsiderable  percentage 
of  injustice  or  illegality,  especially  if 
looked  at  from  the  point  of  view  of  those 
who  were  unjustly  convicted.    The  total 
number  of  convictions  set  aside  or  modi- 
fied between  1881  and  1885  was  746.  But 
these  courts  martial  did  not  constitute 
the  whole  work  of  the  Office,  which  was 
greatly  increased  when  in  1881,  at  the 
request  of  his  right   hon.    Friend   the 
Member    for    South    Edinburgh    (Mr. 
Ghilders),then  Home  Secretary, the  Office 
took  over  the  duties  of  Legal  Adviser  to 
the  War  Office,  formerly  performed  by 
Mr.    Olode,  thus    saving    the    country 
£  1 ,  600  a-y ear.     He  had  made  a  calcula- 
tion   of   the    number    of   letters    and 
opinions  sent  out  from  the  Office  when 
lie  held  it,  nearly  all  of  which  came 
under  his  personal  notice,  and  found 
they  averaged,  not  100,  asMr.  O'Dowd, 
in  his  evidence  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington,  was   no  doubt 
erroneously  reported  to  have  said,  but 
800  in  one  year.    All  that  showed  that 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
instead  of  taking  his  holiday  in  Egypt, 
had  remained  at  home  he  would  have 
found  plenty  to  do.    But  that  was  only 
a  small  part  of  his  indictment.      His 
case  was  that  by  going  out  to  Egypt  as 
a  distinguished  Member  of  the  British 
Government,    with    the    prestige    and 
glamour  with  which  the  title  of  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Judge  Advocate  General  would 
necessarily  impress  the  Egyptian  mind, 
he  got  far  better  terms  for  his  client 
than  he  could  have  done  if  he  had  gone 
out  as  a  private  individual.  And  even  if 
that  were  denied,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
it  would  be,  the  mere  fact  that  he 
held  a  highly  paid  and  important  Minis- 
terial post  under  the  Queen  ought  ipso 
facto  to  have  disqualified  him  from 
acting  as  the  paid  agent  and  advo- 
cate of  a  foreign  Prince.  True,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  counsel  to  Ismail  before  ho 
was  Judge  Advocate  General.  What 
possible  difference  could  that  make? 
When  a  man  had  two  conflicting  duties 
thrust  upon  him,  his  duty  was  clear — 
he  was  bound  to  elect  between  the  two, 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  bound  either  to  throw  up  his 
retainer,  or  to  decline  Office.  But  then 
they  were  told,  further,  that  he  did  offer 
to  place  his  resignation  in  Lord  Salis- 
bury's hands  before  going  to  Egypt,  and 
that  the  resignation  was  not  accepted — 
at  least,  that  no  reply  was  given  to  the 
offer.  That  might  diminish  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
but  it  seemed  to  increase  that  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  for,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  impression  had  got  firm  hold  of  the 
public  mind,  both  in  England  and 
Egypt,  that  Lord  Salisbury,  intending 
to  aoolish  the  Office,  kept  it  alive  in 
order  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  might  be  able  to  go  out  to 
Egypt  as  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
of  his  Government.  And  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  the  language  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury gave  colour  to  that  conjecture,  for 
he  was  reported  to  have  said — 

*'  The  matter  was  practically  settled,  not  by 
the  Egyptian  Government,  but  by  the  Egyptian 
Goyemment  acting  through  thi;  medium  of  Sir 
Edgar  Vincent.  On  the  other  hand,  I  believe 
it  was  really  a  great  advantage  to  the  country 
that  Mr.  Marriott  was  the  counsel  of  the  ex- 
Ehedive,  and  it  waa  fortunate  that  the  ifttcrests 
of  the  ex -Khedive  were  committed  to  the 
charge  of  an  Elngllshman." 

He  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  could  not 
dive  into  the  mind  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury— Gt)d  forbid  that  he  should 
try.  But  he  must  be  pardoned  for 
saying  that  these  words  exhibited  a 
most  extraordinary  confusion  of  thought. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  obviously  con- 
founded the  duties  of  a  counsel  with  the 
duties  of  an  Sbglish  Minister.     The 
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duty  of  a  counsel,  as  every  lawyer 
knew,  was  to  do  the  very  beet  he  could 
for  his  client,  even  if  he  happened  to  be 
the  very  meanest  criminal  that  ever 
stood  at  the  bar  of  the  Old  Bailey. 
The  duty  of  an  English  Minister  was  to  do 
the  very  best  he  could  for  his  country. 
He  could  understand  the  argument  if 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
gone  out  as  the  Emissary  of  Great 
Britain,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  lately  went  out  to  America 
on  that  great  Mission  for  which  he  de- 
served so  well  of  his  country.  But  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  did  not  go  out 
to  Egypt  carrying  the  commission  of  the 
British  Government  in  his  pocket.  He 
carried  in  his  pocket  the  retainer  of  the 
ox-Khedive,  Ismail  Pasha.  He  did  not 
go  out  as  the  Emissary  of  Great  Britain. 
He  went  out  as  the  advocate,  the  paid 
advocate,  the  highly-paid  advocate,  of 
Ismail  Pasha.  Now,  what  was  our  pre- 
sent position  in  Egypt  ?  It  was  a  very 
peculiar,  a  very  delicate,  and  a  very  re- 
sponsible one.  We  occupied  the  country 
with  our  forces,  and  for  all  practical 
purposes  we  governed  it.  At  any  rate, 
it  was  certain  that  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment would  think  twice  before  it  resisted 
the  pressure  of  Lord  Salisbury's  little 
finger.  Surely,  under  these  circumstances, 
it  was  clear  that  we  ought  to  abstain 
not  only  from  such  pressure,  but  from 
all  appearance  of  such  pressure,  except 
for  the  best  possible  reasons.  Now, 
what  kind  of  idea  would  an  Egyptian 
Prime  Minister  be  likely  to  form  of  the 
powers  and  jurisdiction  of  Her  Britannic 
Majesty's  Judge  Advocate  General.  We 
had  seen  that  the  English  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  formed  a  very  hazy  idea  of  those 
powers ;  but  what  impression  would  the 
title  make  upon  the  Oriental  mind  ? 
An  Egyptian  could  hardly  understand 
that — as  was  once  said  in  that  House — 
that  functionary  was  neither  an  advo- 
cate, nor  a  Judge,  nor  a  General.  If  he 
thought  anything  at  all  about  it,  he 
would  probably  surmise,  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  Omne  ignotum  pro  magnificOf  that 
he  combined  all  three  characters  in  him- 
self— that  he  was  an  advocate  to  urge 
his  client's  claims,  a  Judge  to  decide 
them,  and  a  General  to  enforce  them — 
that  being  the  Oriental  idea  of  govern- 
ment. At  any  rate,  one  thing  was 
plain — it  was  certain  that  when  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  made  his  ap- 
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pearance  in  Cairo,  the  resistance  of  the 
ijgjrptian  Gbvernment  to  Ismail's  daims 
fell  down  like  the  walls  of  Jericho 
before  the  trumpet  of  Joshua.  And 
now  he  came  to  the  transaction  itself. 
Now,  of  course,  he  was  not  behind  the 
scenes.  He  had  to  get  his  information 
from  sources  open  to  everybody.  In- 
deed, the  matter  was  arranged  in  such 
a  hole-and-corner  way— so  **  squared," 
if  he  might  make  use  of  the  term — that 
it  was  very  difficult  to  get  at  the  real 
facts ;  but  there  were  hon.  Friends  to 
follow  him  in  the  debate,  who  know 
more  of  Egypt  than  he  did,  and  who 
would  supplement  any  deficiencies  of 
which  he  might  bo  guilty.  One  thing 
ho  must  say  ;  he  did  think  it  was  rather 
hard  that  the  Papers  in  the  matter  had 
not  been  laid  before  the  House  earlier, 
but  had  been  kept  to  the  last  moment 
— in  fact,  he  very  much  doubted 
whether,  but  for  the  persistence  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
they  would  have  been  laid  before  the 
House  at  all,  or,  at  least,  whether  they 
would  not  have  been  sprung  upon 
them  in  the  course  of  the  debate.  He 
repeated  that  he  did  not  think  that 
quite  fair ;  for  he  considered  that  when 
a  man  brought  forward  a  Motion  of 
that  kind,  he  should  have  a  few  hours' 
notice  of  the  documents  on  which  tho 
Government  intended  to  found  their 
case  in  reply.  Was  that  a  course 
worthy  of  the  Government  ?  Even  now 
there  were  only  five  or  six  copies  in  tho 
Library,  and  that  fact  necessarily  placed 
the  House  at  a  considerable  disadvan- 
tage. It  was  a  mere  accident  that  he 
saw  the  Correspondence  at  all,  and  lie 
could  only  say  that,  having  read  the 
Papers,  he  found  the  case  much  worse 
than  he  had  anticipated.  They  all  know 
who  Ismail  Pasha  was.  He  was  the 
deposed  Sovereign  of  Egypt,  and,  to 
say  the  least,  a  Sovereign  not  deposed 
for  his  virtues.  He  did  not  like  to  speak 
against  an  absent  man ;  but  Ismail 
Pasha  had  an  able  advocate  in  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Brighton.  Most  Oriental 
Sovereigns  in  such  a  position  were  only 
too  glad  to  be  able  to  escape  with  their 
heads  on  their  shoulders;  but  Ismail 
Pasha  was  fortunate  enough  to  get  from 
the  country  he  had  misgoverned  a  Civil 
List  amounting  to  £86,473  annually. 
According  to  those  Papers,  of  that  sum 
£40,000  was  payable— he  was  quoting 
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from  Ths  Times  of  the  10th  February— 
to  Ismail  himself  and  his  three  wives 
and  the  remainder  to  his  five  eons  and 
two  daughters.  The  contention  of  Ismail, 
according  to  The  Times j  was  that  all  those 
pensions  were  his,  to  be  disposed  of  as 
he  liked  after  his  death.  Tho  contention 
of  the  Egyptian  Government,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  that  upon  the  death  of 
the  recipient  they  fell  into  tho  general 
Civil  List  of  tho  Kingdom.  But  the  case 
was  not  put  nearly  so  high  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring,  who,  in  his  despatch  of  the  Hth 
of  February,  says — 

**  Tho  allowances  were,  no  doubt,  of  a  tempo- 
rary  character  as  regards  those  who  were  in 
aclual  enjoyment  of  them.  Tho  Khedive  could, 
it  is  believed,  from  a  strictly  legal  point  of  view, 
at  any  moment  have  revoked  tho  allowances 
paid  to  Ismail  Paaha  or  any  other  member  of 
the  family.  But  he  could  not  have  devoted  the 
amount  thus  saved  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
Administration." 

That  was  to  say,  he  could  have  applied 
them  in  payment  of  his  own  Oivil  List, 
and  could,  to  that  extent,  have  relieved 
the  burdens  on  the  Egyptian  Exchequer. 
It  was  important  to  note  this,  for  it 
disposed  of  the  main  justification  set  up 
for  the  bargain  made  by  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  But  it  was  further 
contended  by  the  Egyptian  Government 
— and  this,  though  not  mentioned  in 
the  official  Papers,  was  really  the 
strongest  and  most  important  part  of 
tho  case — that  they  had  a  counter  claim 
against  Ismail,  and  that  he,  by  his 
fraudulent   conduct,  had  forfeited   his 

Eonsion  altogether  upon  a  ground  stated 
y  The  Ttmes  Oorrespondent  in  The 
Times  of  the  5th  of  January — namely, 
that 

**  Since  the  arrangement  by  which  Ismail 
ceded  his  lands  as  a  tard^  and  partial  recom- 
pcnse  for  a  misappropriation  to  a  large  amount 
of  State  funds  to  his  personal  use,  there  is  some 
reason  to  believe,  it  is  said,  that  other  properties 
of  considerable  amount  were  substractcd  from 
that  cession  bpr  means  of  their  nominal  transfer 
to  third  parties.  It  was  alleged,  in  fact,  that 
since  his  deposition  he  (Ismail)  had  received 
large  sums  for  tho  sale  of  property,  the  cession 
of  which  to  the  State  he  evaded  by  means  of 
fictitious  registrations." 

Well,  under  those  circumstances,  it  was 
not  surprising  that  Ismail  should  have 
desired  to  commute  these  annual  pay- 
ments for  a  sum  down.  Independently 
of  other  considerations,  a  Turk  at  58, 
with  three  wives,  was  not  exactly  what 
an  insurance  company  would  call  a 
"  firstclaaa  life/'    He  accordingly  pro- 


posed to  the  Egyptian  Government  that, 
m  exchange  for  these  annuities,  they 
should  pay  him  the  very  modest  sum  of 
£4,500,000  sterling.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  would  do  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  justice 
to  say  that  he  refused  to  lend  himself  to 
what  Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  in  his  despatch 
of  February  14,  had  called  "  a  pre- 
posterous claim  ;  "  but  the  claim  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
did  put  forvrard  was — if  the  Govern- 
ment would  forgive  him  saying  so — 
almost  as  preposterous.  What  he  put 
forward  was  that  Ismail  Pasha  and 
the  members  of  his  family  should 
havo  their  pensions,  which  were  de- 
pendent, the  House  would  understand, 
upon  the  will  of  the  Khedive,  com* 
muted  upon  the  basis  of  20  years'  pur- 
chase. That  would  give  Ismail  about 
£1,700,000.  Then  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  contended  that 
£500,000  should  be  paid  in  satisfaction 
of  an  annuity  of  £20,000  claimed  by 
Ismail  on  the  death  of  his  mother,  but 
the  riffht  to  which  was  altogether 
disputed  by  the  Khedive.  He  also 
claimed  £150,000  in  consideration  of 
the  standing  crops  as  well  as  three 
palaces — and  putting  the  various  items 
together,  the  sum  actually  demanded 
came  to  something  a  little  short  of 
£2,500,000.  That  would  show  what 
was  the  cost  of  the  transactions  to  the 
Egyptian  Government — that  unfortunate 
sponge  which  it  seemed  that  every 
needy  adventurer  had  only  to  squeeze 
in  order  to  get  out  of  it  what  he  liked. 
Well,  this  claim  was  presented  to 
the  Egyptian  Government,  but,  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  say,  was,  according  to 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring,  by  them  declared  to 
be  quite  inadmissible.  The  Egyptian 
Government,  according  to  The  Times^ 
offered  to  commute  the  pensions  at  12 
years'  purchase;  but  it  appeared  from 
the  Papers  just  published  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  got  the  amount 
raised  to  14  years'  purohase^that  was 
to  say,  Ismail  got  for  himself,  his 
younger  sons,  and  daughters,  Domain 
lands  valued  at  £1,210,000,  to  be 
selected  by  himself,  his  own  propor- 
ationte  share  being  £560,400,  with  the 
option  to  the  Princes  to  take  £180,000 
in  cash.  But,  whereas  two-thirds  of  the 
lands  of  the  younger  Princes  were  to 
be  entailed  on  the  recipients  and  their 
heirs,  in  the  case  of  Ismail  one-half 
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was  to  be  at  his  own  absolute  disposal,  learned  Gentleman  by  The  Times  Corre- 

In  addition  to  that,  the  Egyptian  Oo-  spondent,  who  said — 

vemment  was  to  pay  £100,000  in  cash  *«Theone  man  who  never  lost  hoi)e  waa  Mr. 

for    the     growing     crops — £50,000    to  Marriott.  If  he  could  not  command  success,  he 

Ismail  and  the  rest  to  his  family.     But  ^a«  determined  to  deserve  it.    It  is  a  pity  that 

that   was  not  all.     Three  palaces,  one  professional  etiquette  should  seal  his  lips  as  to 

. ,       -n       i                  J    1         •      /^  •  the  circumstances  of  a  negobation,  the  details  of 

on   the  Bosphorus   and    two  m  Oairo,  ^j^^h  would  make  an  interesting  chapter  in 

with  the  plate  and  furniture  they  con-  legal  history.     What  he  does  fully  admit  is 

tained,  the  whole  stated  in  The  Times  the  consummate  ahility  with  which  Sir  Edgar 

of   March   10  to  have  been  valued  by  Vincentconducted  the  negotiations  on  behalf  of 

Ismail  himself  at  £550.000.  were  ceded  ttt^il^^tZZ"^^  "^ut^r^^^n 

to  him.     JNow,    let  the   House  look  at  Baring  played  tho  part  of 'honest  broker.'    It 

the    cost    of    this     transaction    to     the  is  not  difficult  to  see  why  the  arrangement  has 

Egyptians.    First,  the  lands  to  bo  ceded  been  accepted  with  equal  satisfaction  by  all 

had  to  be  cleared  from  mortgage,  to  the  P^^^«'  ^F  ^^^  ^f^-  Marriott  should  be  blessed 

4    „j i.^^^    ^c  i.1.^    iwLJji!^i^^««  both  in  his  outgoing  from  Cairo  and  m  his  in- 

groat    advantage    of  the   bondholders,  ^^^j^^  ^o  Constantfnoplo.    Nor  is  it  necessary 

who  would  be  paid  off  at  par.     r  or  that  to  seek  for  any  explanation  of   the  effusive 

purpose  a  loan,  as  announced  by  the  cordiality  and  goodwill  which  apparently  pre- 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  vailed  between  the  recent  disputants.  It  is  suf- 

Affairs  yesterday,  must  be  raised,  the  ficient  to  pray  that  it  may  last  and  survive  the 

.     *     I-  •  i_  i.     "CI        i.                J.  1.     rtiL  ca8h  payments.  If  I  were  tempted  to  look  ahead 

cost  of  which  to  Egypt  was  put  by  J  he  j  ^Y^oum  be  inclined  to  prophesy  that  within  a 

TtjmM  Correspondent  at  £1,400,000.    Of  not    remote   period   about   £496,000   of  the 

course,  there  would  be  some  nice  little  Domain  lands  will  again  bo  in  the  market,  and 

pickings  to  be  got  out  of  the  loan  ;  but  *hat  some  years  later  a  question  will  arise  as  to 

these    pickings  would     unfortunately,  ^.^^J^l^taK  dTaclXr^^^^^^ 

not  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  Jigyptians.  <  sufficient  unto  the  day  is  both  tho  good  and 

He  could  not  enter  more    fully    into  the  evil  thereof.' " 

the  matter.    Ho  would  leave  that  to  Poor  Egyptians !  They  had  not  even  now 

Ilia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North-  ^  ^^  ^f  ti^jg  Qld  Man  of  the  Sea.   But 

amptou  (Mr.  Labouchere).    Kien  there  ^^^  j^t  1,;^  ^ead  to  tho  House  a  short 

was    the  £100,000    cash,    the    three  paragraph    from   another    newspaper, 

palaces,  furniture,  plate,  &c.    Talk  of  ^jchhehad  reason  to  believe  repro- 

spoilmg  the  Egyptians!    But  the  most  ggnted  tho   opinion  of  a  considerable 

extraordinary  thing  was  that  Members  n^^^er  of  persons  in  Egypt,  and  which 

of  the  House  were  now  called  upon,  as  ^  ,3^  ^  different  account  of  tho  im- 

in    the  case  of  Warren  Hastings,  to  *,ossion  left   by  tho  transaction.    [A 

admire  tho  moderation  of  tho  ex-Khedivo  Sjiuibter  :  What  paper  ?]    It  was  from 

and  his  advisers,  and  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  ^^^  ^Eayptian  Mes*enger,  and  it  said- 

actually   went   the    length    of   saying  " 

tliat "  With  or  without  reason,  the  Egyptian  Go- 

vemment  boliered  that  Mr.  Marriott  wag  the 

"  Tho  great  advantage  of  tho  present  arrange*  mouthpiece  of  Lord  Salisbury,  and  terms  wero 

ment  to  the  Egyptian  Government  is  that  it  offered  which  would  never  have  been  offered 

will  relieve  them  from  the  necessity  of  adminis-  but  for  that.  Ismail  was  told  that  in  satisfaclion 

tcring  Domain  lands  to  the  value  of  more  than  of  all  claims,  the  Egyptisa-Qovemmont  would 

£1,000,000.  commute  his  civil  list  at  12  years'  purchase. 

Why,  a  man  who  robbed  another  man  of  ^">  ^^-  Mamott  has  driven  a  still  better  bar- 

V.    •''      .          •   -Li.               11             i.u   J.   1.  gam.  •  •  •    Once  more— lot  us  hope  for  the  last 

his   estate   might   as  well   say  that  he  time— Ismail  has  spoiled  the  Egyptians;  but 

relieved  him  of  the  necessity  of  keeping  it  is  not  pleasant  to  remember  that  ho  has  dono 

an  agent.    But  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  went  so  with  the  aid  of  the  British  Judge  Advocate 

on   to   say  that  the   cession    of    three  General,  and  presumably,  therefore,  with  tho 

palaces  was  rather  advantageous  than  concurrenee  of  the  British  Gorernment. 

otherwise  to  the  Egyptian  Government,  That    impression    might    be    right  or 

because  they  cost  so  much  to  build ;  and  wrong,  but  there  it  was  and  there  it 

then  he  wound  up  with  a  magnificent  would  remain.     The  Under  Secretary  of 

peroration  about  the  ability,  fairness,  State    for  Foreign  Affairs   (Sir  James 

and  moderation  displayed  by  Sir  Edgar  Fergusson)  might  be  able  to  show  that 

Vincent  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  his  Colleague  failed  to  obtain  for  his 

Gentleman.    But  he  thought  the  House  client  his  full  pound  of  flesh,  and  that 

ought,  in  fairness,  to  hear  the  p»an  the  terms  which  he  obtained  fell  short  of 

pronounced  over  the  fright   hon.  and  those  which)  by  greater  persistence  in 

Mr.  Osharne  Morgan 
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his  advocacy,  lie  might  have  exacted. 
If  he  did,  it  would  not  weaken  his  case. 
In  these  cases,  they  must  look  not  only 
to  what  was  actually  done,  but  to  the 
impression  made  on  the  popular  mind. 
Meantime,  he  would  not  pay  the  Judge 
Advoeate  General  the  very  bad  compli- 
ment of  suggesting  that  he  did  not  do 
the  very  best  he  could  for  his  client. 
He  did  not  blame  him  for  that — as  an 
honest  advocate  he  could  do  no  less.  But 
what  he  did  blame  him  for  was  for  doing 
that  which  no  man  had  a  right  to  do — for 
accepting  an  equivocal  position,  for 
going  out  to  Egypt  in  a  double  capacity, 
and  for  using — it  might  be  uninten- 
tionally, it  might  be  even  unconsciously 
— his  position  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Queen  in  order  to  further  the  pecuniary 
interest  of  his  personal  client.  It 
was  that  action  which  he  asked  tlie 
House  to  condemn  upon  the  three 
grounds  stated  in  his  Resolution.  That 
it  was  without  precedent,  had  been  al- 
ready admitted  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House ;  that  it  had  been  and  was  liable 
to  grave  misconstruction,  he  hoped  he 
had  shown  ;  that,  if  followed  on  future 
occasions,  it  would  lead  to  serious  com- 
plications, it  would,  he  thought,  be 
a  waste  of  words  to  contend.  In  any 
case,  he  should  wait  with  some  interest 
to  see  whether  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  a  single  Member  of  this  House, 
be  he  Conservative,  Liberal,  or  Liberal 
Unionist,  would  rise  in  his  place  and 
declare  that  this  whole  transaction 
formed  a  fitting  precedent  for  the  con- 
duct of  any  man  who,  by  his  position, 
was  necessarily  charged  with  the  duty 
of  maintaining  the  high  interests  of  the 
British  Empire  and  the  spotless  honour 
of  the  British  Crown.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  his  Eesolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'Hhis  House  disapproves  the  acceptance  hy  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  holding  the  office  of 
Judge  Advocate  General,  of  the  duties  of  pro- 
fessional advocate  to  the  ox-Khedivo  Ismail  in 
the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against  the 
Eg^'ptian  Government,  as  contrary  to  Constitu- 
tional usage  and  precedent,  as  liable  to  serious 
misconstruction  Abroad  andj  at  Home,  and  as 
calculated  to  introduce  undesirable  complications 
into  our  relations  with  Foreign  and  friendly 
countries,*' — (Mr,  Oshorne  Morgan,) 

— instead  thereof. 

VOL.  OOOXXni.      [thIBD   SBBIE8.1 


Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  judge  ADVOOATB  GENE- 
RAL  (Mr.  Marriott)  (Brighton)  said, 
that  personally  he  had  nothing  to  take 
exception  to  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan).  If  the  right  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  however,  had  taken  the 
course  which  ordinary  men  in  his  posi- 
tion might  be  expected  to  take,  the 
House  would  probably  not  have  been 
troubled  with  much  that  that  speech 
contained.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  belonged  to  the  same  Pro- 
fession as  he  did — he  was  his  Prede- 
cessor in  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General — and  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
his  acquaintance  for  something  like  15 
or  20  years ;  and  most  men  in  that  posi- 
tion, before  they  proposed  a  Vote  of 
censure,  would  have  gone  to  the  Mi- 
nister against  whom  that  Vote  was 
directed  and  liave  asked  for  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  Since  his  return  from  Egypt, 
however,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  addressed  one  word 
to  him.  He  had  seen  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  on  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  and  had  noticed  him 
now  and  then  casting  an  eye  upon  him 
something  like  the  eye  that  a  boa  con- 
strictor in  the  Zoological  Gardens  casts 
on  the  rabbit  he  is  about  to  devour 
That  was  all  the  communication  they 
had  had.  However,  ho  did  not  find 
fault  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  for  bringing  forward  this 
Motion ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thanked 
him  with  all  sincerity,  because,  that 
Motion  being  founded  on  an  entire  de- 
lusion, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  afforded  him  an  opportunity 
of  stating  to  the  House,  and  through 
the  House  to  the  country,  the  circum- 
stances under  which  he  acted  for  the 
ex-Khedive — Ismail  Pasha — and  of  also 
stating  what  were  the  real  facts  of  the 
settlement  effected.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  went  into  two  mat- 
ters. He  first  of  all  discussed  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
and  certainly  he  greatly  magnified  the 
Office.  That  Office  had  been  attacked 
on  several  occasions  within  the  last  few 
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years.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  himself  Judge  Advocate 
General  in  18S5,  when  a  Motion  on  the 
subject  was  brought  forward  by  Colonel 
Alexander,  and  a  great  disinclination 
was  then  manifested  on  the  part  of  the 
House  to  pay  the  salary  of  £2,000 
a-year  attached  to  the  Office.  It  was 
illustrative  of  the  strong  Party  feeling 
in  the  House  that  the  attack  came  from 
the  Conservative,  and  not  the  Hadical 
Benches.  The  great  advocate  of  eco- 
npmy,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchero),  who  was  now  busily 
taking  notes,  did  not  say  a  word  against 
the  Office  and  the  salary  then,  nor  did 
a  much  regretted  Member  of  the  House 
— the  late  Mr.  Peter  Rylands,  who  was 
a  most  ardent  economist,  almost  more 
rigid  than  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill),  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself,  however,  took  part 
in  that  debate.  He  made  a  long  speech, 
at  the  end  of  which  ho  said — 

"  He  thought  ho  had  shown  that  tho  Office  of 
tho  Judge  Advocate  General  was  not  a  sine- 
cure ;  but  that  it  was  one  in  which  a  vast 
amount  of  work  was  carried  on.*' — (3  Hansard 
[297]  1883.) 

And  the  impression  conveyed  to  the 
House  was  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself,  as  Judge 
Advocate  General,  had  a  vast  amount  of 
work  to  do.  He  (Mr.  Marriott)  had 
made  inquiries,  and  he  found  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  at- 
tendance at  the  Office  was  excellent.  He 
came  down  about  11  o'clock,  or  half-past 
11  o'clock,  and  remained  till  4  o'clock, 
when  the  House  sat.  But  ho  had  also 
made  inquiries  from  which  it  appeared 
that  there  was  in  his  time  about  the 
same  amount  of  work  that  there  was 
now,  if  anything  rather  less.  He  had 
not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of  giving 
evidence  before  the  Committee  on  Civil 
Service  Establishments ;  but  he  had 
oflered  to  give  evidence,  and  he  might 
yet  be  called.  He  did  not  think  he 
would  be  guilty  of  any  broach  of  privi- 
lege if  he  explained  that  when  he  be- 
came Judge  Advocate  Gener£il  in  1B85 
he  found  there  a  Deputy  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  who  was  a  lawyer,  and 
two  Deputy  Judge  Advocates  General 
who  were  military  men.  The  first  re- 
ceived in  all  £1,000  a-year,  and  the  two 
latter  £700  a-year  each.  They  were 
also  there  in  the  time  of  the  right  hon. 

Mr.  Marriott 


and  learned  Gentleman.  The  work  of 
the  two  Deputy  Judge  Advocates 
General  amounted  to  two  or  three  hours 
a-day,  and  of  the  other  Deputy  Judge 
Advocate  General  about  an  hour,  or  an 
hour  and  a  half,  and  occasionally  to  two 
hours.  He  thought  the  Office  was  over- 
manned, and  when  a  vacancy  occurred  in 
the  Office  of  the  military  Judge  Advocates 
General  he  declined  to  fill  it  up,  and 
thus  £700  a-year  was  saved.  The  work 
which  had  been  done  by  three  was  now 
done  by  two,  which  gave  them  about 
four  hours  a  day  each,  which,  as  Public 
Offices  went,  was  a  fair  amount  of  work. 
The  amount  of  work  required  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  hardly 
ever  more  than  one  hour's  work  a  day. 
When  last  year  the  Office  was  attacked 
he  admitted  at  once  that  there  was  room 
for  great  economy,  and,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  placed  his  resignation  in  tho 
hands  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  ex- 
plained that  he  had  no  desire  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  any  change  that  might  be 
considered  desirable  by  the  War  Office. 
There  were  some  curious  coincidences 
in  regard  to  the  holding  of  this  Office. 
He  was  first  offered  it  in  1885,  and  soon 
afterwards  the  Ministry  went  out.  He 
was  again  offered  it  in  1886,  and  he 
accepted  it.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  first  offered  the  Office 
in  1880,  and  he  held  it  until  1885.  Tho 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
offered  that  Office  again  in  1886,  but  he 
did  not  take  it ;  he  took  instead  what 
some  might  consider  the  inferior  Office 
of  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 
And  why  did  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  not  then  take  tho  Office  of 
Judge  Advocate  General?  He  (Mr. 
Marriott)  took  it  because  he  had  much 
greater  faith  in  his  constituents  than 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  in  his.  In  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  not  having 
taken  the  Office  it  was  given  to  a  very 
able  lawyer  at  the  Common  Law  Bar, 
who  was  the  leader  of  his  Circuit  and  had 
a  large  practice,  and  who,  but  for  his 
political  opinions,  he  should  be  glad  to 
see  again  in  that  House.  Mr.  Mollor 
became  Judge  Advocate  General  in  tho 
Liberal  Government.  Now,  by  some 
coincidence,  Mr.  Mellor  had  written  a 
letter  which  appeared  in  that  very  day's 
papers  in  regard  to  the  Office  of  Judge 
Advocate  General.  In  that  letter  Mr. 
Mellor  said  that  some    time    ago  the 
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opinion  of  the  Attomeyand  the  Solicitor 
General  was  taken  on  that  question  as 
to  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and  they 
wore  of  opinion  that  the  holder  of  that 
OfBoe  was  not  a  Judge.  The  first  pro- 
position of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  that  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  a  Judge,  and  his  next  that,  being  a 
Judge,  ho  should  not  go  to  Egypt.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
protested  against  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  practising.  Now,  when  the 
Office  was  offered  to  him  (Mr.  Marriott) 


in  1885  by  Lord  Salisbury,  he  at  once 
said  that  he  could  take  it  only  on  one 
condition.  He  was  not  in  the  happy 
position  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  did  not  see  the  good  of 
giving  up  his  practice  at  the  Bar  for  an 
Office  which  ho  might  only  hold  for  a 
few  weeks  or  months.  Well,  Mr.  Mellor 
became  Judge  Advocate  General  and 
Lord  Herschell  was  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) was  Prime  Minister.  Mr.  Mellor 
continued  to  practise  at  the  Bar  as  he 
had  done.  [Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  dis- 
sented.] The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  shook  his  head.  He  retired 
from  his  Circuit ;  but  it  often  happened 
that  when  a  gentleman  at  the  Bar  had 
got  a  large  practice  and  some  other 
gentleman  wanted  it,  the  moment  he 
got  an  official  position  his  comrades  gave 
him  a  dinner,  which  was  a  sort  of  hint 
that  he  was  not  to  come  there  again. 
But  he  had  seen  Mr.  Mellor's  name  as 
practising  in  the  Divorce  Court  and 
other  Courts  during  and  since  the  time 
when  he  was  Judge  Advocate  General. 
The  present  Lord  Chancellor,  the  late 
Lord  Chancellor,  the  present  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  General,  and  he  presumed 
the  late  Attorney  and  Solicitor  General 
also,  were  all  in  favour  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  continuing  to  practise 
at  the  Bar;  and,  therefore,  he  (Mr. 
Marriott)  did  not  think  it  x^resumptuous 
to  put  their  combined  authority  against 
that  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
opposite,  although  he  happened  to  have 
been  Judge  Advocate  General.  There- 
fore it  might,  he  thought,  be  taken  for 
granted  that  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  allowed  to  practise  at  the  Bar. 
Turning  now  to  the  Amendment  moved 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  it 
aaid— 


"  That  this  IIouso  disapproves  the  acceptance 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  holding  the  office 
of  Judge  Advocate  General,  of  the  duties  of 
professional  advocate  to  the  ex-Khedive 
Ismail." 

He  (Mr.  Marriott)  presumed  that  by 
**  advocate  "  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant  **  counsel."  Now,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  as  Judgo  Ad- 
vocate General  accept  any  retainer  from 
the  ex-Khedivo.  When  he  was  made 
Judgo  Advocate  General  he  was  his 
counsel.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  admitted  that  he  had  stipulated, 
when  appointed  Judge  Advocate  General, 
that  he  should  carry  on  his  private  prac- 
tice ;  and  among  his  clients  was  that 
very  terrible  man  Ismail  Pasha.  There 
was  no  stipulation  that  the  ex-Khedive 
should  be  excluded  from  the  number  of 
his  clients.  There  was  no  acooptanco 
on  his  part  as  Judge  Advocate  General 
of  the  duties  of  professional  advocate  to 
the  ox-Khodive,  and  therefore  the 
Ameudment  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  inaccurate  as  to  the  facts. 
Then  the  Amendment  went  on  to  sav — 

*'  In  the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against 
the  Egyptian  Government." 

He  presumed  that  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  there  referred  to  what  he 
did  when  be  went  to  Cairoboth  in  October 
and  at  Christmas  last.  Now,  he  did  not 
go  to  Egypt  to  prosecute  a  hostile  claim 
against  the  Egyptian  Government.  As 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
gone  into  the  claim  of  Ismail  Pasha,  he 
was  bound  more  or  less  to  follow  him, 
but  he  would  do  so  as  briefly  as  possible. 
It  was  in  the  month  eilher  of  March  or 
February,  1885,  that  he  was  first  re- 
tained to  act  for  the  ex-Khedive.  At 
that  time  he  was  not  only  not  in  Office, 
but  there  was  no  prospect  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  coming  into  Office  in  that 
year.  At  that  time  what  was  this  claim  ? 
In  1878  a  certain  loan  was  raised  in 
Egypt  called  the  Domain  Loan.  On 
that  occasion  not  only  the  Khedive 
Ismail  but  all  the  members  of  his  family 
gave  up  every  inch  of  land  that  belonged 
to  them  in  Egypt.  They  gave  up  some- 
thing over  450,000  acres  of  land  for  the 
security  of  that  loan.  They  gave  it  up 
of  their  own  free  will,  and  the  loan  of 
£8,500,000  was  raised  on  that  property. 
In  return  for  that  a  sum  was  to  be  allo- 
cated for  the  Khedive  Ismail's  family 
The  sum  fixed  upon  was  £360,000  a- 
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year.  A  certain  amount  of  that  sum 
was  to  be  paid  to  the  reigning  Khedive 
and  certain  other  amounts  were  to  be 
paid  to  the  different  members  of  the 
family.  At  the  same  time  a  document 
was  g^yen  to  each  of  the  members  of  the 
family,  and  he  would  invite  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  words  of  that  docu- 
ment, the  date  of  which  was  October, 

1878.  The  words  were— 

*'  Each  of  those  members  is  to  receive  during 
his  or  her  life  a  pension  which  shall  be  appro- 
priated to  him  or  hor;  and  after  his  or  her 
death  this  pension  will  continue  to  be  paid  to 
his  or  her  family,  children,  and  grandchild- 
ren," 

and  so  on,  for  ever.  That  land  was 
given  up ;  Egypt  had  the  benefit  of  it, 
and  also  the  loan ;  and  in  return  for  that 
sacrifice  every  member  of  the  family  was 
told  that,  whatever  was  his  or  her  pen- 
sion, they  should  enjoy  it,  and  after 
their  death  their  children,  grandchildren, 
and  their  descendants  for  ever  should 
enjoy  it  also.  It  was  what  he  had 
no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton would  object  to — a  perpetual 
pension  so  long  as  there  was  a  lineal  de- 
scendant left.      On  the  24th  of  June, 

1879,  some  nine  months  after  the  docu- 
ment that  he  had  quoted  was  promul- 
gated, Ismail  Pasha  ceased  to  be  Khedive 
of  Egypt.  On  the  Ist  of  July  a  Decree 
was  promulgated  which  gave  certain 
moneys  out  of  this  £360,000  to  him,  to 
the  reigning  Khedive  £80,000  a-year, 
to  the  three  Princesses  £36,000  a-year, 
and  other  sums  to  other  people.  The 
words  of  the  Decree  were — 

**  To  bo  paid  per  annum,  and  which  will  be 
paid  to  you  regularly  by  the  Government,  and 
will  be  transmitted  in  ordinary  succession  to 
your  children  and  grandchildren  and  descend- 
ants for  ever." 

When  that  Decree  was  promulgated 
Ismail  was  not  on  the  throne,  and  yet 
the  Oouncil  in  their  decree  used  the 
very  same  words  that  were  used  in  the 
document  promulgated  when  the  land 
was  given  up  in  1878.  In  1880  the 
Law  of  Liquidation  was  passed.  That 
law,  no  doubt,  made  very  great  changes, 
but  the  first  charge  of  £360,000  was 
not  altered  in  the  least,  and  it  had  been 
decided  over  and  over  again  by  the  Law 
Officers  that  none  of  that  money  could 
go  to  the  State,  as  it  had  been  set  aside 
under  an  international  guarantee  for 
the  members  of  the  Khedivial  family. 
But  in  1880  the  allowances  paid  to  the 
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Khedivial  house  were  reduced.    Instead 
of  £50,000  only  £40,000  was  allowed, 
and  the  £36,000  for  the  Princesses  was 
wiped  out.    Therefore,  in  1880  and  the 
following  years,  Ismail  Pasha  received 
£46,000  less  than  the  sum  allowed  him 
by  the  Council.      The  action  which  he 
brought  in  1883  was  to  recover  the  accu- 
mulated difference  between   the  allow- 
ances granted  in  1 880  and  those  decreed  in 
1879.    The  action  also  had  reference  to 
the  palaces,  which  had  been  confiscated 
and  their  contents,  and  to  the  money 
which  had  been  spent  by  him  and  his 
family  on  thn   seed    which    had  been 
handed  over  to  the  State  in  1878.     The 
case  was  supported  by  the  opinions  of 
the    present    Lord    Chancellor    (Lord 
Halsbury)  and   of    the    late  Attorney 
General — the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
— who  both  advised    that   the  claims 
were  well  founded.      These  were  the 
claims  which  were  put  before  him  (Mr. 
Marriott)  in  March,  1885,  when  he  ad- 
vised that,    whatever   were   the  legal 
rights  of  Ismail  Pasha,  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  get  the  money  from 
the  Egyptian  Government,  and  that  the 
revenues  of  Egypt  could  not  bear  any 
extra  burden.    The  advice  was  taken  ; 
but  in  1886  an  incident  occurred  which 
revived  the  old  claims  to  a  certain  extent. 
Among  the  sums  allocated  was  one  of 
£20,000  a-year  to  the  Grand  Princess, 
the  mother  of  Ismail  Pasha,   and  when 
she  died  this  sum  ought  to  have  gone 
to  him.     It  was,  however,  distributed 
among    the  different  members   of   his 
family  by  the  present  Khedive,  the  con- 
tention of  the  advisers  of  the  present 
Khedive  being  that  he  had  an  absolute 
right  to  dispose  of  the  £360,000  which 
had  been  appropriated  to  the  Khedivial 
family.       This    advice     placed    Ismail 
Pasha  and  every  member  of  his  family 
absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  present 
Khedive  in  respect  of  pecuniary  matterp. 
The  question  was  submitted  to  him,  and 
he  advised  that  three  arbitrators  should 
be    appointed — Lord    Selborne,    Lord 
Bramwell,  and    Lord    Herschell ;   and 
Ismail   Pasha  pledged  himself  to  pay 
the  costs  of  the  arbitration  and  to  abide 
by  the  result.    Correspondence  was  car- 
ried on  for  some  time,  and  in  August 
last  the  Egyptian  Government  decided 
that  it  would  not  do  to  have  an  arbitra- 
tion presided  over  by  an  English  Judge. 
He  then  saw  his  client,  who  asked  whe- 
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ther  he  would  conduct  the  case  In  the 
Egyptian  Courts— the  mixed  Courts — 
and  he  declined  absolutely.  The  fact 
that  he  (Mr.  Harriot)  held  the  post 
of  Judge  Advocate  General  at  the 
time  influenced  him  in  some  degree 
to  refuse,  but  he  also  took  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  the  only 
languages  spoken  in  the  Courts  were 
French  and  Italian,  and  that  his  accent 
in  expressing  himself  in  those  languages 
might  be  disadvantageous  to  the  inte- 
rests of  his  client.  He  might  say,  in 
passing,  that  the  ex-Khedive  expressed 
his  horror  at  the  prospect  of  seeing  the 
whole  family  disputing  in  a  Court  of 
Law  as  to  the  distribution  of  a  sum 
which  it  was  admitted  belonged  to  them. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
charged  the  Prime  Minister  with  know- 
lodge  of  his  visit  to  Egypt,  but  he  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  the  Prime  Minister  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  certainly  did  not 
know  that  he  was  going  to  that  couptry, 
and  he  did  not  believe  that  any  Member 
of  the  Ministry  knew  it.  Ho  certainly 
did  not  ask  the  permission  of  the  Prime 
Minister.  Having  informed  the  ex- 
Khedive  that  he  would  not  act  as  his 
counsel,  he  offered  to  represent  him  as 
agent  or  arbitrator  on  the  understand- 
ing that  his  appointment  would  be 
acceptable  to  all  the  members  of  the 
family.  After  Parliament  had  risen 
in  September  he  travelled  to  Italy 
and  Greece,  and  then  to  Egypt.  This 
case  had  been  going  on  more  or  less 
for  five  years,  and  he  was  told  that 
those  who  were  concerned  would  be  only 
too  glad  of  a  settlement.  He  was  asked 
to  stay  then,  but  he  could  not.  He  only 
took  his  allotted  holiday,  and  ho  was 
back  in  London  in  November.  Up  to 
the  22nd  of  December  he  was  within 
call  every  day  at  his  Office  in  Great 
George  Street  to  transact  the  very  im- 
portant business  to  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
had  referred.  He  did  not  know  what 
the  practice  was  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House;  whether  right  hon  Gentlemen 
there — when  they  were  in  Office— asked 
leave  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  go  abroad, 
but  on  his  side  they  did  not,  because 
they  had  more  freedom  and  had  that 
faith  in  the  Prime  Minister  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  in  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  shook  his  head,  and  he  was 


glad  to  see  that  the  custom  was  the 
same  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  he  went  out,  not  as  Mr. 
Marriott,  but  as  Judge  Advocate  General, 
and  he  asked  what  could  awe  the  people 
of  Egypt  more  than  those  three  terrible 
words  when  they  heard  them.  This  was 
the  whole  basis  of  the  charge  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  the 
Egyptians  were  frightened,  not  at  the 
name  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
but  at  the  three  names  combined.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  gone  out  him- 
self he  would  have  awed  them.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  the  name  had  not  the 
slightest  effect.  He  only  saw  two  in- 
dividuals in  this  case,  and  they  were  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  and  Sir  Edgar  Vincent. 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  was  a  genuineliberal, 
but  he  was  a  man  of  such  strength  of 
will  that  nobody — not  even  the  Judge 
Advocate  General — could  awe  him. 
Then,  with  regard  to  Sir  Edgar  Tin- 
cent.  He  had  known  many  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  and  many 
Secretaries  of  the  Treasury,  and  he 
was  aware  how  difficult  it  was  to 
screw  a  farthing  or  a  halfpenny  out  of 
them  for  anything  ;  but  he  knew  of  no 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  was 
so  firm  in  this  direction  as  Sir  Edgar 
Vincent.  That  gentleman  had  been  a 
perfect  guardian  of  the  finances  of 
Egypt,  and  he  would  only  ask  the 
House  to  look  at  the  finances  of  Egypt 
when  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  went  to  that 
country  and  then  to  consider  what  they 
were  now.  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  was  an 
Egyptian  Minister,  and  he  had  been  a 
most  careful  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. No  Egyptian  could  have  guarded 
the  Egyptian  finances  better  than  he  had 
done.  Those  were  the  two  gentlemen 
whom  he  had  to  overawe.  He  might  have 
tried,  but  he  was  sure  that  he  did  not 
succeed,  and  he  did  not  think  that  he 
tried.  It  was  true  that  he  asked  for  20 
years'  purchase ;  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — if  he  had  good 
ground  rents  in  the  City  or  a  property 
which  he  thought  was  his  own  and  which 
descended  to  his  children — would,  no 
doubt,  have  asked  25  years'  purchase. 
That  would  have  been  the  period  in  an 
ordinary  compensation  case;  but  there 
were  reasons  why  20  or  40  or  60  years' 
were  not  given.  They  were  obliged  to 
be  content  with  14  years,  and  the  loaa 
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was  fixed,  not  at  5  per  cent,  but  at  4^ 
per  cent,  by  the  Egyptian  Government, 
showing  how  good  the  security  was. 
Tho  arrangement  made  was  the  best 
which  he  with  his  feeble  powers  could 
bring  about.  lie  acted  for  the  best  and 
not  against  tho  Egyptian  Government, 
and  he  quoted  tho  evidence  of  the  parties 
who  wero  really  interested  as  against 
that  of  tho  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. Tho  Khodive  himself,  in  his 
own  name  and  in  tho  namo  of  all  the 
members  of  his  family,  thanked  liim 
(Mr.  Marriott)  for  having  made  an 
arrangement  which  prevented  them  from 
appearing  as  a  public  spectacle  in  the 
Law  Courts.  Ismail  Pasha  also  gave 
him  his  thanks  in  an  equally  warm  and 
hearty  manner.  He  valued  those  thanks 
because  they  came  from  the  parties  who 
knew  the  circumstances,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  seen  that  the  Amendment 
was  founded  absolutely  on  a  miscon- 
ception of  the  facts. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  thought  that  the  best  proof  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  wrong  in  going  out  to  Egypt  in  any 
kind  of  capacity  was  the  speech  he  had 
just  made  from  the  Front  Bench  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  That  speech 
had  shown  that  he  went  there  absolutely 
as  the  professional  advocate  of  Ismail 
Pasha.  It  was  a  scandal  that  tho  Judge 
Advocate  General  should  have  under- 
taken this  business.  He  did  not  think 
that  it  was  necessary  to  follow  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  tho  duties  of  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General.  He  would  simply  state 
that  he  moved  a  reduction  of  the  salary 
attached  to  the  Ollico  when  he  discovered 
how  little  the  holder  of  the  Office  did 
for  the  money.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  present  Judge 
Advocate  proposed  that  the  Office  of 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General,  of 
tho  value  of  £700  a-year,  should  be 
abolished,  but  that  he  himself  should 
keep  his  salary  of  £2,000.  Then  tho 
right  lion,  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
that,  after  the  debate  on  this  matter, 
ho  oileied  his  res-ignation  to  Lord  Salis- 
bury. Were  they  to  be  humbugged  by 
these  offers  of  resignation  which  were 
never  accepted  ?  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  felt  that  he  was  oc- 
cupying a  sinecure,  as  was  shown  by  the 
Committee  presided  over  by  the  noblo 
Lord  tho  Member  for  South  Paddington 

i/r.  Marriott 


(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  and  bad  no 
right  to  the  £2,000,  he  should  not  merely 
havo  offered  his  resignation  but  should 
have  insisted  upon  Lord  Salisbury  ac- 
cepting it.  He  looked  upon  the  Judgo 
Advocate  General  as  a  sort  of  odd  man 
in  the  Government  who  was  sent  to  ad- 
dress meetings,  and  he  fancied  that  that 
was  how  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  thought  he  was  earning  his 
salary.  In  his  opinion,  the  blame  for 
allowing  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  go  to  Egypt  and  the  blame 
for  not  accepting  his  resignation  should 
rest  upon  Lord  Salisbury.  He  presumed 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man received  a  fee  not  for  acting  as 
arbitrator  but  for  taking  the  side  of  the 
Khedive.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentlo- 
man  say  that  he  did  not  receive  the  foe 
after  he  was  Judge  Advocate?  Tho 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said, 
he  did  not  accept  a  retainer  from  the  ex- 
Khedive  after  he  was  Judge  Advocate 
General.  But  he  did  not  receive  a  fee 
from  the  ex-Khedive  after  he  accepted 
the  Office  ?  [  Cries  o/  "  No ! "]  Let  tho 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  deny 
it. 

Mu.  MAEEIOTT  said,  the  question 
of  fees  was  a  serious  matter,  but  as  a 
matter  of  fact  he  did  not  accept  the  re- 
tainer while  he  held  the  Office  of  Judge 
Advocate  General ;  he  had  accepted  it 
long  before. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  they 
who  were  not  lawyers  considered  that  they 
had  not  got  a  fee  until  they  had  it  in 
their  pockets.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  playing  on  tho 
difference  between  a  general  retainer 
and  a  particular  fee.  Practically,  how- 
ever, the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  while  he  had  tho 
retainer  before  he  accepted  Office  ho 
received  a  special  fee  for  a  particular 
service  rendered  while  he  was  Judge 
Advocate  General.  Whether  the  claim 
upon  tho  Egyptian  Government  was 
hostile  or  not  depended  upon  its  cha- 
racter. So  far  from  the  annuities  being 
perpetual  and  hereditary,  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring  spoke  of  them  as  allowances  of  a 
temporary  character ;  and  the  assumption 
that  there  could  be  no  reduction  of  them 
was  disposed  of  by  the  fact  that  they 
had  been  twice  reduced  already  ;  while 
a  further  renunciation,  such  as  had  been 
made  by  the  present  Khedive,  would 
have  meant  a  great  saving  to  the  Egyp- 
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tian  Exchequer.  The  sum  of  £1,400,000 
would  not  be  borrowed  at  4.}  per  cent ; 
it  would  have  to  be  raised  at  5  or  5 J 
per  cent ;  for  this  was  not  a  preferential 
loan,  nor  was  it  a  loan  with  a  special 
hypothecation,  and  in  all  probability  it 
would  cost  G  per  cent.  That  would  be 
£84,000  per  annum;  but  even  at  less 
than  that  it  was  an  exceedingly  bad 
bargain.  Fresh  burdens  had  been  im- 
posed upon  tho  Egyptian  taxpayers  this 
year ;  they  were  no  longer  allowed  to 
cultivate  tobacco  without  paying  a  heavy 
tax ;  and  this  tax  raised  an  additional 
£100,000.  Tho  last  despatch  of  Sir 
Henry  Drummond  Wolff  told  us  that 
the  burdens  on  tho  Egpytian  people 
were  excessive,  and  that  there  would 
never  bo  peace  and  quiet  in  the  country 
until  those  burdens  wore  reduced.  Far 
from  making  this  heavy  perpetual  charge 
on  the  country  we  ought  to  have  reduced 
the  heavy  charges  for  the  Khedivial 
family.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  talked  about  tho  ox-Khedive's 
480,000  acres  which  he  had  given  up; 
but  they  were  simply  stolen  from  the 
Egyptian  people,  and  Ismail  was  going 
to  receive  £1,400,000  as  an  allowance 
for  giving  up  this  stolen  property,  and  a 
debtor  and  creditor  account  between  the 
Khedive  and  the  Egyptian  people  would 
show  a  balance  in  their  favour.  But 
apart  from  all  these  questions,  ho  pro- 
tested against  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  going  out  as  a  paid  advocate. 
It  was  known  that  he  was  a  Member  of 
tho  British  Administration,  and  that  if  he 
insisted  upon  the  Egyptian  people  being 
bled  they  would  be  bled.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  he  did  not 
see  an  Egyptian  Minister.  Precisely, 
and  that  was  what  was  complained  of. 
He  saw  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  and  Sir  E. 
Vincent ;  and  they  arranged  between 
them  this  little  plan  of  taking  from  tho 
Egyptian  people  the  sum  of  £1,400,000. 
It  was  a  scandal  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  have  gone 
out  for  such  a  purpose.  Lord  Salisbury 
must  have  known  it ;  but  certainly  if  ho 
did  not  know  it  at  the  time,  he  ought 
since  to  have  instructed  the  right  hon. 
andlcarnedGontloman,  instead  of  coming 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  brag  of  the 
part  he  had  played  in  Egypt,  to  humbly 
apologize  for  what  he  had  done,  so  that 
it  might  be  understood  that  no  Judge 
Advocate  General  or  Minister  of  the 
Grown  would  ever  make  such  a  gross 
mistake  again. 


The  UNDER  SECEETARY  ov 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  enter  into  the 
personal  questions  raised  in  this  debate ; 
but  the  House  would  probably  think 
that  something  should  be  said  on  behalf 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
especially  of  the  Foreign  Office,  which 
was  largely  concerned  in  tho  affairs  of 
Egypt.  First,  with  regard  to  the  Papers, 
some  copies  of  which  had  been  that  day 
placed  in  the  Library,  it  had  been  said 
it  was  unfair  to  keep  back  the  correspon- 
dence from  the  introducer  of  such  a 
Motion  as  this.  Undoubtedly,  had  a 
Notice  been  given  touching  the  character 
and  merits  of  the  settlement  which  had 
been  arrived  at  on  the  ex-Khedive's 
claim,  the  complaints  made  would'  havo 
been  pertinent ;  but  it  never  occurred  to 
him  that  they  were  pertinent  to  the 
Motion  of  which  Notice  had  been  given, 
which  had  exclusive  reference  to  the  ac- 
ceptance by  a  Minister  of  the  Grown  of 
duties  of  a  professional  character.  The 
Motion  was  indirectly  a  censure  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  allowing 
him  to  do  so  ;  and  there  was  no  hint  of 
any  intention  to  discuss  the  character  of 
the  settlement.  There  had  been  no  with- 
holding of  Papers,  and  the  last  de- 
spatches that  had  been  published  had 
not  been  long  received.  The  point  to 
which  he  would  first  ask  attention  was  the 
position  of  tho  Judge  Advocate  General 
in  this  matter  as  it  affected  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  had  been  stated 
that  he  retained  his  liberty  to  practise, 
and  that  this  liberty  was  enjoyed  by  his 
immediate  Predecessor.  It  was  hardly 
necessary  for  the  House  to  consider  the 
convenience  of  that  arrangement ;  it  had 
j  not  been  stated  that  the  public  interests 
had  suffered  from  the  enjoyment  of  this 
liberty  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  or  his  Predecessors.  The 
circumstances  of  the  present  case  were 
unique.  Such  a  thing  had  certainly 
never  happened  before,  and  in  all  pro- 
bability it  would  never  happen  again. 
i  Before  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Marriott)  took  Office,  he  held  a 
commission  on  the  part  of  the  ex-Khe- 
dive Ismail.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  altogether  declined  to  enter  into  any 
controversy  arising  out  of  the  claims  of 
the  ex-Khedive  against  the  Government 
of  Egypt,  which  had,  fortunately,  very 
competent  advisers,  and  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  come  to  had  been  a  very 
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successful  one.  It  must  be  recollected 
that  the  claims  of  the  ex-Khedive  con- 
cornecl  other  countries  besides  ourselves, 
and  that  many  delicate  and  dangerous 
points  might  have  arisen  if  those  claims 
had  boon  allowed  to  come  into  court,  or 
before  a  mixed  tribunal.  The  terms 
which  were  agreed  upon  had  not  imposed 
any  fresh  burden  upon  Egypt.  He  had 
prepared  a  short  table  which  he  believed 
would  make  the  terms  agreed  upon  in- 
telligible to  the  House.  He  was  aware 
that  the  claims  of  the  ox- Khedive  were 
manifestly  excessive ;  but  at  the  same 
time  there  was  some  foundation  for 
them.  The  original  claim  for  the  value 
of  crops  on  the  Domain  lands  when  given 
up  was  £364,000,  in  respect  of  which 
£100,000  had  been  allowed.  For  arrears 
of  allowances,  £1,050,000  had  been 
claimed,  in  respect  of  which  nothing  had 
been  allowed.  For  palaces  and  lands 
adjoining  them,  £3,030,000  had  been 
claimed,  in  respect  of  which  one  palace 
with  its  precincts  at  Constantinople  and 
two  palaces  in  Egypt  without  the  adjoin- 
ing lands  had  been  allowed.  With  re- 
spect to  the  latter,  he  might  observe  that 
the  cost  of  maintaining  these  palaces 
exceeded  their  actual  value.  The  result 
of  the  arrangement  was  that  £4,500,000 
of  claims  had  been  extinguished  by  the 
payment  of  £100,000  and  the  cession  of 
three  palaces  which,  were  worthless  to 
the  Egyptian  Government.  In  addition 
to  this  the  ex- Khedive  and  certain  mem- 
bers of  his  family  enjoyed  yearly  allow- 
ances to  the  amount  of  about  £300,000. 
Of  this  sum  necessarily  paid  to  the  ex- 
Khedive  and  the  Princes  and  Princesses 
concerned,  £86,500  had  been  capitalized 
and  commuted  into  a  grant  of  Domain 
lands  at  a  probable  future  cost  to  the 
Egyptian  Government  of  from  £65,000 
to  £70,000  per  annum,  thus  effecting  a 
yearly  saving  of  from  between  £15,000 
to  £20,000.  It  would  bo  seen  from  these 
figures  that  there  need  bo  no  fear  that  any 
increased  taxation  would  bo  thrown  upon 
Egypt  in  respect  of  the  arrangement  that 
had  buon  entered  into.  As  to  the  pro- 
priety of  the  arrangement  having  been 
brought  about  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  that  was  a  matter  of  opinion ;  but 
be  thought  that  the  House  would  think 
that  in  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  justified  in  the  course  which  he  had 
taken.  The  course  which  had  been 
pursued  was,  under  the  circumstances, 
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exceptional,  and  he  might  admit  that 
primd  facie  it  was  not  desirable.  That 
the  results  had  been  eminently  success- 
ful, he  thought,  could  not  be  denied. 
It  was  due  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  say  that  in  his  conduct  of  the 
affair  he  had  advantages  which  probably 
no  other  gentleman  would  have  had. 
[^Ironical  Opposition  Cheers],  Hon.  Mem- 
bers were  pleased  to  thinlc  that  that  was 
ambiguous— [CrtM  of  **Not  at  all !"] — 
but  it  might  be  taken  in  this  way,  that 
he  was  able  to  give  advice  to  his  client 
which  would  be  accepted  as  that  of 
hardly  any  other  man  would  not  have 
been.  He  did  not  think  it  was  any 
imputation  upon  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  if  his  professional 
standing  and  good  advice  induced  the 
ex-Khedive  to  accept  terms  which  were 
favourable  to  Egypt  and  reasonable  in 
themselves,  and  calculated  to  avoid  the 
evils  whicli  a  dangerous  and  protracted 
litigation  might  produce  ;  and  this  being 
so,  he  thought  he  might  leave  the  case 
in  the  hands  of  the  Houso. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  there 
could  not  be  a  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any 
hon.  Member  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  (Mr.  Marriott)  was  in  a  much 
better  position  to  give  advice  than  any- 
body else  who  went  out  on  behalf  of  the 
ex-Khedive.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  only  in  a  position  to 
give  advice  to  his  client  in  the  sense 
the  right  hon.  IJaronet  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson)  had  just  mentioned,  but  he  was 
in  a  position  to  give  advice  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Egypt  which  no  other 
official  personage  would  have  been  ablo 
to  give.  What  was  the  main  fact  con- 
nected with  this  transaction,  and  which 
nobody  in  the  course  of  the  debate  had 
attempted  to  explain  away  or  deny  ?  It 
was  that  these  claims  had  been  pressed 
upon  the  Egyptian  Government  through 
five  long  years,  and  that  the  ex-Khedive, 
Ismail  Pasha,  had  not  succeeded  in  get- 
ting a  single  shilling  from  the  Govurn- 
meut  of  Egypt  until  a  Member  of  tho 
present  Conservative  Ministry  went  out 
to  Egypt.  It  was  then  that  a  ransom  of 
£1,400,000  was  paid  by  tho  people  of 
Egypt,  a  ransom  which  even  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  admits  ihoX primd 
facie  it  would  be  desirable  thoy  were 
not  obliged  to  pay.  Any  person  who 
took  the  trouble  to  follow  the  Papers 
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relating  to  Egyptian  affairs  would  bear 
him  out  when  he  said  that  this  was  not 
a  proper  claim,  that  it  was  not  a  just 
claim,  and  that  it  was  not  a  legal  claim 
against  the  people  of  Egypt,  and  that 
the  reason  why,  after  five  years'  fruit- 
less  endeavour,    the  ex-Khedive    had 
eagerly  grasped    at    one  -  fifth  of  his 
demand  was  the  reason  stated  by  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring    in   the    Memorandum 
which  they  had  dragged  out  of  the  Go- 
vernment to-day — namely,  that  the  best 
legal  authorities  had  advised  the  Egyp- 
tian Government  that  there  was  not  the 
remotest    danger    of   any  tribunal   in 
Egypt  giving  a  judgment  against  the 
Government.    When  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  wasted  the  time  of  the  House 
by  treating  it  with  what  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Dillon)  to  be  very  unseemly  and 
unsuitable  jokes  about  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  impressing  and  brow- 
beating the  people  of  Egypt,    he  did 
not  in  the  least   improve  his  position, 
but,    on  the  contrary,   made  his  posi- 
tion   in  the   face   of  the   House   and 
the  country   very  much  worse.      The 
right    hon.     and    learned    Gentleman 
said  ho  went  out  to  Egypt  not  as  the 
counsel  of    the    ex  -  Khedive,  but    as 
his  agent — agent  was  the  word  used. 
They  had,  therefore,  this  condition  of 
things,    and  no  amount  of  argument, 
however  plausible,  would  displace  it  from 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  England, 
that  here  was  a  claim  enforced  by  every 
kind  of  pressure  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  for  five  years,  here  was  a 
claim  which  during  those  five  years  the 
ex-Khedive     and     his    counsel    never 
dared  to  bring  into  the  Courts  of  Egypt, 
because  the    counsel  could  not  speak 
Italian  or  French.     He  thought  there 
was  probably  some  other  reason  besides 
his  want  of  knowledge  of  the  French  and 
Italian  languages,  which  induced  the 
right  hon.  and   learned   Gentleman  to 
advise    his    client    to    hesitate    before 
bringing   his  claim   before  a   Oourt  of 
Law.     The  fact  could  not  bo  displaced 
from  the  minds  of  the  people  of  England 
that  the  claimant  dare  not  bring  his 
claim  before  the  Courts  of  Law,  that 
for  five  years  he  was  unsuccessful  in 
enforcing   it,   and  that   he  was   given 
£1,400,000;  but  not  until  he  had  suc- 
ceeded in  paying  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
of  England  to  act  as  his  agent  in  Egypt. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 


(Mr.  Marriott)  did  not  attempt  to  deny 
that  he  took  a  large  fee  for  his  pains. 
No  one  in  this  country  know  how  large 
the  fee  was.  While  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  receiving  £2,000 
a-year  from  the  taxpayers  of  Great 
Britain,  he  took  a  large  fee  for  acting 
as  the  agent,  not  the  counsel,  of  a 
foreign  Prince,  and  for  enforcing  the 
claims  of  that  Prince  upon  the  people  of 
Egypt,  and  enforcing  them  successfully. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
seemed  to  be  in  a  very  jocose  and  frank 
humour.  It  would  be  very  interesting, 
and  certainly  germane  to  the  subject,  if 
he  took  the  people  of  England  into  his 
confidence  as  to  tho  exact  amount  of  his 
fee.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  who  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  said  that 
the  Government  had  always  scrupu- 
lously abstained  from  interfering  in  this 
matter,  or  from  interfering  with  Egyp- 
tian finance  at  all.  Such  a  statement 
might  pass  muster  with  hon.  Members 
who  took  no  interest  in  Egyptian  affairs, 
but  it  certainly  would  not  with  those 
who  took  the  trouble  to  read  the  Egyp- 
tian papers.  He  was  perfectly  astounded 
at  the  courage  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
in  making  such  a  statement.  He  as- 
serted that  in  the  face  of  the  Papers  laid 
before  the  House  he  was  entitled  to  say, 
in  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
no  single  move  was  made  in  Egyptian 
finance  that  was  not  laid  before  the 
Foreign  Office  in  London,  and  ap- 
proved or  disapproved  of  by  that 
Department.  The  English  Government 
had  planted  in  Egypt  Sir  Evelyn  Baring, 
who  overrode  the  Egyptian  Ministry  on 
every  occasion  on  which  his  judgment 
went  contrary  to  theirs,  and  who  was  re- 
sponsible to  the  English  Foreign  Office. 
An  attempt  had  been  made  to  persuade 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  this  arrangement  was  a  good 
arrangement  for  the  people  of  Egypt. 
Ho  regretted  exceedingly  that  the  time 
given  for  the  discussion  of  these  compli- 
cated affairs  of  Egyptian  finance  was  so 
short  that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
for  anyone  to  bring  the  matter  with 
fulness  before  the  House.  As  the  time 
allowed  to  them  was  so  short  he  would 
as  briefly  as  he  possibly  could  en- 
deavour to  let  hon.  Members  under- 
stand that  not  only  had  this  claim,  which 
he  believed  was  a  bogus  and  unjust 
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aud  illegal  claim,  been  enforced  through 
the  agency  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
but  that  it  was  a  claim  which  would 
weigh  heavily  upon  the  people  of  Egypt ; 
that  so  far  from  the  arrangement  being 
a  gain  to  the  people  it  was  a  great  loss, 
and  that  in  two  ways.  The  figures  were 
so  jumbled  up  in  the  Despatdies  that  it 
required  a  considerable  degree  of  care 
to  understand  how  the  problem  was 
worked  out ;  but  ho  understood  that  at 
the  present  moment  the  family  of  the 
Khedive,  Tewfik  Pasha,  had  a  Civil 
List  of  £300,000,  out  of  which  he 
allowed  £86,000  to  the  ex-Khedive, 
Ismail  Pasha,  and  that  the  payment  of 
that  £86,000  ho  could,  according  to  the 
best  authorities,  stop  any  moment ;  but 
such  was  the  law  of  Egypt  that  ho  could 
not,  supposing  ho  stopped  it,  surrender 
the  money  for  the  Civil  uses  of  the 
Government  of  Egypt ;  it  must  remain 
part  of  the  Civil  List  of  himself  and 
family.  As  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  understood 
the  operation  of  the  arrangement  under 
consideration,  the  claim  of  Ismail  Pasha 
was  to  be  bought  off  by  a  present  to 
him  of  £1,210,000  worth  of  the  lands 
of  the  Domain,  and  by  an  additional 
grant  to  him  of  £100,000  in  regard  to 
property  on  his  lands  when  he  surren- 
dered his  estates.  This  £1,310,000 
would  have  to  come  from  the  Domain 
lands,  and  a  loan  would  have  to  be  raised 
in  order  to  redeem  from  the  loan  which 
now  covered  it  that  portion  of  the  Do- 
main which  was  to  be  given  to  Ismail 
Pasha.  What  would  be  the  result? 
They  would  have  this  fresh  burden 
thrown  on  the  Government  of  Egypt. 
They  would  set  free  £65.000  of  the  Civil 
List,  but  it  would  not  be  available  for 
civil  government,  but  would  be  hypothe- 
cated aud  kept  by  the  law  on  the  Civil 
List  of  the  present  Khedive.  Therefore, 
he  could  not  see  at  all  how  it  could  be 
shown  that  the  whole  of  this  burden 
would  not  fall  on  the  unfortunate  tax- 
payers of  Egypt,  and  that  the  whole 
of  the  interest  on  the  loan  which  would 
have  to  be  raised  would  not  have  to  be 
put  on  the  shoulders  of  the  taxpayers  in 
the  shape  of  extra  taxation.  He  objected 
to  this  arrangement  because  it  would  bo 
made  the  pretext  and  excuse  for  raiding 
another  Egyptian  loan,  and  they  had 
noticed  that  whenever  there  was  to  be  a 
loan  raised  in  Egypt  they  were  told  that 
the  finances  of  Egypt  were  in  a  most 
flourishing  condition.    Tho  next  thing 
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they  heard,  after  receiving  such  an  assur- 
ance, was  that  £2,000,000  or  £3,000,000 
was  going  to  be  raised  on  loan.  Would 
hon.  Members  notice  this  fact,  that  the 
whole  of  the  operation  of  redeeming  the 
claim  of  the  ex-Khedive  was  covered  by 
£1,310,000.  Ho  saw  it  stated  in  Th$ 
Times  newspaper  that  the  amount  of  the 
new  loan  was  fixed  at  £2,400,000. 
What  was  the  balance  between  that 
sum  and  £1,310,000  to  be  devoted  to? 
Yesterday,  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  whether  tho  House  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  expressing  an  opinion 
upon  the  loan  before  it  was  issued,  and 
the  reply  he  got  was  that  the  issue  of 
the  loan  was  no  business  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  would  not 
be  consulted  before  the  loan  was  issued  ? 
He  objected  to  this  transaction  for  three 
reasons ;  firstly,  because  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  had  been  paid  by  the  ex- 
Khedive  to  procure  for  him  the  admis- 
sion of  a  claim  which  he  utterly  failed 
to  procure  through  tho  means  of  any 
other  agent;  secondly,  that  the  admis- 
sion of  that  claim  would  throw  an  addi- 
tional burden  on  already  overburdened 
taxpayers  of  Egypt;  and,  thirdly,  bo- 
cause  the  arrangement  had  been  made 
the  excuse  for  the  raising  of  another 
Egyptian  loan.  They  never  yet  heard  of 
an  Egyptian  loan  which  did  not  swell  in 
the  hands  of  the  operators.  As  soon  as 
there  was  a  question  of  a  loan,  every 
department  of  the  administration  in  that 
country  discovered  that  there  were  small 
arrears  and  little  sums  left  over  from 
past  years  which  required  to  be  mot, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  a  larger 
loan  than  originally  contemplated  was 
raised.  He  maintained  that  this  opera- 
tion was  iniquitous,  both  in  its  inception 
and  in  the  ^ay  it  was  carried  out.  It 
would  increase  the  burdens  upon  tJio 
taxpayers  of  Egypt,  and  at  a  time  whoii 
they  were  told  that  Egyptian  finances 
wore  in  a  condition  of  thorough  sound- 
ness it  gave  an  excuse  for  another  resort 
to  the  miserable  system  of  borrowing 
money. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (lele  of  Wight) 
said,  he  ehould  hardly  have  intervened 
in  the  debate  but  for  the  extraordinary 
observations  of  tho  hon.  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).    A  more  mis- 
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taken  idea  of  either  the  original  or  the 
present  position  of  the  matter  could  not 
possibly  be  conceived.  In  the  most 
emphatic  language  the  hon.  Member 
declared  this  to  be  an  entirely  bogus 
claim  of  the  ex- Khedive,  and  that  he 
never  was  able  to  exact  one  penny  of  it 
until  he  had  obtained  a  paid  agent  from 
the  Government.  If  tliese  were  the 
sentiments  of  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  should  hope 
some  hon.  Member  who  had  been  re- 
sponsible for  the  government  of  Egypt 
would  endorse  them.  So  far  from  this 
being  a  bogus  claim,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  ex-Khedive  and  the  members  of  his 
family  were  receiving  £112,000  per 
annum  out  of  a  total  sum  of  £300,000 
called  the  Civil  List.  Nobody  had  ever 
suggested  that  any  part  of  that  £300,000 
could  go  to  the  taxpayers  of  Egypt,  or 
could  go  otherwise  than  to  the  family  of 
either  Ismail  or  Tewfik.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  had  quoted  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Eussell)  and  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  when  at  the  Bar,  to  the 
effect  that  there  was  no  doubt  that  that 
£300,000  was  solely  a  charge  applicable 
to  the  members  of  the  Khedivial  family, 
and  therefore  the  position  was  this — 
whatever  might  be  the  merits  of  the  case 
— that  Ismail  Pasha  and  the  members 
of  the  Khedivial  family  were  in  receipt 
of  £  1 12,000  per  annum.  So  far  from  its 
being  a  bogus  claim,  right  hoD.  Gentle- 
men opposite  knew  perfectly  well  that  to 
their  knowledge  that  money  was  being 
paid.  About  the  beginning  or  some 
time  in  the  year  1887  the  mother  died, 
and  there  arose  the  question  of  £20,000 
beyond  the  £112,000,  and  the  claim 
then  made  was  this.  The  ex-Khedive 
said — 

"  Accordinpf  to  my  rights,  that  £20,000  shoald 
como  to  me,  not  as  a  mcro  distribution  of  tho 
£112,000,  hut  in  addition  to  tho  £112,000 ; '' 

but  Tewfik  said  he  had  a  right  to  decide 
to  whom  that  £20,000  ehould  go.  It 
was  true  that  there  had  been  reductions 
in  tho  actual  amount  paid  to  Ismail 
Fasha,  but  those  reductions  had  afforded 
no  saving  whatever  to  the  Egyptian 
people.  He  wanted  to  know  what  was 
the  good  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  talking  about  this  as  a  bogus 
claim.  This  £40,000  had  been  regularly 
paid,  and  the  Egyptian  Government 
would  only  have  been  able  to  say  that 


somebody  other  than  Ismail  Pasha  was 
entitled  to  receive  it. 

Mu.  DILLON  explained  that  tho 
bogus  claim  he  spoke  of  was  tho  claim 
of  the  civil  Government  of  Egypt  to  re- 
deem a  payment  which  had  boon  made 
by  Tewfik  Pasha  of  his  own  free  will. 

Sm  EICHAED  WEBSTER  said,  no- 
body  had  ever  suggested  that  Ismail 
Pasha  had  not  a  claim  upon  this  fund. 
The  only  question  was  between  him  and 
Tewfik  and  other  members  of  tho  family 
as  to  whether  he  should  receive  a  larger 
payment  than  he  had  received  in  tho 
past.  So  far  from  it  being  possible  to 
suggest  that  this  bargain  was  a  bad 
one,  the  result  showed  that  there  was  a 
saving  of  £20,000  or  £30,000  a-year  to 
Egyptian  financo  by  reason  of  this  ar- 
rangement which  had  been  made.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  would 
read  the  Papers  he  would  find  that, 
whereas  there  had  been  previously  a 
total  payment  of  £300,000  per  annum 
to  Tewfik  and  to  the  other  members  of 
the  Khedivial  family,  out  of  which 
£112,000  went  to  Ismail  Pasha  and  the 
members  of  the  family  other  than  Tewfik, 
this  settlement  relieved  the  £300,000 
from  the  payment  of  £86,000  per  annum. 
The  position  was  this — that  the  £300,000 
was  practically  reduced  to  £200,000, 
and  that  the  benefit  would  ultimately 
come  to  the  Egyptian  taxpayer.  For 
14  years'  purchase  a  perpetual  annuity 
of  £86,000  had  been  redeemed.  It  was 
true  that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
drew  a  distinction  between  the  capitalized 
value  of  this  and  the  annual  payment, 
but  for  the  purposes  of  the  Egyptian 
revenue  that  made  no  difference.  In  a 
very  few  years  there  would  be  a  relief 
in  aid  of  the  taxes  of  Egypt.  He 
thought  he  was  justified  in  pointing  out 
how  little  this  matter  had  to  do  with  the 
Vote  of  Censure  which  had  been  brought 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Denbigh- 
shire (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan).  He  agreed 
with  the  Judge  Advocate  General  that 
before  a  member  of  his  own  profession 
made  such  a  charge  he  might  have  had 
the  common  fairness  to  ascertain  what 
the  real  facts  were.  To  the  speeches  of 
the  Members  for  NorthaQipton  and  East 
Mayo  it  was  necessary  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  reply  in  order  that  the  mislead- 
ing statements  in  regard  to  the  settle- 
ment might  not  be  allowed  to  go  uncon- 
tradicted.    He  did  not  suppose    that 
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anybody  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
or  in  any  part  of  the  House  would 
Buggost  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Judge  Advocate  General  had 
not  stated  truthfully  the  position  of  the 
matter.  Speaking  as  the  holder  of  the 
Onice  which  he  had  the  honour  to  fill, 
ho  was  as  jealous  as  anybody  could  be 
of  the  principle  that  nobody  who  had  to 
advise  HerMajesty^s  Government  or  who 
represented  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
should  appear  in  the  position  of  an  ad- 
vocate for  anybody  who  was  supposed 
to  be  acting  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. After  the  House  had  heard 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Judge  Advocate  Generali 
which  had  been  known  to  many  of  them, 
and  which  might  have  been  known  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Denbighshire,  if  he  had 
thought  fit  to  make  inquiries,  what  was 
the  position?  It  was  quite  clear  that 
Ismail  Pasha  had  made  very  extravagant 
claims;  it  was  quite  clear,  and  it  was 
not  disputed  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  that  before  1886  Ismail  Pasha 
had  availed  himself  of  the  advice  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  with  regard  to 
these  claims.  It  was  not  true  that  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  had  ever  said  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  such  claims  being  en- 
forced. What  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  had 
said  was — 

<<  If  ho  obtained  a  decision  in  favoar  of  his 
claims— a  result  of  which  the  highest  legal 
authorities  declare  that  there  is  no  danger,  hut 
which,  in  the  proverbial  uncertainty  of  legal 
matters,  must  be  taken  into  consideration — a 
complete  financial  breakdown  must  inevitably 


ensue. 


The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
not  completed  the  quotation.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  not 
dealing  with  the  arbitration  of  Lord 
Herschell,  Lord  Br  am  well,  or  Lord 
Selborne,  which  Ismail  Pasha  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  but  which  the  Egyptian 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  ac- 
cept ;  they  were  dealing  with  mixed 
tribunals,  and  would  any  one  in  that 
House  have  the  courage  to  say  that 
there  was  certainty  as  to  the  result  of 
these  claims  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  who  had  any  experience  of 
Egyptian  affairs  would  suggest  that  for 
a  moment.  The  claim  for  £5,000,000 
was  an  extravagant  claim  ;  but  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  share  which 
Ismail  Pasha  and  his  relatives  would 
get  out  of  the  £300,000  amounted  to 

Sir  Eiohwrd  WeUter 


£112,000,  nobody  could  seriously  sug- 
gest that  14  years'  purchase  was  not 
a  most  advantageous  settlement  for 
the  people  who  had  to  pay.  But 
there  was  another  matter.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  when  a  gentle- 
man filling  the  position  of  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  whose  duties  were  not 
directly  or  indirectly  connected  with 
^gypti  who  knew  no  more  about  Egypt 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  who  happened  to  be  able  to 
have  influence  over  Ismail  Pasha,  was 
allowed  to  advise  him  in  connection 
with  the  question  of  what  was  a  just 
settlement  of  his  claim,  that  was  some 
breach  of  his  duty  as  Judge  Advocate 
General.  For  his  own  part,  he  asserted 
that  not  only  had  there  been  nothing 
inconsistent  with  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  but 
that  it  was  right  and  proper  that  he 
should  continue  to  advise  Ismail  Pasha 
as  to  the  settlement  he  could  fairly 
make.  But  there  was  another  position 
to  be  considered — one  of  the  alterna- 
tives of  this  dispute,  which  was  not 
denied  by  any  one  on  those  Benches. 
The  arbitration  of  Lord  Herechell,  Lord 
Selborne,  and  Lord  Bramwell  had  been 
offered  by  Ismail  Pasha.  Did  any  one 
suggest  that,  presuming  that  that  arbi- 
tration had  been  held,  and  had  taken 
place  in  this  country,  there  would  have 
been  anything  inconsistent  in  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  then  appearing  as 
counsel  for  Ismail  Pasha  because  the 
question  was  a  claim  against  tho 
Egyptian  Government  ?  He  was  certain 
that  any  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
who  was  prepared  to  approve  the 
Egyptian  Government  submitting  to 
that  arbibration  would  have  been  only 
too  glad  to  know  that  Ismail  Pasha's 
claims  were  to  be  represented  and  urged 
by  a  leading  member  of  the  Bar,  though 
he  was  Judgo  Advocate  General.  The 
position  of  things  was  this — the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pre- 
viously advised  Ismail  Pasha  ;  claims 
were  being  made,  and  it  was  little 
wonder  that  the  Egyptian  Governmont 
were  only  too  glad  to  know  that  Ismail 
Pasha's  claims  were  to  be  adjusted  by 
a  man  of  prudence  and  position,  and 
that  there  would  be  none  of  the  ordinary 
incidents  of  the  conduct  of  litigation  in 
the  mixed  tribunals,  with  all  its  risks 
and  uncertainties.     This  Motion  had 
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been  urged  upon  the  ground  that  some 
utterly  improper  position  had  been  as- 
sumed by  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
with  the  knowledge  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment ;  and  it  had  been  suggested, 
without  a  shadow  of  foundation,  that 
the  position  of  Judge  Advocate  General 
had  been  allowed  to  be  made  use  of  for 
the  purpose  of  advocating  the  claims  of 
Ismail  Pasha.  Those  suggestions  were 
made  without  one  fact  to  substantiate 
thom.  Whether  or  not  it  had  been  a 
prudent  thing  for  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  GenUeman  to  engage  in  this 
matter,  from  his  own  personal  point  of 
view  was  another  matter ;  but  that  he 
was  thoroughly  justified  in  continuing 
to  advise  Ismail  Pasha — whoso  adviser 
he  had  been  long  before  he  had  been  in 
Office— as  to  what  was  a  fair  settlement 
with  the  Egyptian  Government,  he 
thought  nobody  could  deny.  That 
settlement  had  resulted  in  a  bond  fide 
gain  to  the  Egyptian  people.  Nothing 
could  alter  this  fact — that  a  claim  of 
£86,000  in  perpetuity  had  been  reduced 
to  14  years'  purchase.  He  asked  the 
House,  as  this  Motion  was  a  direct  Vote 
of  Censure,  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  whether  with  reference  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Judge  Advocate  General,  or 
with  regard  to  anything  which  had  been 
referred  to,  nothing  had  been  done 
directly  or  indirectly  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  which  they  had 
the  least  cause  to  be  ashamed  of  or  to 
withdraw. 

Mb.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster) 
seemed  to  have  made  the  case,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Government,  a  great 
deal  worse  than  it  was  before  he  spoke. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson), 
with  that  diplomatic  fact  and  experience 
which  he  was  known  to  possess,  felt  he 
had  a  bad  case,  and  desired  to  apologize 
for  the  conduct  of  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  the  circumstances  wero  very 
exceptional  and  peculiar.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said  the  circumstances  were 
unique  and  would  not  occur  again.  If 
the  Government  had  chosen  to  leave  the 
matter  there  the  House  might  perhaps 
have  asked  the  Government  to  have 
given  them  an  explicit  assurance  that 
they  would  never  so  act  again,  and  they 
might  have  been  satisfied  with  such  an 
assurance.    But  the  Attorney-General, 


as  if  he  were  arguing  a  case  before 
a  common  jury,  must  needs  try  to 
brazen  the  matter  out  and  endeavour  to 
justify  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 
The  Attorney  General  said  that  no  one 
would  deny  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  perfectly  justified  in  ad- 
vising Ismail  Pasha.  They  did  deny  it 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
They  denied  it  because  the  position  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied  towards 
Ismail  Pasha  was  absolutely  incompa- 
tible with  the  position  he  occupied  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  Attorney 
General  spoke  of  the  merits  of  the 
settlement ;  but  that  was  not  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  he  (Mr. 
Bryce)  did  not  intend  to  debate  it. 
The  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Denbighshiro 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  was — 

**  That  this  Hoase  disapproves  tho  acceptanco 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  holding  the  Office 
of  Judge  Advocate  General,  of  the  duties  of 
professional  advocate  to  the  ex-Khedive  Ismail 
in  the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against  the 
Egyptian  Government  as  contrary  to  Consti- 
tutional usage  and  precedent,  as  liable  to 
serious  misconstruction  Abroad  and  at  UomOi 
and  as  calculated  to  introduce  undesirable 
complications  into  our  relations  with  foreign 
and  friendly  countries." 

Sir  EICHAED  WEBSTEE:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  hear  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan). 

Mb.  BEYCE  said,  he  was  present  and 
heard  the  whole  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech.  He  had 
been  present  during  the  whole  of  the 
debate,  and  he  thought  that  when  the 
Attorney  General  rose  he  would  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  address  himself 
directly  to  the  terms  of  the  Eesolution 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Bryce) 
asked  the  House  to  consider  whether 
the  phrases  in  the  Motion  were  borne 
out.  He  maintained  that  the  action  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  was  con- 
trary to  Constitutional  usage.  No  pre- 
cedent for  it  had  been  cited.  They  had 
challenged  the  Gt)vemment  to  point  to 
any  case  like  it,  but  the  Government  had 
been  unable  to  do  so.  No  case  like  it 
could  be  quoted.  It  was  a  strong  thing 
for  a  Member  of  the  Government  to 
undertake  any  work  whatever  except  the 
work  he  undertook  to  do  for  Her  Majesty. 
There  was  an  exception  made  in  the  case 
ci  ihe  Attorney  General  and  of  the  Spli^ 


1527        Hgypt-^The  Judge  {COMMONS}  Advocate  General        1528 


anybody  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
or  in  any  part  of  the  House  would 
Ruggest  that  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Judge  Advocate  General  had 
not  stated  truthfully  the  position  of  the 
matter.  Speaking  as  the  holder  of  the 
Onice  which  he  had  the  honour  to  fill, 
he  was  as  jealous  as  anybody  could  be 
of  the  principle  that  nobody  who  had  to 
advise  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  who 
represented  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
should  appear  in  the  position  of  an  ad- 
vocate for  anybody  who  was  supposed 
to  be  acting  against  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. After  the  House  had  heard 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
which  had  been  known  to  many  of  them, 
and  which  might  have  been  known  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Denbighshire,  if  he  had 
thought  fit  to  make  inquiries,  what  was 
the  position?  It  was  quite  clear  that 
Ismail  Pasha  had  made  very  extravagant 
claims;  it  was  quite  clear,  and  it  was 
not  disputed  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  that  before  1886  Ismail  Pasha 
had  availed  himself  of  the  advice  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  with  regard  to 
these  claims.  It  was  not  true  that  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring  had  ever  said  that  there 
was  no  chance  of  such  claims  being  en- 
forced. What  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  had 
said  was — 

*'  If  ho  obtained  a  decision  in  favour  of  his 
claims— a  result  of  which  the  highest  legal 
authorities  declare  that  there  is  no  aangor,  but 
which,  in  the  proverbial  uncertainty  of  legal 
matters,  must  be  taken  into  consideration — a 
complete  financial  breakdown  must  inevitably 


ensue. 


The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  had 
not  completed  the  quotation.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  they  were  not 
dealing  with  the  arbitration  of  Lord 
Herschell,  Lord  Bramwell,  or  Lord 
Selborne,  which  Ismail  Pasha  was  pre- 
pared to  accept  but  which  the  Egyptian 
Government  were  not  prepared  to  ac- 
cept ;  they  were  dealing  with  mixed 
tribunals,  and  would  any  one  in  that 
House  have  the  courage  to  say  that 
there  was  certainty  as  to  the  result  of 
these  claims  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
anyone  who  had  any  experience  of 
Egyptian  afiairs  would  suggest  that  for 
a  moment.  The  claim  for  £5,000,000 
was  an  extravagant  claim  ;  but  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  share  which 
Ismail  Pasha  and  his  relatives  would 
get  out  of  the  £300,000  amounted  to 

Sir  Richard  WehiUr 


£112,000,  nobody  could  seriously  sug- 
gest that  14  years'  purchase  was  not 
a  most  advantageous  settlement  for 
the  people  who  had  to  pay.  But 
there  was  another  matter.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  when  a  gentle- 
man filling  the  position  of  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  whose  duties  were  not 
directly  or  indirectly  connected  with 
Egypt,  who  knew  no  more  about  Egypt 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  who  happened  to  be  able  to 
have  influence  over  Ismail  Pasha,  was 
allowed  to  advise  him  in  connection 
with  the  question  of  what  was  a  just 
settlement  of  his  claim,  that  was  some 
breach  of  his  duty  as  Judge  Advocate 
General.  For  his  own  part,  he  asserted 
that  not  only  had  there  been  nothing 
inconsistent  with  the  position  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  but 
that  it  was  right  and  proper  that  he 
should  continue  to  advise  Ismail  Pasha 
as  to  the  settlement  he  could  fairly 
make.  But  there  was  another  position 
to  be  considered — one  of  the  alterna- 
tives of  this  dispute,  which  was  not 
denied  by  any  one  on  those  Benches. 
The  arbitration  of  Lord  Herschell,  Lord 
Selborne,  and  Lord  Bramwell  had  been 
offered  by  Ismail  Pasha.  Did  any  one 
suggest  that,  presuming  that  that  arbi- 
tration had  been  held,  and  had  taken 
place  in  this  country,  there  would  have 
oeen  anything  inconsistent  in  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  then  appearing  as 
counsel  for  Ismail  Pasha  because  the 
question  was  a  claim  against  the 
Egyptian  Government  ?  He  was  certain 
that  any  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
who  was  prepared  to  approve  the 
Egyptian  Government  submitting  to 
that  arbibration  would  have  been  only 
too  glad  to  know  that  Ismail  Pasha's 
claims  were  to  be  represented  and  urged 
by  a  leading  member  of  the  Bar,  though 
he  was  Judge  Advocate  General.  The 
position  of  things  was  this— the  rigbt 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  x)ro- 
viously  advised  Ismail  Pasha  ;  claims 
were  being  made,  and  it  was  little 
wonder  that  the  Egyptian  Government 
were  only  too  glad  to  know  that  Ismail 
Pasha's  claims  were  to  be  adjusted  by 
a  man  of  prudence  and  position,  and 
that  there  would  be  none  of  the  ordinary 
incidents  of  the  conduct  of  litigation  in 
the  mixed  tribunals,  with  all  its  risks 
and  uncertainties.     This  Motion  had 
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been  urged  upon  the  ground  that  some 
utterly  improper  position  had  been  as- 
sumed by  the  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral 
vith  the  knowledge  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment ;  and  it  had  been  suggested, 
trithout  a  shadow  of  foundation,  that 
the  position  of  Judge  Advocate  General 
had  been  allowed  to  be  made  use  of  for 
the  purpose  of  advocating  the  claims  of 
Ismail  Pasha.  Those  suggestions  were 
made  without  one  fact  to  substantiate 
thom.  Whether  or  not  it  had  been  a 
prudent  thing  for  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  engage  in  this 
matter,  from  his  own  personal  point  of 
view  was  another  matter ;  but  that  he 
was  thoroughly  justified  in  continuing 
to  advise  Ismail  Pasha — whose  adviser 
he  had  been  long  before  he  had  been  in 
Office— as  to  what  was  a  fair  settlement 
with  the  Egyptian  Government,  he 
thought  nobody  could  deny.  That 
settlement  had  resulted  in  a  bond  fide 
gain  to  the  Egyptian  people.  Nothing 
could  alter  this  fact — that  a  claim  of 
£86,000  in  perpetuity  had  been  reduced 
to  14  years*  purchase.  He  asked  the 
House,  as  this  Motion  was  a  direct  Vote 
of  Censure,  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  whether  with  reference  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Judge  Advocate  General,  or 
with  regard  to  anything  which  had  been 
referred  to,  nothing  had  been  done 
directly  or  indirectly  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  which  they  had 
the  least  cause  to  be  ashamed  of  or  to 
withdraw. 

Mk.  BRYOE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  said,  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster) 
seemed  to  have  made  the  case,  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Government,  a  great 
deal  worse  than  it  was  before  he  spoke. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson), 
with  that  diplomatic  fact  and  experience 
which  he  was  known  to  possess,  felt  he 
had  a  bad  case,  and  desired  to  apologize 
for  the  conduct  of  the  Government  on  the 
ground  that  the  circumstances  wero  very 
exceptional  and  peculiar.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said  the  circumstances  were 
unique  and  would  not  occur  again.  If 
the  Government  had  chosen  to  leave  the 
matter  there  the  House  might  perhaps 
have  asked  the  Government  to  have 
given  them  an  explicit  assurance  that 
they  would  never  so  act  again,  and  they 
might  have  been  satisfied  with  such  an 
assurance.    But  the  Attorney-Qeneral; 


as  if  he  were  arguing  a  case  before 
a  common  jury,  must  needs  try  to 
brazen  the  matter  out  and  endeavour  to 
justify  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 
The  Attorney  General  said  that  no  one 
would  deny  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  perfectly  justified  in  ad- 
vising Ismail  Pasha.  They  did  deny  it 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
They  denied  it  because  the  position  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  occupied  towards 
Ismail  Pasha  was  absolutely  incompa- 
tible with  the  position  he  occupied  as  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  Attorney 
General  spoke  of  the  merits  of  the 
settlement ;  but  that  was  not  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  he  (Mr. 
Bryce)  did  not  intend  to  debate  it. 
The  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Denbighshire 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  was — 

*'  That  this  House  disapproves  the  acceptance 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  holding  the  Office 
of  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral,  of  the  duties  of 
professional  advocate  to  the  ex-Khedive  Ismail 
in  the  prosecution  of  a  hostile  claim  against  the 
Egyptian  Government  as  contrary  to  Consti- 
tutional usage  and  precedent,  as  liable  to 
serious  misconstruction  Abroad  and  at  Home, 
and  as  calculated  to  introduce  undesirable 
complications  into  our  relations  with  foreign 
and  friendly  countries." 

8iE  EICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  hear  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan). 

Mr.  bryce  said,  he  was  present  and 
heard  the  whole  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech.  Ho  had 
been  present  during  the  whole  of  the 
debate,  and  he  thought  that  when  the 
Attorney  General  rose  he  would  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  address  himself 
directly  to  the  terms  of  the  Resolution 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Bryce) 
asked  the  House  to  consider  whether 
the  phrases  in  the  Motion  were  borne 
out.  He  maintained  that  the  action  of 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  was  con- 
trary to  Constitutional  usage.  No  pre- 
cedent for  it  had  been  cited.  They  had 
challenged  the  Gt)yemment  to  point  to 
any  case  like  it,  but  the  Government  had 
been  unable  to  do  so.  No  case  like  it 
could  be  quoted.  It  was  a  strong  thing 
for  a  Member  of  the  Government  to 
undertake  any  work  whatever  except  the 
work  he  undertook  to  do  for  Her  Majesty. 
There  was  an  exception  made  in  the  case 
of  the  Attorney  General  and  of  the  Soli* 
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citor  Oeneral»  and  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  had  tried  to  ride  off,  and  so  had 
the  Attorney  Generalyby  calling  thisacase 
of  practice.  It  was  not  a  case  of  prac- 
tice. When  a  Law  Officer  was  allowed 
to  retain  his  practice  he  was  allowed  to 
appear  before  the  Courts  of  his  own 
country.  But  what  had  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  done  ?  He  had  gone  out, 
not  as  the  counsel — the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  admitted  that  ho  did 
not  go  as  counsel — but  as  the  confi- 
dential paid  agent  or  Attorney  of  the 
ex-Khedive  Ismail,  receiving  a  fee,  the 
amount  of  which  he  had  not  stated,  but 
which,  from  his  silence,  they  knew  must 
have  been  a  very  large  one.  It  was  an 
exceptional  thing  that  a  Member  of  the 
Government  should  undertake  practice. 
It  certainly  was  an  unheard-of  thing  for 
a  Member  of  the  Government  to  under- 
take legal  business  against  a  foreign 
Power.  He  would  like  to  be  told  of  any 
case  whatever  in  which  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
allowed  to  practice  in  the  Courts  of  a 
foreign  country,  still  more  to  practice 
in  Courts  of  a  foreign  country  against 
the  Government  of  that  country.  But 
the  case  went  further  than  that.  The 
Judge  Advocate  General  had  not  merely 
acted  against  a  foreign  Government,  but 
against  a  foreign  Government  which  was 
l)racticaliy  dependent  upon  our  Govern- 
ment —  against  the  Government  of  a 
country  whose  territory  we  were  occupy- 
ing and  which  wo  wore  advising,  and 
which  took  no  important  step  of  any 
kind  without  the  consent  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  Ho  could  not  con- 
ceive any  case  in  which  it  was  more 
desirable  to  scrupulously  guard  against 
any  action  of  this  kind  than  the  present 
case.  Now  the  motion  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  went  on  to  say  that  the 
action  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
was  **  liable  to  serious  misconstruction 
Abroad  and  at  Home."  Had  the  Go- 
vernment denied  that  ?  He  (Mr.  Bryce) 
happened  to  bo  in  Cairo  at  the  time  the 
news  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General's 
coming  arrived,  and  he  remembered  the 
universal  feeling  of  surprise  and  aston- 
ishment among  official  Egyptians  and 
the  upper  classes  in  Cairo  generally  with 
whieh  the  announcement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  mission  was  regarded. There 
was  no  secret  about  the  matter  at  all.  If 
any  Member  of  the  House  referred  to 
the  telegrams  of  Tke  Times^  oorrespon- 

Mr.  Bryce 


dent,  which  appeared  in  the  The  Timet  of 
the  5th  of  January,  and  which  repre- 
sented the  first  impressions  of  the  matter 
on  the  part  of  the  Egyptians,  he  would 
see  that  his  (Mr.  Bryce's)  words  were 
fully  borne  out.  He  himself  was  asked 
with  amazement  by  Ministers  in  Egypt 
whether  it  was  true  that  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  was  coming 
out  to  prosecute  this  claim  against  them. 
He  had  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  tho 
Judge  Advocate  General,  when  became 
out,  made  it  his  business  to  explain  that 
he  was  not  officially  representing  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  was  per- 
fectly certain  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  made  that  clear  to 
the  Ministers  of  the  Khedive,  but  what 
must  the  outside  public,  the  people  of 
Egypt,  have  thought  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  mission  ?  They 
saw  that  a  deported  tyrant,  whose 
memory  was  detested,  and  deserved  to 
be  detested,  was  represented  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  an 
attempt  to  get  mote  money  out  of  tho 
country  ho  had  oppressed  and  plundered. 
They  did  not  know  what  particular  office 
the  representative  held,  and  they  did 
not  know  what  a  Judge  Advocate 
General  was;  but  they  knew  that  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  Government  of 
England,  and  they  naturally  inferred 
that  in  coming  out,  he  came  to  support 
tho  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
They  knew  there  were  many  advocates 
in  England  —  Queen's  Counsel  and 
others — who  would  be  glad  to  come  out 
and  press  the  claim  of  Ismail  Pasba 
for  half  the  fee  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  received,  and  they  asked  why 
was  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man chosen  unless  it  was  because  ho 
was  a  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Motion  also  declared  that  tho 
Judge  Advocate  General's  action  was — 

**  Calculated  to  iniroduco  undeairahlo  compli- 
cations into  our  relations  with  foreign  and 
friendly  countries.*' 

He  agreed  that  this  was  so,  and  for  tho 
very  reason  that  it  was  the  Constitutional 
practice  of  Her  Majesty's  Governmont 
in  all  its  intercourse  with  foreign  Powers 
to  be  represented  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  by  him 
only.  He  defied  the  Government  to 
produce  a  case  in  which  the  Government 
of  England  had  allowed  any  one  of  its 
Members  to  ^o  out  to  make  representa- 
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tions  to  a  Foreign  Power  except  under 
the  guidance  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
They  were  told  that  Lord  Salisbury  did 
not  interfere  with  the  right  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  miseion.  The 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  had  said  he 
thought  it  would  bo  very  undesirable 
that  Qer  Majesty's  Government  should 
mix  itself  up  in  matters  of  this  kind. 
Ho  (Mr.  Bryce)  entirely  agreed  with 
his  right  hon.  Friond  that  it  would  be 
very  undesirable  for  the  Government  to 
do  that,  but  they  maintained  that  by 
allowing  the  Judge  Advocate  General  to 
go  out  to  Egypt  the  Government  did  mix 
themselves  up  in  the  case.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  wash  their 
hands  of  responsibility  in  this  matter. 
What  was  to  be  gained— what  object 
was  there — in  allowing  a  Member  of 
the  Government  to  proceed  to  Egypt  on 
this  errand?  It  was  a  wanton  broach 
of  usage  and  propriety  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  He  did  not  make 
this  a  personal  charge  against  the 
Judge  Advocate  General,  though  he 
thought  that  a  man  more  sensitively 
delicate  than  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  not,  perhaps, 
have  undertaken  the  duty.  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  in  whose  hands  the 
guardianship,  the  honour  of  the  country, 
and  the  character  of  the  Executive 
rested,  chose  to  do  exceptional  and  im- 
proper things,  he  did  not  greatly  blame 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
for  doing  what  the  Government  allowed 
him  to  do.  It  was  the  Government  they 
blamed.  It  was  the  Government  they 
asked  the  House  to  censure.  He  did  not 
enter  at  all  into  the  question  whether  this 
was  a  favourable  settlement  or  not ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  a  good  deal  had 
been  advanced  to  show  it  was  a  highly 
favourable  settlement  for  Ismail,  con- 
sidering what  the  previous  character  and 
conduct  of  the  ex-Khedive  had  been. 
Indeed,  ho  recommended  anyone  who 
had  a  more  than  doubtful  claim  to 
prosecute  to  employ  the  Judge  Advocate 
General.  He  recommended  the  Irish 
landlords,  for  instance,  to  employ  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  Why 
should  Ismail  Pasha  bo  treated  with 
special  indulgence?  Why  should  he 
have  any  compensation  at  all  ?  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  he  was  very  fortunate 
in  being  allowed  to  leave  Egypt  with 
such  an  extravagant  Civil  List.    If  he 


I  (Mr.  Bryce) were  to  draw  the  House  aside 
from  the  main  issue,  ho  thought  he 
could  meet  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  with  re- 
gard to  the  merits  of  the  settlement ; 
and  could  show  that  the  settlement 
was  unfair  to  the  people  of  Egypt ; 
but  ho  did  not  desire  to  do  that.  Ho 
was  willing  to  assume  for  the  purpose 
of  argument  that  the  settlemout  was  a 
proper  one ;  but  what  he  asked  tho 
Houso  to  do  was  to  assert  that  nothing 
of  this  kind  should  happen  again,  and 
to  warn  the  Government  that  they  could 
not  with  impunity  allow  themselves  to 
be  doubly  represented  at  Foreign  Courts, 
and  to  appear  to  exercise  an  unfair  and 
coercive  influence  over  a  dependent 
Power. 

Sir  GEORGE  ELLIOTT  (Monmouth) 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
more  than  a  very  few  moments.  IIo 
had  listened  to  the  whole  of  the  debate, 
and  he  could  not  refrain  from  making 
one  or  two  observations.  He  had  re- 
cently visited  Egypt ;  since,  indeed,  the 
business  under  review  was  concluded ; 
and  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
and  conversing  with  all  the  parties  con- 
cerned in  the  negotiations — the  Khedive, 
Tewfik  Pasha ;  Sir  Edgar  Vincent,  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  and  several  of  the  Native 
Pashas.  Without  desiring  to  enter  into 
the  complicated  question  as  to  whether 
it  was  right  or  wrong  that  the  settle- 
ment arrived  at  ought  to  have  been 
come  to,  ho  felt  he  ought  to  inform  the 
House  that,  so  far  as  he  could  judge, 
the  people  of  Egypt  were  well  satisfled 
with  what  was  done.  He  was  not  clever 
enough  to  enter  into  the  argument  as 
to  whether  the  settlement  was  a  just  one 
or  not,  but  possibly  if  he  had  had  any 
hand  in  the  negotiations,  the  arrange- 
ments would  have  been  a  little  different. 
[  Cheers,"]  He  never  liked  to  be  cheered 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  but,  after 
all,  that  was  all  he  had  to  say  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  if  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
eon)  aright,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  sug- 
gested that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
(Mr.  Marriott)  had  not  directly  com- 
municated with  the  Egyptian  Minister, 
had  not  made  the  claim  a  matter  of 
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himself,  but  had  done  what  he  had  done 
through  Sir  Edgar  Vincent  and  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring. 

Sir  JAMES  FERQUSSON:  No,  I 
said  quite  the  reverse.  I  said  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  declined  to 
interfere  in  the  matter  at  all,  and  had 
said  that  if  the  claim  was  to  be  pre- 
ferred, it  must  be  preferred  by  the  ex- 
Khedive  to  the  Egyptian  Government. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  was 
sorry  if  he  had  misunderstood  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  He  certainly  understood 
that  that  was  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Judge  Advocate 
General  himself.  What  was  clear  from 
the  Papers  was 

Mr.  MARRIOTT:  My  contention 
was  that  I  had  only  dealings  with  Sir 
Edgar  Vincent,  who  is  an  Egyptian 
Minister.  He  is  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  or  the  Finance  Minister  of 
Egypt,  and  has  acted  very  well  in  the 
interest  of  Egypt. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  under- 
stood  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  now  that  such  arguments 
as  he  addressed  were  addressed  to  Sir 
Edgar  Vincent.  The  Papers  showed 
that  not  to  be  correct. 

Mr.  MARRIOTT:  It  is  absolutely 
true. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  unfor- 
tunately the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman wrote  diflferently,  for  he  wrote  to 
Nubar  Pasha — **  Faisant  suite  d  notre 
conversation,'*^ 

Mr.  MARRIOTT:  Nubar  Pasha  is 
one  of  the  Ministry.  Sir  Edgar  Vin- 
cent is  one  of  the  same  Ministry.  They 
meet  in  council,  and  when  I  talked  to 
Sir  Edgar  Vincent  I  presumed  I  talked 
to  the  whole  Ministry. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  that 
did  not  correctly  represent  the  state- 
ment in  the  Papers.  It  was  clear  from 
the  Papers  he  held  in  his  hand  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  made  a  larger 
claim  on  behalf  of  the  ex-Khodive  to 
the  Egyptian  Ministry  than  the  Egyptian 
Ministry  were  disposed  to  accept.  It 
was  clear  from  the  Papers  that  the  claim 
was  urged  by  the  right  hon  and  learned 
Gentleman  as  advocate  for  Ismail  Pasha 
upon  Nubar  Pasha  personally.  [Mr. 
Marriott  dissented.]  Then  it  was  clear 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wrote  what  he  did  not  mean.  It  was 
clear  from  what   the  right  hon.  and 

Mr,  Bradhugh 


learned  Gentleman  said  that  their  con- 
versation did  not  mean  conversation  with 
the  man  with  whom  they  talked,  bnt 
meant  conversation  with  someone 
else.  There  were  negotiations  with 
Nubar  Pasha  quite  separate  from 
the  negotiations  with  Sir  Edgar  Vin- 
cent. He  would  show  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Judge  Advocate  General  was  incorrect. 
In  Sir  Evelyn  Baring's  despatch  to  the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury  it  was  said  that 
at  the  commencement  of  the  present 
year  the  Judge  Advocate  General  arrived 
in  Egypt  charged  by  Ismail  Pasha  and 
other  members  of  the  ex-Khedivial  family 
to  arrange  a  settlement  of  their  claims 
against  the  Egyptian  Government,  and 
Sir  Evelyn  Baring  added  that  this  claim 

f>ut  forward  by  the  right  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  differed  very  con- 
siderably from  the  preposterous  claim 
hitherto  advanced  by  Ismail  Pasha  and 
his  family.  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  went  on 
to  say  that — 

''  Mr.  Marriott's  proposed  settlement  of  the 
claim  was  presented  to  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment and  was  declared  by  them  to  be  quite 
inadmissible  ;  '* 

and  then  he  spoke  of  the  negotiations 
which  took  place  between  Sir  Edgar 
Vincent  and  the  Judge  Advocate  General. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
in  his  own  letter,  dated  the  23rd  of 
January,  addressed  to  Nubar  Pasha, 
and  replied  to  by  Nubar  Pasha  sepa- 
rately, referred  expressly  to  the  conver- 
sation he  had  had  with  Nubar  Pasha 
himself.  All  he  (Mr.  Bradlaug]^)  could 
say  was  that  he  knew  English,  and  that 
when  he  was  in  France  he  fancied  he 
knew  French.  If  what  he  read  in  the 
Papers  did  not  mean  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  talked  personally  to 
Nubar  Pasha  on  the  subject  and  dis- 
cussed the  claim  with  him,  the  language 
had  no  meaning  whatever.  The  right 
hon.  aud  learned  Judge  Advocate 
General  did  not  say  in  his  letter,  '^re- 
ferriug  to  the  negotiations  with  your 
Government,"  he  did  not  say — **  re- 
ferring to  the  representations  made  by 
me  to  Sir  Edgar  Vincent,"  but  he  said 
**  faisant  suite  d  notre  conversation^^^  and 
that  could  only  mean  that  he  had  had  a 
conversation  with  Nubar  Pasha.  Con- 
tradictions were  valueless  in  face  of  the 
record  in  writing  of  the  statement  of  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  learned.  Gentleman.    If 
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the  Amendment  were  pressed  to  a  divi- 
sion be  should  yote  for  it,  and  by  bis 
vote  mean — 

**  That  in  tho  opinion  of  thii}  Flouse  no  Mem* 
ber  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought  to 
have  acted  as  tho  Advocate  of  a  dethroned 
Prince  presenting  a  claim  to  a  Government 
which  had  been  rejected  by  that  Government ; 
that  especially  in  view  of  the  position  in  which 
we  stand  towards  Kgypt  no  Member  of  iier 
Majesty's  Government  ought,  even  as  a  labour 
of  love,  still  less  for  personal  gain,  to  have 
gone  behind  the  backs  of  the  public  and  of  tho 
Ministry  to  prefer  such  a  claim  as  this." 

He  should  vote  for  the  Amendment  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  to  the  world 
that  there  was,  at  any  rate,  one  man 
who  repudiated  the  notion  of  English 
authority  being  used  by  the  lips  of  a 
Minister  to  give  credence  to  a  claim — 
not  a  claim  for  £86,000,  as  it  was  as- 
serted to  be  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster), 
but  a  most  preposterous  claim,  a  claim, 
reduced  it  was  true,  but  still  of  a  high 
amount,  rejected  for  years  by  the 
Egyptian  Government,  and  only  allowed 
at  last  in  consequence  of  the  moral 
pressure  of  English  authority. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  126  ;  Noes 
218:  Majority  92.— (Div.  List,  No.  43.) 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  by  leave 
tcithdrawn. 

Committee  upon  Monday  next. 

SUPPLY  [15th  Makch].— report. 

[adjoukned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 

Debate  on  Question  (this  day), 

**  That  this  House  doth  agpree  with  the  Com- 
mittee in  the  said  Resolution  *  That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £3,614,003,  he  granted  to  Uer  Ma- 
jcsty,  on  account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the 
Charge  for  the  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  De- 
partments for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1889.' " 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.),  in  rising  to  a  point  of  Order, 
said,  in  reference  to  the  second  Order 
of  the  Day  which  had  just  been  read,  he 
had  to  draw  the  Speaker's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  this  Order  was  on  the 
Paper  for  the  Morning  Sitting ;  that  it 
was  under  discussion  at  10  minutes  to  7  ; 
and  that  the  new  Eule  of  Procedure 

YOL.  OCOXXTTI.    [third  sbribs.] 


dealing  with  this  point  was  in  these 
words — 

**  That  when  such  husiness  has  not  been  dis- 
posed of  at  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  House  shall 
otherwise  order,  the  Speaker,  or  (/liairinan  if  tho 
House  Rliall  be  in  (committee,  do  leave  tho  Chair, 
and  the  House  shall  resume  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
o'clock,  when  the  Orders  of  the  Day  not  disposed 
of  at  the  Morning  Sitting  *' — 

and  there  was  no  Order  but  this — 

**and  any  Motion  under  discussion  at  ten 
minutes  to  Seven  shall  be  set  down  in  the  Order 
Book  after  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day." 

Papers  containing  Orders  of  the  Day 
were  issued  to  Members  for  the  Morn- 
ing and  the  Evening  Sittings.  For  the 
Evening  Sitting  tho  Orders  were  11  in 
number ;  and,  according  to  the  clear 
words  of  the  Eule  ho  had  read,  the 
Order  dropped  at  10  minutes  to  7 — Be- 
port  of  Supply — should  take  its  place  as 
No.  12  on  the  list,  while  actually  it  had 
been  called  on  as  No.  2.  He  submitted 
that  this  was  a  complete  departure  from 
the  Eule,  and  he  asked  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  course  fol- 
lowed  was  perfectly  regular.  After  dis- 
cussions on  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Supply,  the  House  passed  to  the  Orders 
of  the  Day,  and  these  the  Government 
set  down  in  the  order  they  pleased. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said, 
with  all  respect,  he  would  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Speaker  to  the  words  of 
the  Eule — **  after  the  other  Orders  of 
the  Day."  True,  the  Government  had 
the  right  to  arrange  Government  Busi- 
ness in  what  order  they  pleased ;  but, 
in  the  exercise  of  that  right,  they  should 
not  pass  from  the  clear  direction  of  the 
Eule. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  what  had  been 
done  was  in  conformity  with  the  general 
practice. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  it  had  been  the  general  practice ; 
but  the  House  was  entering  now  upon 
new  practices  and  new  procedure,  and 
as,  under  the  New  Eules,  this  point  had 
never  risen  before,  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther the  Government  could  act  in  spite 
of  the  words  of  the  Eule  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  said,  when  he  spoke 
of  the  general  practice  he  should  have 
said  the  universal  practice  under  Morn- 
ing Sittings  of  the  House. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  his 
question  was  this — Whether  the  Eule 
as  regards  setting  down  dropped  Orders 
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after  the  other  Orders  of  the  Day  should 
onlj  apply  to  private  Members,  and 
should  not  apply  to  Oovernment  Busi- 
ness ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  on  the  point  of  Order  the  hon. 
Member  was  quite  in  error.  What  he 
called  a  New  Eule  was  simply  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  old  Eule,  not  a  New  Bute  at 
all.  If  the  hon.  Member  would  look  at 
the  old  Bule  for  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  he  would  find  the 
same  words  as  now  were  contained  in 
the  Standing  Order.  The  only  difference 
was  that  it  was  a  Standing  Order.  The 
Bule  always  was  that  Orders  not  dis- 
posed of  at  the  Morning  Sitting  should 
be  put  down  after  the  other  Orders  of 
the  Day.  But  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
for  the  evening  were  not  settled  until 
after  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Fridays. 
On  Tuesdays  it  was  different,  but  on 
Fridays  the  Government  had  the  settling 
of  the  Order  of  Business. 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
regretted  that  he  was  unable  to  finish 
his  remarks  before  7  o'clock.  He 
wished  to  challenge  the  Vote  on  the 
ground  that  the  present  First  Lord  of 
Sie  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
not  a  proper  person  to  be  entrustea  with 
the  distribution  of  these  funds,  so  far,  at 
least,  as  that  distribution  afifected  Civil 
servants  as  such.  He  submitted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  mani- 
fested in  the  House,  by  his  answers  to 
Questions  put  to  him,  an  indisposition  to 
be  equitable  and  fair.  That  was  his 
submission,  and  the  ground  upon  which 
he  challenged  the  Vote.  He  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  did  not  wish  to  shrink  from 
the  responsibility  of  what  he  was  saying, 
and  wished  the  House  to  understand 
that  he  was  making  what  might  be  con- 
sidered a  personal  attack  upon  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  shown  by  his  answers 
in  the  House,  at  once  evasive  and  con- 
tradictory, that  members  of  the  Civil 
Service  had  no  ground  to  look  to  him 
for  fair  and  equitable  treatment  in  re- 
gard to  any  conduct  they  might  think 
fit  to  adopt  in  respect  to  matters 
political.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  asked  a  number  of  Questions 
perfectly  straightforward  and  simple, 
which  it  was  open  to  him  to  consider 
oarefuUy  before  he  answered,  but  which 
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he  answered  in  such  a  way  as  to  show 
that  he  was  prepared  to  deal  out  one 
measure  of  justice  to  one  set  of  persona 
and  another  measure  of  justice  to  an- 
other set  of  persons.  Some  time  ago 
a  challenge  was  thrown  out  from  the 
Government  Bench  with  regard  to  a 
gentleman  employed  in  one  of  the 
Dockyards,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  justified  his  Department  for 
allowing  that  official  to  exercise  bis 
political  rights  untrammelled  and  un- 
challenged. When  that  noble  Lord  had 
completed  his  answer,  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  invited  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
say  whether  the  same  rule  obtained  in 
all  other  Departments  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. The  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
same  rule  governed  all  the  Departments. 
On  the  first  of  the  present  month,  he 
accordingly  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Question  whether  the  Board 
of  Inland  Revenue  last  year  addressed 
to  a  Civil  servant  of  that  Department  a 
letter  in  which  the  following  sentence 
occurred — 

"Tou  cannot  be  permitted  by  them — the 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue—to  lecture,  or  openly 
speak,  or  take  part  in  discussions  upon  Home 
Rule." 

Secondly,  the  Question  went  on  to  ask 
whether  Sir  Alfred  Slade — Receiver 
General  of  the  Inland  Revenue  De- 
partment— was  at  that  time  a  prominent 
member  of  the  Primrose  League  ?  Now, 
at  that  time  it  was  a  fact  that  an  officer 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  had  been  cen- 
sured— cautioned  was  the  official  phrase 
— but  it  amounted  to  censure — for 
taking  part  in  a  Home  Rule  meeting, 
and  Sir  Alfred  Slade,  who  was  one  of 
the  heads  of  that  Department,  had  also 
taken  part  in  proceedings  of  the  Prim- 
rose League.  The  answer  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  that  the  words  quoted 
were  used,  and  that  they  expressed  the 
rule  generally  throughout  the  Civil 
Service  in  regard  to  all  shades  of 
politics.  He  went  on  to  say  that  Sir 
Alfred  Slade— the  Receiver  General  of 
the  Inland  Revenue — was  trustee  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  funds  of  the  Prim- 
rose League ;  but,  as  such,  he  did  not 
consider  that  that  gentleman  could  be 
regarded  as  a  prominent  member  of  the 
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League.  Here,  then,  was  an  admission 
that,  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
GK)yemment,  Sir  Alfred  Slade  was  a 
member  of  the  Primrose  League.  It 
might  be  mentioned,  also,  that  in  a  sub- 
sequent answer  the  right  hou.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  the  Primroso  League 
did  come  within  the  meaning  of  the 
rule.  It  was  admitted  that  Sir  Alfred 
Slade  was  a  member  of  the  Primrose 
League ;  that  he  was  trustee  of  some  of 
the  funds;  but  it  was  implied  that  ho 
was  nothing  more  than  a  trustee  of  a 
certain  portion  of  the  funds.  Now,  what 
were  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  rose  to  Order.  Was  the 
hon.  Gentleman  in  order  in  going 
through  the  same  arguments,  and  re- 
peating the  same  observations,  upon 
which  he  was  engaged  before  7 
o'clock.  

Ma.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  was  in  Order.  It  did  not  strike  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  repeating 
himself.  He  was  entitled  to  amplify 
the  argument  upon  which  he  was  en- 
gaged when  Business  was  suspended. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'OONNOla  said,  he 
was  sorry  if  he  should  appear  wearisome 
with  a  twice-told  tale,  but  he  was  saying 
no  more  than  was  necessary  to  make  his 
case  clear  to  the  House  at  large.  The 
same  day  he  asked  another  question, 
whether  the  following  rule  was  in  force 
in  the  Customs  Department  ? 

Me.  DIXON-HARTLAND  again  rose 
to  Order.  Was  it  competent  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  go  on  with  exactly 
the  same  words  he  had  previously 
used? 

Me.  speaker  called  upon  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  to  proceed. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  con- 
tinued — 

"  You  are  not  to  hold  any  corporate  office, 
nor  are  you  in  any  way  to  interfere  in  the  pro- 
ceedings for  the  election  of  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament beyond  recording  your  vote,  nor  are 
you  to  be  a  member  of  an  Orange  Lodge,  or  to 
take  part  in  any  party  procession,  nor  to  belong 
to  any  political  society,  nor  are  you  to  subscribe 
to  or  be  a  member  of  a  political  society,  or 
attend  public  meetings  held  for  political  pur- 
poses, or  subscribe  to  funds  for  such  pur- 
poses." 

That  was  a  totally  different  rule  from 
that  in  the  Inland  Reyenue  Department. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  rule 
had  been   altered   by   the    Board    of 


Customs  in  1874,  when  the  Disabilities 
Removal  Act  was  passed,  and  since  that 
time  the  restraints  as  to  taking  part  in 
elections  beyond  recording  votes  had 
been  removed  from  the  rule.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  asked  the  House 
to  observe  the  evasive  character  of  the 
answer  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
He  could  not  contest  the  fact  that  there 
was  one  rule  for  the  Inland  Revenue 
and  another  for  the  Customs  Depart- 
ment, but  he  said  the  rule  referred  to 
had  been  altered  by  the  Act  of  1874. 
Perfectly  true,  but  not  the  whole  truth. 
The  rule  that  obtaioed  in  the  Customs 
Department  was  that  an  officer  should 
not  hold  a  corporate  office  or  be  a  member 
of  an  Orange  Lodge,  take  part  in  Party 
processions,  or  belong  to  any  political 
society.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admitted  that  the  Primrose  League  was 
a  political  society — 

"Nor  subscribe  to,  or  be  a  mombor  of,  or 
attend  any  meetings  of  any  association  for 
political  purposes  " — 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted 

that  Sir  Alfred  Slade  was  trustee  for  the 

funds  of  the  Primrose  League — 

"  Nor  one  for  to  subscribe  the  funds  raised 
for  such  purposes." 

Now  his  contention  was  that  there  were 
different  rules  in  different  Departments 
of  the  Public  Service,  and  that  in  one 
Department  there  was  one  rule  for  tho 
heads  of  the  Department,  or  for  those  in 
high  positions,  and  a  totally  different 
rule  and  practice  for  subordinates  in 
that  Department.  The  Inland  Revenue 
officer  in  Norfolk  or  Suffolk  was  repri- 
manded, censured,  and  had  a  black  mark 
recorded  against  him  because  he  attended 
a  Home  Rule  meeting,  while  the  head 
of  his  Department  was  allowed  to  be  one 
of  the  chief  officials  of  the  Primrose 
League,  vice  chairman  of  the  League,  a 
member  of  the  General  Purposes  Com- 
mittee, a  member  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee, and  a  trustee  of  the  funds  of  the 
Primroso  League.  On  the  6th  of  the 
present  month  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  this  was  not  so,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Sir  Alfred 
Slade  was  trustee  for  some  of  the  funds 
of  the  League,  and  0x  officio  he  was  a 
member  of  the  League,  but  that  he 
abstained  from  taking  part  in  any  pro- 
ceedings of  the  League  which  would 
infringe  the  rule  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
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— namelV)  that  ofEciala  should  abstain 
from  taking  part  in,  or  speaking  at,  any 
politrcal  meeting.  Upon  that  he  asked 
a  further  question,  whether  it  was  true 
that  at  a  certain  political  meeting  held  in 
Dublin,  certain  members  of  the  Public 
Service — General  Sankey,  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Mr.  Roberts, 
Junior  Commissioner,  and  Mr.  Soady, 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Works — had 
not  only  taken  part,  but  appeared  on 
the  platform  on  the  occasion  when  that 
meeting  was  addressed  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Koesendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  found  himself  driven  into  a 
corner  to  excuse  those  officials  who  bad 
taken  part  in  a  political  meeting.  What 
excuse  did  he  make?  These  gentlemen,  he 
said,  did  attend  the  public  meeting  re- 
ferred to,  but  they  did  so  in  their  **  pri- 
vate capacity.'*  Well,  the  subordinate 
member  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  Service 
in  Norfolk,  who  was  censured  for  at- 
tending a  Home  Eule  meeting,  attended 
that  meeting  in  his  "private  capacity." 
Every  person  who  attended  a  public 
meeting,  whether  a  Civil  servant  or  not, 
attended  in  a  private  and  not  an  official 
capacity.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  determined  to  screen  his  friends  the 
heads  of  Departments,  while  ready 
enough  to  mete  out  the  strictest  possible 
justice,  in  an  official  sense,  to  subordi- 
nate offenders.  Then  the  other  day  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  asked  yet  an- 
other question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  then  thought  it  necessary  to 
make  a  general  statement  of  what  the 
Government  thought  about  the  matter. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  heard, 
had  read,  and  re-read  that  answer,  and 
confessed  he  could  not  make  head  or  tail 
of  it ;  there  was  nothing  deflnite  in  it 
from  beginning  to  end.  When,  to-day, 
ho  asked,  further,  whether  there  were 
any  reasons  of  a  public  character  why  a 
Treasury  Minute  should  not  be  issued 
defining  the  rights  or  the  limitations  of 
the  right  of  Civil  servants  in  respect  of 
their  political  action,  securing  also  equal 
treatment  for  all  Civil  servants  whatever 
their  station,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fell  back  on  his  answer  of  the  other  day, 
and  refused  to  explain  himself  any  fur- 
ther.   What  did  that  amount  to,  if  it 
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meant  anything  ?  It  amounted  to  this 
— that  there  was  some  well-understood 
rule  in  the  Service,  so  well  understood 
that  there  were  few  infractions  of  it, 
according  to  which  heads  of  Departments 
were  to  have  authority  to  draw  up  regu- 
lations for  the  several  Departments  and 
their  subordinates,  which  enabled  the 
latter  to  realize  clearly  enough  what 
their  duties  and  what  the  limita- 
tions of  their  political  rights  were. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  ob- 
jected altogether  to  the  principle  that 
heads  of  Departments  should  have  the 
right  to  drn-v  up  in  their  several 
branches  of  the  Service  differing,  con- 
flicting rules  in  regard  to  the  conduot  of 
their  subordinates,  while  they  themselves, 
when  offending  against  recognized  rules, 
were  to  be  protected  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  on  the  ground  that  they 
acted  in  their  private  capacity.  Ho 
could  not  see  what  possible  objection 
there  could  be  to  treating  all  Depart- 
ments of  the  Civil  Service  alike,  no 
matter  what  the  status  of  the  official — 
that  one  rule  for  all  should  be  promul- 
gated, so  that  every  Civil  servant  should 
know  exactly  how  he  stood.  The  Inland 
Revenue  officer  to  whom  he  had  referred 
asked  what  rule  he  had  infringed,  and 
the  Board  were  unable  to  point  to  any 
such  rule,  for,  in  fact,  it  did  not  exist. 
His  contention  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  having  Questions  put  to  him 
in  such  a  way,  throwing  light  the  one 
upon  the  other,  must  have  seen  per- 
fectly well  that  the  rule  asserted 
in  one  case  was  violated  in  an- 
other; but  more  than  once  he  had 
justified  the  unfair  treatment  of  subor- 
dinate officers,  while  shielding  flagrant 
breaches  of  the  rule  on  the  part  of 
heads  of  Departments.  Therefore  Civil 
servants  could  not  expect  unprejudiced, 
equitable,  and  fair  treatment  from  tho 
hands  of  such  a  Minister ;  and  he  must, 
therefore,  object  to  the  present  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  being  entrusted 
with  the  distribution  of  funds  that  in- 
cluded the  payment  of  Civil  servant*^. 
It  was  not  consistent  with  discipline  in 
the  Service  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  shown  such  a  tendency  to  par- 
tiality and  unfairness.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  allowed  himself  to 
suggest  that  every  Home  Eule  organi- 
zation was  illegal,  and  every  Conserva- 
tive association  necessarily  legal.    In 
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reply  to  a  Question  put  to  him,  he  had 
the  good  taste  to  say  that  members  of 
the  Civil  Service  knew  perfectly  well 
what  their  rights  were;  but  with  re- 
gard to  Home  Hulo  he  would  only  say 
they  were  entitled  to  belong  to  any 
association  that  was  not  illegal.  He 
admired  the  lucidity  and  high  authority 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  ;  but  it  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  state  that  Civil 
servants  wore  not  allowed  to  belong  to 
associations  that  were  not  legal.  But 
there  were  Home  Eule  associations  not 
in  proclaimed  districts  in  Ireland,  but 
in  every  county  in  Englaad,  which  were 
perfectly  legal ;  and  what  he  wished  to 
ask  was  that  Civil  servants  in  this  coun- 
try— not  in  Ireland — should,  whatever 
their  position,  be  allowed  as  much  free- 
dom, as  much  liberty,  in  the  exercise  of 
their  rights  as  citizens  as  was  accorded 
to  heads  of  Departments,  and  as  secured 
to  those  heads  of  Departments  by  the 
Treasury  itself.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  meant  to  object  to,  and  vote 
against,  the  Motion  that  the  House 
agree  with  this  Eesolution. 

The  FIEST  LOKD  of  the  TEEA- 
aURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  greatly  regretted 
that  the  answers  it  had  been  his  duty 
to  give  to  Questions  put  to  him  during 
the  last  two  or  three  weeks  had  not 
been  satisfactory  to  the  hon.  Member. 
It  had  been  his  desire  to  assure  the  hon. 
Member  and  the  House  that  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  Government  intended  to 
exercise,  and  had  exercised,  perfect 
fairness  towards  all  members  of  the 
Civil  Service  without  regard  to  political 
opinions.  If  he  had  failed  to  convey 
that  intimation  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
he  deeply  regretted  it.  He  could  not 
expect  to  entirely  secure  the  confidence 
of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  there  were 
other  Members  of  the  House  who  would 
understand  that  if  he  had  the  misfor- 
tune to  be  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
in  a  Conservative  Government  he  had 
still  the  consciousness  that  it  was  his  duty 
as  a  Member  of  that  Government  to  see 
that  equal  justice  was  done  to  all  public 
servants.  That  had  been  his  aim  and 
desire,  and  if  he  had  failed  to  satisfy 
the  hon.  Gentleman  entirely  in  his 
answers  it  was  because  he  wished  as 
far  as  possible  to  abstain  from  inter- 
fering with  the  liberty  he  desired  that 
Civil  servants  should  possess.  The  hon. 


Member  laid  stress  on  the  fact  that  in 
his  answer  regarding  Sir  Alfred  Slado 
he  said  the  connection  of  that  gentle- 
man with  the  Primrose  League  was  not 
inconsistent  with  the  office  he  held  in 
the  Public  Service ;  but  he  simply  stated 
the  fact  communicated  to  him — he  Jiad 
stated  that  which  he  understood  to  be 
the  truth — that  Sir  Alfred  Slade  had 
never  on  any  occasion  taken  part  in  a 
public  political  meeting.  He  had  drawn 
a  distinction  in  such  cases,  and  it  was 
a  distinction — the  propriety  of  which 
would  bo  recognized  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House — be- 
tween such  action  and  merely  belonging 
to  a  political  association.  There  were 
many  Civil  servants  who  belonged  to 
political  associations  and  political  clubs, 
and  who  were  never  interfered  with  un- 
less they  took  part  in  public  meetings. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
excuse  him  for  interrupting  ;  but  was  it 
not  the  case  that  there  had  not  been 
any  rule  in  the  Inland  Eevenue  De- 
partment, the  only  known  rule  being 
that  in  the  Customs  against  belonging 
to  a  political  association  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  enter  into  an  argument  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  it 
was  not  an  argument — it  was  a  question 
of  fact. 

M».  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  all  that  he 
had  said  was  that  there  was  an  under- 
standing that  Civil  servants  in  the  In* 
land  Eevenue  and  Customs  Department 
should  not  take  part  in  public  meetings, 
and  the  understanding  was  one  that  tho 
hon.  Member  himself  and  the  Houso 
would  recognize  as  a  useful,  important, 
and  proper  one.  It  was  obvious  that 
persons  having  to  discharge  duties  in 
connection  with  Customs  or  Inland 
Eevenue  should  avoid  all  conduct  that 
would  expose  them  to  the  imputation 
of  partiality.  But  if  it  was  the  desire 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  restrict  the  liber* 
ties  of  Civil  servants 

Mil.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  :  On  the 
contrary. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  then  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  b^  con- 
tent to  leave  with  the  Government  the 
responsibility  of  dealing  out  equal  jus- 
tice to  all  the  officers  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice whoever  they  might  bo. 
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Mr.  ARTHUJi  O'CONNOR :  That  is 

oil  T  abIt 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  regretted 
that  he  was  unable  to  continue  this  dis- 
cussion, because  of  the  necessity  for  now 
coming  to  a  decision  on  the  Vote ;  he 
trusted,  therefore,  that  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  any  further  ground  of  com- 
plaint he  would  take  another  oppor- 
tunity of  referring  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  an- 
swered him  at  all,  he  certainly  should  do 

80. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  had  no  intention  of 
talking  out  the  Motion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
enter  into  the  subject  on  a  future  occa- 
sion. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  then  he 
would  postpone  his  observations. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Subsequent  Resolution  agreed  to, 

armt  (annual)  bill. 

Ordered^  That  the  Hesolution  which,  upon 
the  9th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  which 
Resolution  was  then  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
be  now  read  :— 

"That  a  number  of  Jjand  Forces,  not  ex- 
ceeding 149,G67,  all  ranks,  bo  maintained  for 
the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex- 
cluding Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1889.'* 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  provide,  during  twelve  months,  for  the 
Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army,  and 
that  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and 
Mr.  Brodrick  do  prepare  and  bring  it  in. 
BUI  presented,  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 79.] 

DEBATES   AND   PHOOEEDINGS   IN  PAKLIA- 

MENT. 

Ordered,  That  tho  Committee  on  Debates 
and  rrocecdings  in  Parliament  have  power  to 
send  for  persona,  x>apors,  and  records. 

Ordered,   That  Three  be  the  quorum.— (Afr 
JacktoH.) 

MOTIONS, 

HANDLOOM   WEAVEB8   (IRELAND)   BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Colonel  Saunderson,  Bill  for 
the  bettor  regulation  of  certain   articles   of 


Linen  Manufacture  woven  upon  Handlooms, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Saunder- 
son, Mr.  Macartney,  Colonel  Waring,  and  Mr. 
O'NeilL 

BiXL presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  175.] 

LAND   PERPETUITY   (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Land  held  in  perpetuity  at 
variable  rents  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  and 
Colonel  Waring. 

Bill  presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 76.] 

coroners'  elections  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Election  of 
Coroners,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr.  Gourley,  Mr.  Ambrose, 
and  Colonel  Hughes. 

BiMpriimted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  178.] 

OORN  RETURNS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  Com  Betums,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr,  Charles 
Gray,  and  Colonel  Comwallis  West. 

BiXi presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  177.] 

It  being  One  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 
left  the  Chair  without  Question  put. 


HOUSE     OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  19/A  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.] -Sat  Fikst  in  Parliament— ^The 
Duke  of  Jutland,  after  the  death  of  his 
brother. 

Public  Bills  —  First  Meading  —  Universities 
(Scotland)  •  (47). 

Committee  —  i?<j/!;or^  —  Statute  Law  Revision* 
(35). 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE, 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY,  in  rising' 
to  call  attention  to  the  constitution  of 
this  House,  and  to  move  that  a  Com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  thereon. 
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said :  M ▼  Lords,  in  rising  to  put  before  | 
you  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  my  first  duty  is  to  render  my 
acknowledgment  to  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  who, 
having  given  Notice  of  a  Motion 
practically  of  the  same  character  in 
ignorance  of  the  Notice  I  had  given 
publicly  last  Session,  kindly  withdrew 
it  on  being  acquainted  with  that  fact. 

My  Lords,  it  was  my  fate  nearly  four 
years  ago  to  introduce  a  Motion  to  your 
Lordships  of  a  character  very  similar  to 
this,  and  I  think  the  one  that  which  I  sub- 
mit to  you  to-day  is  in  a  measure  conse- 
quential upon  the  former  one.  I  should 
have  renewed  that  Motion  before  now 
had  it  not  been  for  circumstances  beyond 
my  control.  The  year  after  I  had  brought 
it  forward  I  descended  from  that  emi- 
nence of  freedom,  the  Benches  behind  the 
Front  Bench,  and  took  part  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  in  the  Session  of 
1885;  in  the  Session  of  1886  I  was  in 
the  same  position  ;  and  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  acknowledge  that  in  the 
Session  of  1887,  when  I  was  no  longer 
in  that  position,  the  time  was  by  no 
means  favourable  to  the  renewal  of 
that  Motion.  In  1886  I  should  have 
had  to  ask  for  the  attention  of  my  Col- 
leagues when  they  were  absorbed  in  an- 
other and  more  pressing  matter;  and  in 
1887  it  would  have  been  rather  difficult 
to  attract  the  attention  of  the  public  to 
this  subject.  So  I  come  to  this  year, 
which  appears  to  me  to  offer  an  admi- 
rable opportunity  for  the  discussion 
of  this  question.  I  shall  endeavour 
to  bring  it  before  your  Lordships 
in  a  manner  as  free  as  possible  from 
all  Party  bias,  though  it  is  absolutely 
impossible  to  avoid  all  Party  questions 
in  a  matter  of  this  character. 

On  a  former  occasion  I  urged  that  all 
other  institutions  in  this  country  had 
undergone  renewal  or  reform,  and  that  it 
was  not  premature  to  urge  upon  your 
Lordships'  House  the  need  of  some  such 
measure.  In  the  second  place,  I  re- 
capitulated the  names  of  a  number  of 
Peers  then  in  the  House  to  show  that  it 
contained  materials  for,  perhaps,  the 
best  Second  Chamber  in  the  world. 
Thirdly,  I  indicated  further  details  of 
our  procedure  which  seemed  to  me  to 
require  reconsideration  and  revision. 
Fourthly,  I  detailed  some  of  the  defi- 
ciencies of  our  OonBtitution,[and  pointed 


out  the  various  elements  from  which  we 
might  be  strengthened  and  reinforced  ; 
and,  fifthly,  I  pointed  out  generally 
the  dangers  to  which  our  composition 
made  us  liable.  To-night  I  shall  not 
require  to  go  over  any  part  of  the  same 
ground.  It  is  necessary  to  strike  deeper, 
because  the  question  has  taken  a 
larger  and  a  newer  phase  since  then, 
and  there  is  so  much  ground  to  go  over 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  accomplish 
such  a  discussion  in  the  time. 

Much  has  occurred  since  that  occa- 
sion. Immediately  afterwards  there 
was  a  debate  on  the  Franchise  Bill, 
which  was  rejected  by  your  Lordships' 
House;  that  was  followed  by  a  great 
agitation  throughout  the  country — an 
agitation  which,  owing  to  that — to 
my  mind — unfortunate  circumstance, 
took  a  direction  not  so  much  in  favour 
of  the  Franchise  Bill  as  towards  the 
reform,  the  mending,  or  the  ending 
of  your  Lordships'  House.  I  remem- 
ber that  two  of  my  Colleagues  in 
the  Government  of  1885  expressed 
themselves  strongly  in  favour  of  end- 
ing this  House;  one  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  1886  expressed  himself  to 
the  same  effect,  and  I  was  left  almost 
alone  in  the  Government  on  that  side 
of  the  question,  pleading  to  a  some- 
what listless  country  the  advantages  of 
a  Second  Chamber.  That  agitation  died 
away,  but  left  serious  results,  because 
I  think  it  left  on  the  minds  of  most 
thinking  men  the  impression  that  some- 
thing must  be  done,  and  that  this 
House  could  not  remain  as  it  was,  more 
especially  after  the  Franchise  Bill  had 
placed  it  side  by  side  with  a  strong, 
powerful,  and  democratic  Assembly. 

Now  I  pass  from  that  incident  to  an- 
other. In  1885,  the  year  succeeding  our 
debate  upon  this  question,  there  was  a 
great  reform  effected  in  the  Upper  House 
of  Hungary,  a  House  constructed  sub- 
stantially on  the  same  principles  as  our 
own,  but  a  mere  infant  in  age  as  compared 
with  it,  dating,  I  think,  only  from  the 
beginning  of  the  17th  century.  That 
showed  that  the  question  of  reform  of 
Second  Chambers  was  in  the  air.  The 
Hungarian  House  consisted  of  some  750 
Members,  with  some  206  families  here- 
ditarily represented  in  it.  These  families 
are  now  reduced  to  91  by  a  property 
qualification,  but  21  of  these  families 
command  no  less  than  115  votes  in  that 
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Assembly,  two  alone  having  30  Repre- 
sentatives between  them.  The  number 
of  that  House  is  about  400  ;  there  are 
50  Life  Peers,  in  the  first  place  elected 
by  the  Chamber  itself  and  subsequently 
nominated  by  the  Crown.  That  shows 
that  the  Hungarian  House  were  alive  to 
the  question  of  reform  and  the  unwieldi- 
ness  of  their  numbers.  But  we  also, 
since  1884,  have  had  some  experience 
bearing  upon  the  latter  of  these  two 
questions. 

Now  it  is  always  taken  for  granted 
in  works  of  history  and  in  speeches  on 
this  question  that  Mr.  Pitt  was  a  great 
sinner  in  respect  to  adding  to  the 
number  of  this  House.  It  was  usually 
supposed  that  Pitt,  in  his  tenure  of 
Office,  recommended  the  addition  of 
no  fewer  than  1 40  Peers  ;  but  I 
have  gone  over  these  figures  somewhat 
carefully,  and  I  think  that  Mr.  Pitt  in 
this  case — as  in  some  other  instances — 
is  unjustly  maligned.  Mr.  Pitt,  as  far 
as  I  can  make  out  from  BeatsonU  Poli- 
tical Index,  was  the  means  of  creating 
or  further  elevating  some  122  Peers; 
exclusive  of  Peers  of  the  Blood  Royal 
— who  are  on  a  totally  different  footing 
— and  Peeresses  in  their  own  right. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  fair 
statement  of  the  case  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Pitt,  because  of  this  number  40  were 
persons  elevated  to  other  ranks  of  the 
Peerage,  already  being  Peers  at  the 
time;  36  were  Scotch  or  Irish  Peers, 
and  I  venture  to  think  that  this  principle 
will  recommend  itself  to  your  Lordships, 
that  Irish  and  Scotch  Peers  are  not  in 
the  same  position  as  Commoners  when 
raised  to  Peerages  of  theUnited  Kingdom, 
but  are  rather  in  the  nature  of  an  amal- 
gamation than  of  an  extraneous  addition 
to  this  House.  Therefore,  we  are  left 
with  the  clear  addition  to  your  Lordships' 
House  of  46  Peers  in  17  years  of  Office. 

I  do  not  take  his  second  Administra- 
tion, because,  like  the  Hundred  Days  of 
Napoleon,  it  was  very  unlike  his  first 
tenure  of  power,  and  ho  left,  then,  no  sub- 
stantial addition  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  then  compare  Mr.  Pitt  with  more 
modern  Ministers.  I  take  the  period 
from  April,  1880,  to  June,  1887,  be- 
cause I  like  to  make  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee  an  epoch.  In  that  time  65 
Peers  were  recommended  by  the  Minister 
of  the  day.  Taking  from  these,  as  I 
have  done  from  Mr.  Pitt's  Peerages,  the 

The  Earl  of  RoMhery 


Scotch  and  Irish  Peers,  we  have  a  total 
of  53,  so  that  in  seven  years  there  have 
been  created  considerably  more  Peers 
than  Mr.  Pitt  created  in  his  17  years  of 
Office.  I  admit  that  one  Peerage, 
that  conferred  on  the  late  lamented  Sir 
Thomas  Erskine  May,  was  extinct  almost 
as  soon  as  created,  while  three  were  in 
the  nature  of  Life  Peerages.  However, 
I  will  not  confine  myself  to  the  last  seven 
years :  I  will  take  a  period  from  June 
26,  1885,  to  June  21,  1887,  a  period  of 
less  than  two  years.  In  that  time  there 
were  38  Peers  created.  Deduct  six  for 
the  Scotch  and  Irish  Peers  on  the  same 
principle  as  I  have  done  before,  and  you 
have  32  Peers  created  in  two  years,  as 
against  46  created  in  17  years  by  the 
great  sinner,  Mr.  Pitt.  I  think  that 
Mr.  Pitt  was  hardly  dealt  with  in  this  case ; 
indeed,  I  am  not  blaming  any  Minister. 
It  is  probably  due  to  the  irresistible 
tendencies  of  a  democratic  age  that  this 
House  should  be  largely  recruited  by 
Gentlemen  who  are  willing  to  form  part 
of  it. 

But  this  is  not  merely  an  absolute  dis- 
advantage in  the  sense  of  swelling  our 
numbers  —  it  is  a  growing  and  in- 
creasing disadvantage  for  the  future. 
Merit  in  this  country  is  not  likely  to 
decrease,  and,  therefore,  the  number  of 
admissions  to  the  Peerage  is  likely  to 
increase  as  time  goes  on,  and  will 
gradually  swell  it  to  unmanageable  pro- 
portions. But  what  is  worse  is  this 
—  that  that  increase  raises  a  great 
Constitutional  question.  The  sole 
method  by  which  the  two  Houses  can  be 
brought  into  harmony  when  they  diflPer 
upon  measures  which  may  be  repugnant 
to  your  Lordships'  House,  but  which  are 
desired  by  the  majority  of  the  electoral 
body,  is  the  creation  of  Peerages.  But 
your  Lordships'  House  will  soon  become, 
or  rather  has  become,  so  large  with 
reference  to  the  small  numerical  minority 
which  sits  behind  the  Bench  I  occupy, 
that  hardly  a  squadron  or  a  regiment  of 
Peers  would  be  able  to  redress  the  balance 
in  certain  contingencies.  Now,  we  have 
had,  as  I  have  said,  the  advantage  of 
precept  with  reference  to  this  question. 
I  will  read  a  remarkable  passage  which 
calls  upon  your  Lordships  to  reform 
yourselves  without  further  delay — 

''  Take  another  question  of  great  national  im- 
portance. We  put  in  the  forefront  of  our  political 
oreod  the  maintenance  of  the  House  of  Lords  as 
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■n  indspendent  and  ea-onlinitle  braaofa  of  the 
Ijigiiliture.  Wd  priifga  the  oloqui^ncs  of  its 
debalei,  the  busineailika  character  at  its  pro- 
ceed I  ng>,  Ibe  sbilitf  nnd  knowkclga  of  man;  or 
ilt  MeinbiirB.  Wa  look  to  it  not  merely  lo  imootli 
down  the  rongh  eicrtBcenoea  of  the  legitlntion 
■hieh  li  paased  throagh  the  populnr  Aaioiablir, 
but  ■]«>,  if  the  nrceiiilj  ihould  >rii>e,  to  reaiit 
*lif  Bttempt  at  gravs  changes  in  our  Oonatitution 
b;  that  popular  A)tembl]>  until  the  nlll  of  (be 
people  ia  diatinetl;  deolared.  Bat  can  an;  Con. 
■orTatiT*  aaj  that  he  is  abaolutelj  contented  at 
preieDt  nith  the  eompoailion  and  working  of  the 
Houae  o1  Lordt  f  Can  wo  not  conceivo  it  might 
bo  poflaiblOf  hj  wiio  and  careful  ohangOf  to  give 
that  House  greater  populnr  authorit;  and  naif  ht 
(ban  it  at  present  poaieisea  f  Cannot  we  Isam 
■Ofnething  from  the  eiident  reinotaneo  of  the 
Itadieals  to  reform  that  ancient  Inatitution,  and 
their  jeera  when  thej  remark  on  the  inoreaaing 
racitj  of  its  dcbatea  and  tbo  imall  proportionate 
attendanoe  of  ita  Members,  and  or  anything  in 
wbicb  the;  think  tbej'  can  And  a  proof  of  ita 
declining  power  !  And  looking  nt  that  onn  we, 
aa  ConaerTatiiea,  saj  that  it  is  quite  conaiatent 
with  the  safotj  of  our  Conatitution  that  I'arlia' 
mentary  reforma  should  be  conBned  taooo  branch 
oftho  Leglslatare  alona  f  1  am  aa  aniioos  a* 
anyone  to  maintain  the  hereditarj  principle  in  our 
Legialature.  I  would  do  nothing  to  itnpair  the 
indrpendeoae  of  the  Houae  of  Lorda  ;  but  aome- 
thing  (orelj  it  would  not  be  imposaible  Tor  the 
llouee  of  Lord)  itaelf  to  do — something  to  purify 
itself  from  Iboia  blnek  ehocp  who  can  now  dit- 
grace  it  with  impunity.  And  surely  it  in  worth 
consideration  wliether  the  entrance  lo  that  House 
ofnblo  laymcD  of  moderate  mcana  might  not  be 
made  easier  by  Ibe  extension  of  the  Life  Peerages 
wbioh  are  now  held  b;  our  Biihopa  and  lawyers, 
and  whether  the  principle  of  selection,  which  haa 
eiialed  CTCr  since  the  Union,  in  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  PoerigpB  might  not  he  eitended  to  the 
I'ecrage  of  Great  Britain." 

Those  are  not  tUe  words  of  any  rash 
or  headlong  innovator,  or  of  a  Member 
of  the  Party  to  whitih  I  belong ;  they 
are  the  words  of  a  man  who  led  the 
House  of  Oommons  for  the  QoTem- 
ment,  though  he  was  not  in  Office 
when  he  apoke  them ;  they  are  the 
words  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  who 
made  the  speech  from  which  I  have 
taken  them  in  February,  and  who,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  is  able  to  resume  his  seat  in 
the  House  of  Commons  as  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  it  is 
not  from  Sir  MiohaeF  Hicks-fieach  alone 
that  we  had  an  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  subject.  We  had,  the  week  before 
last,  the  question  raised  in  the  House 
of  Commons  of  the  reform  of  this 
House,  and  there  were  two  remark- 
able incidents  in  connection  with  that 
debate.  One  was,  that  no  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  on  whatever 
side  ho  aat,  had  oae  word  to  aaj  Ifa  the 


existing  constitution  of  this  House. 
That  is  a  remarkable  ciroumstance, 
considering  that  the  Houae  of  Com- 
mons, as  at  present  constituted,  gives 
an  unbroken  majority  to  Hor  Majeety's 
present  Advisers.  The  second  nole- 
worthy  incident  to  which  I  would  refer 
is  this.  The  House  of  Commons  is  led 
by  a  man  of  great  weigtit,  but  of  few 
words.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  delivered  on 
that  occasion  the  longest  speech,  I  think, 
which  he  has  made  since  he  haa  led  that 
House,  and  I  venture  to  call  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  some  of  his  remarks. 
He  said — 

"  No  Second  Chamber  can  long  remain  deaf  lo 
the  public  opinion  of  tbis  country,  bat  muit  ad- 
vance towards  it  if  that  puhlio  opinion  is  con- 
aistent  with  the  interests  of  the  eonnlrf.  Tlia 
remark  mado  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Southport, 
that  the  reform  of  the  llouao  of  Lords  most  come 
from  the  ConierTatice  I'arty  and  from  the  House 
*"       "1  accept.    The  I 
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sideratioD." — (See  ante,  TUT.) 

I  warmly  support  that  remark.  But 
we  have  further  food  for  reflection 
in  what  occurred  since  18B4.  The 
Franchise  Bill  of  1884  enormously 
strengthened  the  House  of  Commons. 
What  I  may  call  its  propelling  power, 
which  had  been  greatly  increased  in 
1SC7,  was  immeaaurablv  multiplied  by 
the  Act  of  1884,  which  thus  brought 
more  glaringly  into  light  the  anomaly 
of  two  Houses  nominally  co-exteusive 
and  oo-equat,  but  one  representing  tlie 
great  mass  of  tbo  democracy,  the  other 
representing  interests  important  indeed, 
but  still  considered  by  the  public  at 
large  as  the  interests  mainly  of  a  class. 
I  cannot  help  fearing,  on  behalf  of  this 
House,  that  as  time  goes  on  that  dispro- 
portion will  be  still  more  largely  in- 
creased, and  that  the  new  piece  of  de- 
mocracy sown  on  this  old  garment  must 
only  make  the  rent  appear  larger. 

There  is  another  point  on  which  I 
must  touch,  but  in  no  Party  spirit. 
Your  Lordships  will  remember  the 
Homo  Rule  policy  which  was  inaugu- 
rated by  Mr.  Qladstone  in  1886.  At 
the  Dissolution  that  measure  received 
the  support  of  some  1,100,000  or 
1,200,000  electors— very  nearly  half  the 
number  that  went  to  the  poll.  They 
only  fell  short  by  86,000  of  the  opposing 
foroe.  That  minority  is  represented  in 
the  House  of  Oommons  by  some  200 
Member!    who  follow  my  right   hon. 
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Friend,  and  they  are  assisted  by  86 
Irish  Members  who  follow  Mr.  Pamell, 
but  who  concur  in  this  policy.  That 
represents  a  minority  on  a  question  of 
ffreat  and  vital  importance  of  286,  and 
how  is  that  minority  represented  in  this 
House  ?  I  have  had  no  opportunity  of 
computing,  and  I  do  not  wish  now  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  testing  it  by  a 
vote ;  but  1  believe  there  are  some  30 
out  of  556,  or  about  5  per  cent  of  the 
entire  number,  and  there  is  not  a  single 
Irish  Peer  in  this  House  that  I  know 
of  who  is  a  supporter  of  that  policy. 
[**  Hear,  hear  !  "  from  the  Ministerial 
JBenchesJ\  Noble  Lords  may  rejoice  at 
that;  but  to  those  who  endeavour  to 
look  further  ahead  it  must  afiford  matter 
for  painful  reflection. 

I  say,  then,  that  what  lawyers  call 
incompatibility  of  temper  between  the 
two  yoke- fellows,  the  House  of  Lords 
and  the  House  of  Commons,  is  daily 
increasing,  and  is  not  unlikely  to  in- 
crease. It  is  quite  true  that  at  this 
moment  the  majority  in  both  Houses 
belongs  to  the  same  Party;  but  you 
have  this  disadvantage — that  the  mi- 
nority in  one  House  is  almost  abso- 
lutely unrepresented  in  the  other ;  and  if 
the  minority  in  the  House  of  Oommons, 
by  any  strange  or  sinister  chance,  as  you 
might  say,  were  to  become  a  majority, 
the  fraction  in  this  House  that  represents 
the  minority  in  the  other  House  would 
still  remain  a  fraction.  That  anomaly 
is  daily  and  hourly  increasing,  and 
threatens  to  become  a  gulf  yawning  and 
impassable.  One  Party  in  power  enjoys 
a  practical  omnipotence ;  the  other  Party 
is  never  absolutely  in  power.  Whether 
in  or  out  of  Office  it  is  galled  by  a  per- 
petual barrier,  a  constant  stumbling- 
block,  an  endless  disability.  So  the 
Divisions  in  this  House  represent  rather 
the  passions  of  a  Party  or  a  class  than 
the  deliberate  reasoning  of  a  Senate. 

When  we  come  to  reckon  up  the  forces 
of  both  Houses  which  may,  at  any  mo- 
ment, by  a  General  Election,  change 
sides,  we  are  still  more  struck.  The 
House  of  Commons  rests  on  the  votes 
of  some  6,000,000.  What  we  repre- 
sent is  not  so  easy  to  divine.  But  if 
there  were  to  be  a  General  Election 
which  gave  the  majority  of  the  6,000,000 
of  electors  to  the  present  minority  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  disproportion 
would  be  of  some  gravity.    No  doubt, 
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the  present  majority  would  have  a  large 
section  of  the  electors.  But  in  these 
great  Constitutional  questions,  where  the 
House  of  Lords  is  pitted  against  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  question  very 
soon  ceases  to  be  the  original  question 
placed  before  the  country,  and  the  coun- 
try takes  up,  not  the  question  placed  be- 
fore it,  but  the  problem  of  the  reform  of 
this  House,  and  even  those  electors  who 
approve  the  general  policy  of  this  House 
do  not  like  to  see  the  action  of  their 
Bepresentatives  set  at  naught.  Is  it  not 
wise,  then,  at  a  moment  of  comparative 
calmness,  to  reckon  up  our  strength  and 
our  weakness?  Our  strength  lies  in  illus- 
trious Members,  in  ancient  tradition,  in 
persons  who  represent  in  the  country 
somewhat  wealth,  somewhat  ancient 
descent,  and  some  even  what  genius  can 
give.  It  may  be  allowed  to  a  political 
opponent  to  remark  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) appears  to  combine  all  three.  But 
no  Legislature  in  these  days,  placed  as 
it  is  relatively  to  the  other  House,  can 
rest  either  on  tradition,  descent,  or  even 
genius:  what  is  required  is  the  broad 
basis  of  popular  interest  and  popular 
support. 

In  those  things  which  I  have  men- 
tioned is  our  strength.  What  are  our 
weaknesses  ?  They  can  be  summed  up 
in  one  comprehensive  phrase.  They  lie, 
I  think,  in  the  indiscriminate  and  un- 
tempered  application  of  the  hereditary 
principle.  There  is  no  trace  in  this 
House  of  discrimination  or  selection, 
except  in  the  case  of  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  Peers.  Every  man  in  this  House, 
to  use  Beaumarchais'  famous  phrase,  can 
sit  in  this  House  who  has  given  himself 
the  trouble  to  be  born ;  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  this  indiscriminate  principle, 
even  if  it  worked  well,  would  still  be 
indefensible  in  principle.  Your  Lord- 
ships will  remember  what  Franklin  said 
about  hereditary  legislators.  He  said 
of  them  that  there  would  be  more  pro- 
priety, because  leds  hazard  of  mischief, 
in  hereditary  Professors  of  Mathematics. 
I  venture  to  think  that  a  House  based 
solely,  or  even  mainly,  on  the  hereditary 
principle  is  a  House  based  upon  the  sand. 
It  is  by  no  means  essential  to  your 
Lordships'  House— it  is  not  a  modern 
innovation,  but  it  is  by  no  means  an 
ancient  incident.  It  was  not  until  the 
time  of  the  dissolution  of  the  monas- 
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teries  that  hereditary  Members  had 
even  a  majority  in  this  House.  It  was 
not  until  1539  that  the  hereditary 
element  in  this  House  obtained  a  bare 
majority.  "We  can  well  understand  how 
this  occurred.  We  trace  the  hereditary 
principle  to  the  feudal  system,  which 
required  a  totally  different  test  of 
fitness  to  that  of  legislative  fitness. 
The  feudal  system  required  in  the 
great  vassals  of  the  Crown  only  a  test 
of  military  fitness ;  and  now,  when  we 
have  abolished  the  feudal  system,  we 
still  maintain  the  hereditary  principle, 
which  was  established  with  a  totally 
different  object,  to  keep  up  the  legis- 
lative functions  of  this  House. 

If  the  indiscriminate  hereditary  princi- 
ple is  not,  as  I  think,  defensible  in  theory, 
does  it  work  well  in  practice  ?  I  know  it 
is  said  that  the  House  of  Lords  works 
well,  and  that  you  could  not  easily  find  a 
better ;  but  I  venture  to  think  that  that 
does  not  represent  the  state  of  the  case. 
In  the  first  place,  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple, as  applied  in  this  House,  makes 
legislators  of  men  who  do  not  wish  to  be 
legislators,  and  Peers  of  men  who  do 
not  wish  to  be  Peers.  I  venture  to  say 
that  many  of  your  Lordships  knew  other 
Peers  who  have  no  wish  to  be  legisla- 
tors, who  are  unwillingly  legislators, 
and  would  gladly  be  relieved  of  those 
functions ;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
others  of  your  Lordships  know  Peers 
who  were  not  willing  to  be  Peers,  who 
were  anxious  to  escape  being  Peers,  and 
who  would  gladly  cease  to  be  Peers. 
It  may  be  said  that  that  is  the  mis- 
fortune of  the  ordinary  British  citizen 
when  he  is  called  to  serve  upon  a  jury. 
But  the  ordinary  British  citizen,  when 
called  to  serve  upon  a  jury,  views  that 
as  one  of  the  rare  and  inevitable  mis- 
fortunes of  his  life ;  but  with  the  Peer 
it  is  a  fortune  or  a  misfortune  which 
ceases  only  with  death. 

But  it  does  not  merely  make  unwilling 
legislators,  it  also  makes  unfit  legislators. 
I  have  quoted  to  you  what  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach  has  said  on  the  subject. 
It  is  not  a  particularly  agreeable  one 
to  dwell  upon ;  but  I  think  we  may  say 
generally  that  500  or  600  not  unpro- 
lifio  families  must  always  be  accom- 
panied by  a  proportion  of  black  sheep. 
I  do  not  think  the  percentage  in  this 
House  is  greater  than  in  any  other 
500  or  600  families — ^I  should  rather 


be  inclined  to  say  less;  but  a  per- 
centage in  a  hereditary  Chamber,  be  it 
large  or  small,  is  a  thing  you  can- 
not admit.  What  you  require  in  a 
hereditary  Chamber,  by  the  mere  fact 
and  principle  of  its  existence,  is  an  un- 
blemished succession  of  hereditary 
virtue,  hereditary  wisdom,  and  here- 
ditary discretion.  It  is  quite  true  that 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  is  also 
capable  of  accommodating  black  sheep, 
and  does  accommodate  them.  But  the 
case  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  very 
widely  different.  In  the  case  of  the 
House  of  Commons  the  responsibility 
does  not  lie  upon  the  House.  It  lies 
even  less  upon  the  individual  himself. 
The  wind  of  the  electorate  bloweth 
where  it  listeth.  The  electors  choose 
whom  they  wish  ;  and  if  they  choose  a 
knave  or  a  fool,  the  responsibility  is 
not  BO  much  on  that  knave  or  that 
fool,  nor  on  the  House  which 
accepts  him,  but  falls  mainly  and  en- 
tirely on  the  people  who  sent  him  to 
that  House.  But  the  responsibility 
in  our  case  falls  on  the  very  principle  of 
our  existence,  and  places  that  principle 
of  existence  at  the  mercy  of  any  un- 
happy accident.  If  a  Peer  should 
happen  to  be  a  knave  or  a  fool  people 
outside  do  not  greatly  blame  him,  but 
at  once  begin  to  talk  of  the  constitution 
of  the  hereditary  Chamber  in  which 
he  sits,  and  they  say  —  ''  This  man 
whom  we  consider  unworthy  is  able 
at  this  moment  to  go  down  and  give  a 
vote  equal  to  the  vote  of  any  noble 
Lordon  the  Ministerial  Bench.''  The 
strength  of  your  anchora^i^e  in  this 
House  is  only  as  great  as  that  of  the 
weakest  link  in  the  chain,  and  some 
day  a  series  of  unfortunate  accidents 
may  bring  about  a  condition  of  things 
with  regard  to  this  House  which  not  10, 
or  20,  or  100  just  persons  may  avail  to 
counteract. 

There  are  cases  of  hereditary  vice 
and  virtue,  but  you  can  predicate 
nothing.  Lord  Chatham  left  an  illus- 
trious son,  but  it  was  the  wrong  son 
he  left  to  this  House.  All  the  three 
Earls  of  Harrowby  have  sat  in  the 
Cabinets  of  this  country,  and  I  think  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  is  the  third  of 
his  family  who  has  been  Prime  Minister. 
But  these  prodigies  are  not  the  rule ; 
and  if  they  were,  the  House  cannot  rest 
upon  prodigies  alone.    As  there  is  no 
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rule  you  have  to  create  one,  and  then 
you  assume  too  much.  When  you  are 
creating  a  hereditary  Peer  you  are  at- 
tempting far  more  than  is  possible. 
Tou  are  creating  a  man  not  merely 
for  his  fitness  as  a  legislator,  but  you 
are  defining  the  generations  of  whioh 
he  may  be  the  ancestor,  and,  outstep- 
ping all  human  faculty  and  human 
possibility,  you  usurp  the  position  of 
Providence,  and  make  legislators  of  the 
unborn. 

But  there  is  another  argument  with 
regard  to  the  application  of  the  here- 
ditary principle  which,  if  it  had 
any  validity  at  all,  is  one  whioh 
would  have  a  great  deal  of  weight. 
They  say  the  Crown  is  hereditary, 
and  therefore,  when  you  attack  the 
hereditary  principle,  you  attack  the 
Crown.  As  to  that,  I  should  venture  to 
say  that  I  do  not  attack  the  hereditary 
principle,  and  I  do  not  think  any  man 
would  be  wise  to  attack  it.  All  our  lives 
are  conducted  on  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple ;  it  pervades  every  family ;  it  guides 
every  fortune ;  it  rejoices  by  the  cradle 
of  the  new-born  babe,  and  cheers  the 
chamber  of  death.  You  cannot  ignore 
it  in  its  strict  sense;  but  it  may  be 
applied  or  misapplied,  and  that  which 
gives  dignity  and  stability  to  the  Throne 
may  not  give  dignity  and  stability  to 
the  Legislature. 

I  would  further  remark  with  regard  to 
the  Crown  that  in  that  case  it  is  not  a  case 
of  pure  and  indiscriminating  heredity. 
The  Crown,  as  is  well  known,  did  not 
descend  to  the  present  family  by 
mere  hereditary  descent;  it  rested 
on  a  broader  and  a  more  popular 
basis.  In  the  next  place,  the  principle 
of  heredity  in  the  Crown  is  guarded 
and  fenced  by  every  sort  of  precaution. 
The  Crown  has  no  legislative  responsi- 
bility ;  the  Crown  has  no  Executive  re- 
sponsibility ;  and  in  respect  of  the 
former,  at  any  rate,  it  diifers  largely 
from  this  House.  Those  responsibili- 
ties in  the  case  of  the  Crown  devolve 
upon  others ;  in  our  case  they  remain 
on  ourselves  and  on  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple. 

There  is  a  further  di£Perence,  which, 
perhaps,  involves  the  argument  which 
has  most  weight  with  those  who 
seek  for  the  reform  of  this  House. 
Both  the  Crown  and  the  House  of 
Lords  have  what,  for  the  purposes  of 
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this  argument,  I  may  properly  call  a 
veto.  The  Crown,  since  the  accession  of 
the  House  of  Hanover,  has  never  ex- 
ercised its  veto.  This  House  is  always 
doing  BO.  The  last  time  the  Crown  ex- 
ercised its  veto  was  in  1707,  in  the  reign 
of  Queen  Anne.  This  House  long  ex- 
ercised its  veto  against  Boman  Catholics, 
against  Dissenters,  against  Jews.  If  it 
had  been  able  to  maintain  this  veto  the 
Premier  Peer  of  England  would  not  now 
have  been  sitting  in  this  House.  It  has 
gone  on  interposing  its  veto  in  a  manner 
which  cannot  but  be  called  invidious, 
and  which  cannot  but  raise  hostility 
against  it  among  great  bodies  of  the 
people. 

Passing  to  another  point,  you  will 
say  that  the  veto  of  the  Crown  is  an 
individual  veto,  and  that  the  veto  of  this 
House  is  the  veto  of  a  Legislative  Body. 
As  regards  that  I  may  make  this  demur. 
The  veto  of  the  Crown  is  not  an  indi- 
vidual veto,  inasmuch  as  it  is  protected 
by  the  responsibility  of  the  Advisers  of 
the  Crown.  But  I  will  admit,  for  the 
purposes  of  this  argument,  it  is  an  indi- 
vidual veto;  but  I  would  further  say 
that  the  veto  of  this  House  is  also  an  in- 
dividual veto — the  veto  of  this  House  is 
the  veto  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite 
the  Leader  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
And  so  it  has  been  for  the  last  60 
years.  This  House,  which  strains  at 
a  Liberal  gnat,  will  swallow  a  Conser- 
vative camel.  It  accepted  the  Catholic 
Emancipation  Bill  at  the  hands  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  which  it  had 
always  refused  to  accept  at  any  Liberal 
hand.  It  accepted  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn  Laws  at  the  hands  of  Sir  Eobert 
Peel,  when  it  refused  to  move  in  that 
direction  at  all  at  the  bidding  of  the 
Liberal  Party. 

But  I  will  take  a  much  simpler 
illustration  of  the  individual  nature 
of  that  veto.  There  have  been  threo 
great  Reform  Bills  during  the  present 
century,  in  1832,  1867,  and  1884. 
Two  of  these  Eeform  Bills  were  offered 
to  this  House  by  Liberal  Governments  ; 
one,  which  was  infinitely  the  most 
democratic  of  the  three,  was  offered  to 
this  House  by  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment. It  was  infinitely  the  most  demo- 
cratic of  the  three,  because  it  laid 
down  for  the  first  time  the  principle  of 
household  suffrage  for  the  towns,  and 
it  thus  contained  within   it  the  germ 
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of  the  Eeform  Bill  of  1884.  How 
did  this  House  treat  these  Beform  Bills? 
It  threw  out  the  Eeform  Bill  of  1 832  and 
the  Eeform  Bill  of  1884,  which  were 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
by  Liberal  (iovernments  ;  but  the  Ee- 
form Bill  of  1867,  whioh  was  the  most 
democratic  of  the  three,  it  allowed  to  pass 
without  a  Division.  There foro,  I  may  re- 
peat that  this  House  is  willing,  while 
straining  at  a  Liberal  gnat,  to  swallow  a 
Conservative  camel. 

But,  my  Lords,  this  tremendous 
legislative  power  of  life  and  death,  if  it 
is  entrusted  to  an  individual,  should,  at 
any  rate,  be  entrusted  to  an  individual 
of  extraordinary  discretion.  The  late 
Duke  of  Wellington  led  this  House  for 
a  number  of  years.  Ho  led  it  with 
prudence  and  circumspection,  and  we 
read  in  the  pages  of  Qreville  that 
many  of  his  followers  were  most  dis- 
satisfied with  his  extreme  reticence 
and  caution.  I  hope  that  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  will  excuse  me  if  1 
say  that  he  is  a  little  impetuous  in 
the  exercise  of  the  weapon  committed  to 
his  charge.  He  never  likes  to  keep  his 
sword  in  its  sheath.  He  is  always  try- 
ing its  temper — if  he  is  not  hacking 
about  and  dealing  destruction  and  death 
with  it,  he  is  always  flourishing  it  and 
threatening  with  it.  He  is  like  a  King 
of  Hungary  on  his  Coronation,  who 
rides  to  an  eminence  and  brandishes 
his  sword  to  the  four  corners  of  the 
globe.  I  may  refer,  in  proof  of  this, 
to  the  speech  delivered  by  the  noble 
Marquess  at  Oxford  on  the  23rd  of 
November  last,  which  has  often  been 
quoted.     The  noble  Marquess  said — 

*'  I  hare  no  doubt  that  one  effoot  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Rules  of  Procedure  in  the  IIouso  of 
Commons  will  be  to  send  from  lime  to  time,  when 
titcre  are  bad  Houses  of  Commons  " — 

everyone  knows  what  the  noble 
Marquess  moans  by  a  '^  bad  House  of 
Commons  " — 

'*  a  considorablo  number  of  objectionable  mea- 
sures to  the  House  of  Lords  " — 

everyone  also  knows  what  he  means  by 
**  objectionable  measures  " — 

"  I  hope  the  House  of  Lords  will  not  shrink  from 
action  upon  its  conscientious  convictions.'' 

Far  am  I  from  wishing  the  House  of 
Lords  not  to  act  on  its  conscientious  con- 
victions ;  but  if  the  House  of  Lords  had 
Hcted  on  its  conscientious  convictions  in 


1832  we  should  have  had  revolution 
instead  of  reform. 

But  the  conversion  of  this  House 
into  a  Party  instrument  has,  to  a 
great  degree,  weakened  its  influence 
and  power.  Up  to  1832  the  House 
of  Lords  was  hardly  a  Party  As- 
sembly. It  usually  supported  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  It  was  Whig 
with  Walpole,  Tory  with  Pitt,  and  Tory 
again  with  Lord  Liverpool ;  and  as  a 
result  of  this,  and  partly  due  to  the 
indirect  influence  which  Peers  exer- 
cised over  the  other  House,  the  House 
of  Lords  exercised  great  power  and 
influence.  The  Governments  of  the 
last  century  were  pillared  on  Peers. 
They  formed  by  far  the  majority  of 
each  Cabinet.  Mr.  Pitt,  when  he 
formed  his  first  Cabinet,  was  the  only 
Commoner  in  the  Cabinet.  In  his 
second  Cabinet  there  was  only  one  other 
Commoner.  Such  was  the  power  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  those  days  that  by 
its  own  independent  action,  though  in 
concert  with  the  Sovereign,  it  overthrew 
the  Coalition  Government  which  pro- 
mised to  be  the  strongest  Government 
of  the  century.  That  was  before  tho 
Eeform  Bill ;  but  since  then  its  power 
and  influence  have  continually  de- 
creased. On  the  7th  of  May,  1832, 
Lord  Lyndhurst  brought  forward  a 
Motion  in  this  House  which  caused  the 
resignation  of  the  Government  of  the 
day.  That  was  the  last  occasion  on 
which  a  Motion  passed  in  this  House 
has  had  any  such  eifect.  It  is  easy  to 
trace  the  gradual  decline  of  the  power 
which  this  House  possessed.  On  the 
3rd  of  June,  1833,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  carried  a  Vote  of  Censure 
against  the  Government  in  regard  to 
Portugal,  and  there  was  a  great  talk 
of  tho  Government  resigning,  but  they 
did  not.  Again,  in  1839,  Lord  Kodon 
carried  by  a  small  majority  in  this  House 
a  Motion  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  afl'airs  of  Ireland,  and  this  had 
to  be  counteracted  by  a  Vote  of  Con- 
fidence in  the  Government  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  So  again,  in  1 850, 
when  a  Motion  in  regard  to  the  Don 
Pacifieo  case  was  carried  against  the 
Government  in  this  House,  there  was 
great  talk  of  resignation ;  but  it  ended  in 
a  Vote  of  Confidence  being  brought 
forward  in  the  House  of  Commons 
by  Mr.  Boebuck,  and  oivrried,    Sinco 
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that  time  all  question  of  this  House 
taming  out  the  GK)Temment  has  de- 
departed.  The  control  of  this  House 
over  the  measures  of  the  Govern- 
ment still  subsists;  but  the  control 
of  this  House  orer  the  Oovernment  of  the 
day  has  ceased  to  exist.  You  can  easily 
test  that.  For  at  least  12  of  the  20  years 
during  which  I  have  sat  in  this  House, 
this  House  would  gladly  have  turned 
out  the  Ministry  of  the  day ;  but  it  took 
no  steps  to  do  so,  knowing  that  it  could 
not  do  so  if  it  tried.  The  fact  must  be 
admitted  then,  though  the  reasons  may 
not  be  those  that  I  have  stated,  that 
virtue  has  gone  out  from  this  House. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  cannot  help  see- 
ing that  the  other  House  has  greatly 
increased  in  power.  It  has  lost  no 
opportunity  of  strengthening  itself, 
while  we  have  sat  with  folded  hands 
and  watched  the  result. 

You  may  think  that  the  arguments  that 
I  have  brought  forward,  if  tliey  lead  to 
anything,  lead  to  a  Single  Chamber.  But 
I  do  not  think  so.  It  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  attempt  to  convince  this  House 
of  the  necessity  of  a  Second  Ohamber. 
There  are  three  arguments  which  I  have 
always  thought  conclusive  as  showing 
the  necessity  of  a  Second  Ohcmiber,  two 
of  which  are  personal.  When  the 
ablest  men  that  America  ever  knew,  a 
century  ago,  framed  their  Oonstitution, 
though  fettered  by  no  rules  and  no 
traditions,  and  having  a  clean  slate 
before  them,  they  thought  it  necessary  to 
construct  the  strongest  Second  Ohamber 
the  world  has  ever  known.  Then 
let  us  call  to  mind  the  opinion  of  one 
who  was  not  an  aristocrat  by  Party  or 
profession — Oromwell — who  abolished 
the  House  of  Lords. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
And  the  House  of  Commons. 

The  Eael  of  ROSEBERY  :  But  he 
found  it  necessaiT  to  restore  the  House 
of  Commons,  and,  as  a  consequence,  he 
also  found  it  necessary  to  restore  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  last  words  he 
addressed  to  Parlicmient  were  these — 

"  I  did  tell  70U  that  I  would  not  undertake 
luoh  a  GoTernmont  as  thin  unless  there  might  be 
some  other  persons  that  might  interpose  between 
roe  and  the  Ilouse  of  Commons  who  had  the 
power  to  prevent  tumultuarj  and  popular  spirits." 

Oromwell  was  not  an  aristocrat,  and  his 
Executive  was  not  distinguished  by 
weakness;  and  the  fact  that  he  found 
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it  necessary  to  restore  a  Second  Ohamber 
speaks  volumes  as  to  the  necessity  of  a 
Second  Ohamber.  The  third  reason  in 
favour  of  a  Second  Ohamber  was  given 
by  a  great  philosopher,  whom  some  of 
us  remember  among  us — John  Stuart 
Mill — who  sums  up  the  argument  in  a 
single  sentence.    He  says — 

"  The  same  reasons  that  induced  the  Romans 
to  have  two  Consuls  make  it  desirable  that  there 
should  bo  two  Chambers,  so  that  neither  of  them 
may  be  exposed  to  the  corrupting  influence  of 
undisputed  power,  oven  for  a  single  year." 

The  recent  changes  in  the  procedure  of 
the  House  of  Oommons  also,  I  think, 
immeasurably  strengthen  the  argu- 
ments for  a  Second  Chamber. 

I  come  now  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble  Friend  on  the  Oross  Benches  (the 
Earl  of  Wemyss),  which  contains  two 

S repositions,  with  one  of  which  I  cor- 
iaJly    agree.    I    agree    entirely  with 
the  noble  Earl  that  the   proper  way 
in  which  to  introduce  a   measure  for 
the  reform  of  this  House  is  by  a  mea- 
sure   introduced     by    Her    Majesty's 
responsible  Advisers ;    but   I    entirely 
disagree    with  the   noble    Earl    when 
he  says  that  it  is  not  consistent  with 
the   dignity    of  this    House  to    place 
the    question    of    its    constitution    in 
the  power  of  a  Oommittee  of  your  Lord- 
ships.   There  are  only  two  Oommittees 
to  which  this  House  can  with  dignity 
entrust  the  question  of  its  own  constitu- 
tion,  the  one  being  the  Oommittee  of  this 
House  which  I  propose,  and  the  other 
being    that    Oommittee    of   the  Privy 
Oouncil,  which  is  commonly  known  as  the 
Oabinet.  I  should  prefer  greatly  the  latter 
of  these  two  Oommittees ;  but,  no  choice 
being  given  to  me,  I  am  obliged  to  pro- 
pose the  former.  If  you  cannot  have  the 
Oabinet  as  a  Oommittee,  to  whom  can 
you  so  suitably  entrust  the  subject  of  the 
oonstitution  of  this  House  as  to  a  Oom- 
mittee  selected  from  your  Lordships? 
Who  can  know  the  interior  economy  of 
this  House  as  well  as  the  Peers  them- 
selves ?    Who  can  so  well  discuss  the 
desirability  of  changes?    I  am  rather 
an   advanced    reformer,  but  I  do   not 
share  the  distrust  of  your  Lordships  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  Oross 
benches. 

But  I  turn  from  this  proposal,  and 
I  come  to  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  behind  me  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Oampbell).    The    noble  Lord,   who  is 
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generally  independent  of  Parties  in  this 
House,  has  of  late  been  working,  in 
yiew  of  this  Motion,  with  singular  zeal 
at  the  question  of  the  reform  of  this 
House,  out,  if  I  may  say  so,  with  a 
somewhat  limited  scope.  I  hope  my 
noble  Friend  will  not  think  me  disre- 
spectful if  I  say  that  his  recent  efiforts 
have  reminded  meof  a  distressed  mariner 
baling  out  a  water-logged  ship  with  a 
thimble  or  a  spoon.  But  if  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  Gross  Benches  rejects 
altogether  the  idea  of  a  Committee  as  an 
inadequate  and  revolutionary  proposal, 
what  does  he  say  to  my  noble  Friend 
behind  who  recommends  a  Eoyal  Com- 
mission ?  I  do  not  know  why  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me  dislikes  a  Committee 
and  prefers  a  Eoyal  Commission — 
whether  it  is  that  he  fears  that  a  Com- 
mittee would  not  consist  of  the  mystical 
number  of  three,  or  that  it  might,  per- 
haps, attain  to  the  obnoxious  number  of 
five.  But  the  noble  Earl,  who  looks 
with  distrust  on  a  Committee  of  your 
Lordships,  must  view  with  actual  horror 
the  idea  of  a  Eoyal  Commission,  not 
composed  entirely  or  even  mainly  of 
Peers,  but  composed  of  all  sorts  and 
conditions  of  men,  unaccustomed  to  the 
refined  and  rarefied  atmosphere  of  this 
House,  unaccustomed  to  our  delicate 
traditions,  who  with  rude  and  incautious 
hand  might  probe  all  the  tender  and 
susceptible  places  in  the  body  politic  of 
this  House. 

But  I  must  leave  the  two  noble  Lords 
to  settle  their  differences  between 
themselves.  I  do  not  share  in  the 
distrust  and  suspicion  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  in  which  they  unite, 
and  that  is  why  I  propose  a  Committee 
on  this  occasion.  I  have  proposed  a 
Committee  as  a  sort  of  compromise 
between  what  I  wish  and  what  I  do 
not  wish.  What  I  wish  is  that  the 
Government  should  take  up  the  matter ; 
but  what  I  deprecate,  failing  that,  is 
tiiat  an  individual  should  undertake  the 
task,  because  I  firmly  believe  that  there 
is  no  individual  in  this  House,  out  of  an 
official  position,  of  sufficient  weight  and 
authority  to  carry  the  matter  to  any 
satisfactory  conclusion.  We  must  also 
remember  another  circumstance.  We 
have  constantly  to  remind  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  when  they  ex- 
press wishes  for  the  reform  of  this 
Mouse,  that  any  project  of  reform  which 


does  not  partake  of  the  character  of 
a  revolution  must  be  cast  in  the  form 
of  a  Bill  passed  through  both  Cham- 
bers. Now,  I  venture  to  think  that 
no  Bill  brought  in  by  an  individual 
would  go  down  to  the  other  House  with 
the  weight  and  authority  required  to 
insure  its  success;  but  that  a  Bill 
based  on  the  Heport  of  a  Committee 
of  your  Lordships—by  which,  by  the 
"^ay»  you.  would  not  be  bound — 
that  a  measure  founded  upon  such  a 
Eeport  could  not  fail  to  have  value  both 
in  the  eyes  of  this  House  and  in  the  eyes 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  must,  at 
any  rate,  have  valuable  results. 

The  Committee  would  further  have 
before  it  all  the  plans  for  reform  now 
or  about  to  be  brought  before  the  coun- 
try, two  or  three  of  which  I  may  mention. 
There  is  the  plan  of  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven),  which 
we  fancied  at  one  moment  had  been 
communicated  to  a  News  Agency,  a 
rumour  which  he  has  disclaimed  almost 
with  passion.  Then  there  is  the  project 
laid  before  the  other  House  by  a  highly- 
respected  Member,  Mr.  Bathbone. 
There  is  much  to  be  said  for  his  project; 
but  it  is  open  to  some  almost  fatal 
criticism.  He  recommends  that  114 
Chairmen  of  County  Boards  should  be 
admitted  to  sit  in  this  House.  Now  I 
do  not  object  to  the  principle,  but  I  say 
that  the  Chairmen  of  County  Boards 
would  be  much  better  employed  in  the 
Chairs  of  their  Boards  than  here.  The 
County  Boards — which,  by  the  way,  are 
not  yet  in  existence,  but  of  which,  I 
believe.  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
at  this  moment  in  course  of  parturition 
* '.elsewhere" — the  County  Boards  would 
choose  their  Chairmen  on  one  of  two 
principles.  They  would  either  choose 
them  for  their  local  knowledge  and  ad- 
ministrative capacity — in  which  case  they 
would  wish  to  have  them  in  their  Chairs 
— or  they  would  choose  them  as  dele- 
gates or  representatives  in  this  House, 
in  which  case  they  had  much  better  not 
be  Chairmen. 

But,  passing  from  that,  I  would  call 
attention  to  a  plan — or  rather  speech — 
attributed  to  a  noble  Friend  of  mine  (the 
Earl  of  Pembroke).  The  plan  attributed 
to  him  is  simply  that  a  sufficient 
number  of  Life  Peers  should  be  created 
and  added  to  this  House.  Now,  I 
venture  to  think  that  such  a  measure 
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of  reform  as  that  would  rather  increase 
the  evil  than  diminish  it.  If  the  number 
of  the  new  Life  Peers  were  small,  they 
would  not  suffice  to  leaven  this  House  ; 
if,  on  the  other  hand,  they  were  extremely 
numerous,  they  would  increase  what  was 
already  a  very  great  evil — namely,  the 
unwieldy  bulk  of  the  House.  Then  I 
should  not  like  to  put  the  temptation  of 
a  very  large  increase  of  Peers  within 
reach  of  the  noble  Marquess  opposite. 
He  already  scatters  Peerage  over  a  smil- 
ing land,  and  reads  his  history  in  the 
smiles  of  a  considerable  number  of  sup- 
porters; and  if  he  had  the  power  to 
recommend  to  the  Grown  the  immediate 
creation  of  a  large  number  of  Life  Peer- 
ages, I  am  afraid  that  the  result  might 
be  that  we  should  have  to  adjourn  for 
our  deliberations  to  Westminster  Hall 
or  Trafalgar  Square.  Even  if  these  Life 
Peers  are  to  be  persons  eminent  in  litera- 
ture, science,  and  art,  the  addition 
would  not  be  an  adequate  measure. 
A  mere  zoological  collection  of  abstract 
celebrities  would  not  be  sufficient  for 
the  reformers  of  this  House.  We 
admire  greatly  the  wonders  of  science, 
art,  and  literature;  but  I  venture  to  think 
that  the  men  of  genius  who  produce 
them  would  not  suffice  for  the  purpose 
of  strengthening  this  House  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  ought  to  be  strengthened. 
Nor  would  the  mere  addition  of  Life 
Peers,  whatever  the  number,  have  the 
effect  of  accomplishing  what  is  one  of 
the  principal  objects  of  all  reforms — 
namely,  the  exclusion  of  unworthy 
Members  from  your  House.  Therefore, 
I  think  you  may  summarize  the  results 
of  this  proposal  thus — it  might  have 
been  sufficient  in  1856  or  1869,  but  it 
will  not  be  sufficient  in  1888.  It  will 
not  content  those  who  desire  a  large 
reform  of  your  Lordships*  House,  nor 
will  it  please  those  other  two  sections  : 
those  who  desire  no  reform  at,  all  and 
those  who  desire  the  abolition  of  the 
House — two  sections  which,  although 
starting  from  different  points  of  view, 
seem  to  me  to  arrive  at  substantially  the 
same  goal.  The  mere  addition  of  Life 
Peers  will  not  be  adequate  for  your 
purpose.  I  go  even  further,  and  say 
that  it  will  do  you  injury  rather  than 
good.  We  must  try  to  lay  broader  and 
deeper  foundations  ;  and  I  now  come  to 
the  main  point  for  our  consideration— 
namely,  what  are  the  real  principles  on 
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which  the  reform  of  this  House  should 
proceed  ? 

I  may  make  one  remark  at  once  with 
regard  to  those  principles,  and  say  that  we 
possess  at  this  moment  an  ideal  Second 
Chamber.  We  make  no  use  of  it,  but  we 
possess  it.  It  is  one  of  the  splendid  but 
deserted  halls  of  the  palace  of  the  Con- 
stitution. I  refer  to  the  Privy  Council, 
which  has  many  of  the  attributes  of  the 
ancient  Boman  Senate,  and  which  com- 
prises in  its  lists  almost  every  eminent 
politician  in  the  country.  Were  you  to 
take  the  Privy  Council  for  your  Second 
Chamber,  you  would  have  in  it  an  enor- 
mous delegation  from  this  House,  for  out 
of  211  Members  no  less  than  109  are  Peers. 
There  is  something  curious  about  these 
figures.  The  attendances  at  the  House 
of  Lords  during  an  average  Session  has 
been  supplied  to  me.  During  the  Session 
of  1885  the  average  attendance  at  this 
House  was  exactly  110.  So  if  you  took 
the  Privy  Council  for  a  Second  Chamber 
you  would  not  merely  have  the  Members 
of  the  two  Houses  within  it,  but  you 
would  have  almost  exactly  the  same 
average  attendance  of  Peers  that  you 
have  now. 

But  I  discard  all  idea  of  such  a  Second 
Chamber  for  two  reasons.  First,  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  the  Privy  Council 
being  flooded  to  any  extent;  there  is  just 
the  same  objection  to  the  Privy  Council 
that  there  is  to  an  unlimited  addition  of 
Life  Peers.  A  Privy  Councillor  would  be 
a  Life  Peer,  neither  more  nor  less ;  and 
the  Privy  Council  would  be  in  no  degree 
guarded  against  unbounded  incursions. 
There  is  the  further  objection  that  it 
would  involve  the  abolition  of  this 
House.  I  discard  any  idea  of  utilizing 
the  Privy  Council  in  that  way,  because 
of  these  two  reasons ;  and  the  second  of 
the  two  conducts  me  to  the  first  principle 
which  should  guide  any  groat  reform  of 
this  House.  This  is  that  it  is  a  cardinal 
principle  of  English  politics  that  you 
should  respect  old  names  and  old  tradi- 
tions. The  whole  course  of  the  legisla- 
tion of  this  country  consists  in  pouring 
the  newest  wine  into  the  oldest  bottles. 
Although  that  has  been  said  to  bo  im- 
possible, it  has  been  attended  in  this 
country  with  excellent  results.  An  illus- 
tration will  show  how  wise  and  necessary 
it  is  to  respect  ancient  names.  In  1874 
a  great  Conservative  Lord  Chancellor, 
Lord  Cairns,  abolished    the    appellate 


1569 


Soute 


(March  19, 1888} 


of  Lords, 


1670 


jurisdiction  of  this  House,  and  transferred 
it  to  another  tribunal.  In  1874  and  1875 
there  were  such  marked  proofs  of  dis- 
content both  in  Scotland  and  Ireland — 
the  countries  mainly  affected — that  it 
was  found  necessary  in  1876  to  restore 
to  this  House,  at  least  in  name,  its  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction.  Was  it  done  by 
simple  restoration  ?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  It  was  done  by  adding  to  the 
House  three  Judges— three  Life  Peers — 
possibly  the  same  three  Judges  before 
whom  the  same  cases  would  have  devolved 
under  the  former  measure.  The  three 
Judges  were  to  sitinthis  House,  and  were 
to  assist  the  ex-Lord  Chancellors  in  anting 
as  an  appellate  tribunal.  It  was  really 
little  more  than  saying  that  a  new  Court 
should  sit  inside  these  walls;  and  in  order 
to  attain  this  result  we  accepted  a  prin- 
ciple we  had  hithertorejected— the  prin- 
ciple of  Life  Peers ;  and  the  country  was 
entirely  satisfied  with  that  compromise. 
That  guides  me  to  tho  conclusion  that 
any  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords  should 
respect  the  name  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  that  any  reconstructed  House  of  Lords 
should  consist  of  some  of  the  Peers,  and 
that  those  Members  who  were  not  Peers 
should  be  called  Lords  of  Parliament. 

Tho  next  principles  I  come  to  are  those 
of  delegation  and  of  election.  I  believe 
that  these  principles  are  necessary,  first, 
in  order  to  keep  the  House  of  a  manage- 
able size,  and  to  give  a  sense  of  personal 
responsibility  to  its  Members.  Secondly, 
it  is  necessary  to  exclude  Peers  who 
prove  themselves  to  be  unfit  or  unworthy 
to  be  legislators.  Thirdly,  it  is  necessary 
to  obtain  a  popular  basis.  And,  fourthly, 
it  is  necessary  to  prevent  stagnation  by 
keeping  free  and  unimpeded  a  constant 
succession  of  new  Members,  of  Members 
having  received  new  mandates,  in  this 
House. 

How  are  we  to  apply  these  principles  ? 
First,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  if  they  were 
thoroughly  applied,  in  future  none  but 
Peers  of  the  Blood  Boyal,  who  are  in  a 
wholly  exceptional  position,  would  sit 
in  this  House  by  the  mere  title  of 
hereditary  descent.  Next,  I  venture 
to  think  that  the  less  than  70  Irish 
Peers,  and  the  less  than  20  Scottish 
Peers,  who  have  no  seats  in  this  House, 
although  in  other  respects  they  have 
the  privilege  of  the  Peerage,  should 
be  added  to  the  gr^at  body  of  the  Peers 
in  this  House,  which  they  would  not 
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largely  swell ;  and  that  body  so  consti- 
tuted should  delegate  a  certain  number 
of  Members  to  sit  for  a  limited  period  as 
Representative  Peers  in  this  House. 
Of  course,  in  such  a  system  we  should 
need  the  minority  vote,  or  else  I  and 
my  noble  Friends  behind  me  would 
entirely  disappear — a  result  I  should 
greatly  deplore. 

But  this  would  not  give  the  House 
the  external  strength,  the  outward 
buttress,  which,  if  I  am  right  in 
my  apprehensions,  this  House  so 
greatly  needs.  To  do  that  you  must 
have  a  mandate  from  tho  nation,  a  repre- 
sentative element  elected  by  the  nation 
itself.  Your  Lordships  may  say  now 
you  represent  the  nation  to  a  large  ex- 
tent; but  I  should  wish  a  reformed 
House  to  have  some  clearer  certificate  of 
the  fact.  I  think  you  would  require  to 
have  in  your  reconstructed  House  a 
large  infusion  of  elected  Peers — elected 
either  by  the  future  County  Boards  or  by 
the  larger  Municipalities,  or  even  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  by  all  threo.  I 
go  into  no  details;  but  in  that  way  you 
would  have  tho  elective  principle  intro- 
duced as  gradually  and  as  safely  as 
you  may  choose,  in  what  degree  you 
choose,  in  what  measure  you  may  select ; 
you  would  have  a  large  ba&is  for  com- 
promise and  arrangement ;  you  could 
control  the  number  according  to  your 
wishes ;  you  could  obtain  by  election 
an  infusion  as  large  or  as  small  as 
you  please  of  the  popular  external 
element.  In  the  last  place,  you  would 
exclude,  without  invidiousness  and 
without  difficulty,  unfit  and  unworthy 
Peers.  It  is  not  now  a  question  of  how 
much  or  how  little,  how  many  or  how 
few.  If  it  were  the  noble  Marquess  op- 
posite who  was  addressing  you  it  might 
be  a  question  of  how  few  or  how  many  ; 
but  at  this  moment  it  is  a  question 
merely  of  framework ;  and  I  venture  to 
think  that  on  that  framework  you  can  raise 
as  large  or  as  small  a  superstructure  as 
you  please.  Then  there  is  the  obvious 
principle  of  life  and  official  Peerages, 
which  I  think  in  themselves  alone  are 
insufficient  and  objectionable,  but  which 
would  naturally  form  a  valuable  ele- 
ment in  a  reformed  House.  The  fifth 
principle  I  should  lay  down  is  that  tlie 
proportions  of  these  various  elements 
should  be  fixed,  or  their  numbers  should 
be  fixed,  because,  otherwise,  you  would 

3  B 


1571 


Hifuse 


{LORDS} 


of  Lords, 


1672 


not  achieve  an  important  part  of  the  ob- 
ject of  your  reform. 

One  further  element  I  should  like  to 
see  included.  I  know  the  dislike  of 
all  practical  politicians  for  what  are 
termed  fancy  franchises;  but  I  feel 
there  would  be  great  and  important 
advantages  in  inviting  the  great  self- 
governing  Colonies  to  send  their  Agents 
General  or  Representatives  delegated 
for  that  purpose  to  sit,  under  certain 
conditions,  in  your  Lordships'  House. 

Such  a  scheme,  such  a  principle,  if 
carried  out  in  practice,  would  involve 
the  necessity  of  the  Government  of  the 
day  being  able  to  nominate,  for  the 
duration  of  their  existence,  some  official 
or  representative,  who  should  bear  the 
task  of  representing  them  in  this  House, 
if  they  were  not  otherwise  represented. 
These  are  the  sound  principles,  in  my 
opinion,  on  which  such  a  reform  should 
moment.  But  there  are  two  general 
principles  of  a  more  negative  character 
which  seem  to  me  of  equally  vital 
moment.  The  first  is  connected  with 
the  argument  which  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  brought  forward  with  great 
force  in  his  speech  at  Oxford.  It  was 
the  argument  that  any  increase  of  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Lords  must 
be  at  the  expense  of  the  power  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  that 
the  House  of  Commons  naturally  would 
not  be  friendly  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment. That  line  of  argument  seems  to 
me  to  imply  two  fallacies.  It  seems  to 
me  to  lay  down  a  principle,  which  I  can- 
not admit,  that  there  is  only  a  limited 
amount  of  legislative  and  political 
strength  in  the  country ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  to  make  a  certain  confusion  be- 
tween power  and  efficiency.  I  can  ima- 
gine the  case  of  a  State  possessing  a  great 
feudal  castle — such  as  Berkeley,  or 
Bracciano,  or  Chateau  Gaillard— sud- 
denly throwing  up  earthworks  around 
it  and  arming  it  with  all  the  resources 
of  modern  artillery,  and  so  causing  un- 
easiness and  mistrust  to  neighbours  who 
cherished  an  interesting  relic,  but  feared 
a  menace  of  war.  That  is  ono  case ;  but 
the  other  is  that  of  the  owner  of  such  a 
Castle  afraid  to  renew  the  roof  of  the 
walls,  cowering  under  its  decayed 
shelter,  afraid  to  protect  himself  against 
the  coming  storm  and  the  pitiless  hurri- 
cane, and  allowing  his  old  tower  to  fall 
about  his  ears  lest  his  comfort  should 
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excite  jealousy  among  his  neighbours. 
Well,  my  Lords,  I  venture  to  think  that 
this  exposes  a  distinction  which  I  wish 
to  draw  between  rendering  the  Houso 
efficient  and  able  for  its  duties,  and  ren- 
dering it  too  powerful  for  the  friendly 
companionship  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

But  the  noble  Marquess's  argument  is 
perfectly  true  to  this  extent — that  if  this 
House  acquired  great  powers,  and  at 
the  same  time  acquired  limited  numbers 
and  a  tenure  of  fixed  duration,  it  would 
become  a  much  more  difficult  House  to 
deal  with  than  at  present ;  it  would,  in- 
deed, disturb  the  balance  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  from  being  an  almost 
unalterable  Chamber  would  become  a 
hard  calculus  in  the  body  politic.  Wo 
must  further  remember  this — that  in 
the  words  unalterable  and  fixed  there 
lies  a  great  Constitutional  disarrange- 
ment ;  because,  as  I  have  already  ven- 
tured to  point  out,  the  power  by  the 
Crown  of  creating  as  many  Peers  as  the 
Crown  may  think  fit  is  the  sole  method 
of  bringing  the  two  Houses  to  an  ac- 
commodation on  a  question  on  which 
they  are  at  issue.  Therefore,  if  you 
had  a  new  House,  and  limited  the 
numbers  of  that  House,  you  would 
have  to  find  some  other  Constitutional 
arrangement  to  bring  the  two  Houses 
into  harmony. 

My  Lords,  I  believe  we  could  do 
this  by  simply  retracing  our  steps,  and 
going  back  on  the  ancient  lines  of 
the  Constitution.  The  real  mother  of 
Parliaments  is  the  Magnujn  Concilium^ 
the  Great  Council,  which  in  the  reigns 
of  the  Edwards  divided  itself  into  two 
and  nearly  into  three,  and  became 
a  House  of  Lords  and  a  House  of 
Commons;  and  I  think  that  under 
certain  guarantees  it  might  be  provided 
in  any  scheme  of  reform  that  the  two 
Houses  should  meet  together  and  form 
one  body,  and  by  certain  fixed  majoritios 
carry  or  reject  a  measure  which  has 
been  in  dispute  between  them.  This, 
of  course,  would  be  impossible  with  an 
unrestricted  hereditary  House ;  but  it 
would  be  possible  with  a  restricted 
Senate. 

My  Lords,  there  is  another  way  of 
getting  over  the  difficulty,  which,  I 
think,  has  been  put  forward  by  Mr. 
Bright ;  but  I  am  4ot  sure.  It  is  that 
after    a    measure     has     been    passed 
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once  or  twice  by  the  House  of 
Commons  and  rejected  once  or  twice 
by  your  Lordships,  the  House  of 
Commons,  shall  be  enabled,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  diplomacy,  to  passer  outre, 
and  proceed  with  the  measure  as  if  it 
had  met  with  no  opposition  from  your 
Lordships,  and  so  override  the  ruling  of 
this  House.  My  objection  to  that  is 
this — ^In  the  first  place  it  would  involve 
great  waste  of  time,  because  if  you  passed 
your  Bills  by  the  ordinary  Constitutional 
methods,  the  House  of  Commons  would 
be  constantly  employed  in  discussing  at 
great  length  measures  which  they  knew 
by  the  very  principle  of  the  proposal  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  obliged  to  re- 
ject; whereas  if  you  abbreviate  your 
proceedings,  and  allow  the  House 
of  Commons  to  discharge  its  measures 
at  you,  after  short  intervals,  like  the 
chambers  of  a  revolver,  you  would  do 
away  with  the  position  of  this  House  as 
a  Second  Chamber  at  all,  and  reduce  it 
to  a  second-rate  Court  of  Eevision  or  a 
Debating  Society. 

My  Lords,  I  pass  from  that  topic,  which 
is  an  important  one,  because  it  contains 
an  obvious  Constitutional  objection  to  all 
possible  reform.  I  pass  to  one  large 
principle  which  is  also  vital  to  the  House 
of  Lords  and  its  future  reform — because 
I  take  reform  to  be  inevitable,  if  not 
to-day  if  the  House  of  Lords  proceeds 
to  reform,  which  includes  the  principle 
of  delegation,  what  is  to  be  done  with 
the  Peers  who  have  been  excluded  ? 
For  it  is  well  known  to  your  Lordships 
that  if,  like  the  Eoman  Senate,  we  are 
Conscript  Fathers,  it  is  because  we  are 
brought  together  rather  by  the  involun- 
tary process  of  conscription  than  by  the 
principle  of  voluntary  action.  Would 
those  excluded  Peers  be  like  the  Scottish 
Peer  who  are  not  elected,  and  who  are 
by  that  fact  disabled  from  all  mixture  in 
public  life,  or  would  they  be  like  the 
Irish  Peers,  who,  although  debarred 
from  the  constituencies  of  their  native 
country,  are  at  liberty  to  roam  unre- 
stricted through  the  boroughs  and  coun- 
ties of  this  Island?  Well,  my  Lords,  I 
think  a  broad  principle  might  be  laid 
down — it  seems  to  me  that  any  person 
should  be  free  to  accept  or  refuse  a  writ  of 
summons  to  this  House,  and  that  having 
either  so  refused  or  not  having  received 
a  summons  to  this  House,  such  a  Peer 
should  be  as  free  to  be  elected  to  the 
other  House  of  the  Legislature  as  any 


other  subject  of  the  Queen.  My  Lords, 
there  is  one  obvious  exception  to  this, 
and  that  is  that  any  person  voluntarilv 
accepting  an  hereditary  pat*jiit  ot  P» » t- 
age  would  by  such  a  procevss  be  spon- 
taneously excluding  himself  froiu  that 
process  by  which  the  others,  ou  the 
hypothesis  I  have  mentioned,  would 
be  endeavouring  to  free  themselves. 
My  Lords,  we  have  a  very  curious  case 
which  bears  on  this  question  of  the 
necessity  of  Peers  sitting  in  this  House. 
There  was  a  mysterious  personage, 
Yiscount  Purbeok,  a  connection  of  the 
noble  Earl,  who  defeatert  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  House  the  other  night ;  and 
I  may  here  notice  one  of  our  minor  dis- 
advantages, which  is  that  if  we  want  to 
designate  each  other  we  are  placed  at 
the  hopeless  disadvantage  of  having  to 
go  back  to  biographical  and  geographi- 
cal details  of  a  singularly  involved  and 
prolix  character.  I  say  that  this  noble- 
man, a  relative  of  the  noble  Earl,  en- 
deavoured at  the  time  of  the  Kesto- 
ration  to  disembarrass  himeelf  of  his 
Peerage.  He  was  found  sitting  for  the 
borough  of  Malmesbury,  and  the  eye  of 
the  Executive  was  at  once  fixed  upon 
him,  and  he  was  summoned  to  this 
House.  He  fought  a  gallant  fight,  be- 
cause even  under  the  Kepublican  rule  of 
Cromwell  he  had  been  disabled  from 
sitting  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but 
after  that  he  managed  to  get  back  again, 
and  after  a  very  severe  legal  contest  he 
was  again  excluded ;  and  I  believe  there 
was  a  Besolution  in  his  case,  the  Beso- 
lution  of  1678,  which  re-affirmod  that  of 
1640,  which  affirms  the  impossibility  of  a 
Peer  divesting  himself  of  his  Peerage. 
The  Kesolution  in  the  lattor  case  is  less 
technical,  and  it  was  that  no  Peer  of 
this  Eealm  can  drown  or  extinguish  his 
honour,  but  that  it  descends  unto  his 
descendants,  neither  by  surrender,  grant, 
fine,  nor  any  other  conveyance ;  and 
what  I  venture  to  deduce  from  that 
gallant  struggle  closed  by  that  Eesolu- 
tion  is  this — that  what  the  House  of 
Lords  was  competent  on  a  former  occasion 
to  deny  by  such  a  Eesolution,  the  House 
of  Lords  by  a  Eesolution  in  this  case 
is  equally  competent  to  affirm. 

I  thank  you  most  warmly  for 
the  attention  with  which  you  have 
listened  to  me.  I  have  detained  you 
at  great  length,  and  I  fear  I  have 
touched  on  subjects  which  must  have 
been  unpalatable.     My  Lordft^  1  \i^h^ 
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only  one  last  word  to  speak  to  you,  but 
it  is  a  golden  one— it  is  the  word  **  op- 
portunity." This  question  is  no  Party 
question ;  at  any  rate  I  have  most  sin- 
cerely endeavoured,  as  far  as  was  possible, 
to  keep  it  outside  Party  lines.  I  have 
canvassed  no  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House ;  I  have  not  asked  a  single  Peer 
to  give  his  vote  in  my  support.  But,  in- 
deed, it  is  not  possible  for  mo  or  any 
other  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House 
to  make  it  a  Party  question  at  this 
juncture,  even  if  we  so  wished.  It  is 
not  I  or  those  who  think  with  me — it  is 
not  we  alono,  but  it  is  the  Conservative 
Party,  both  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  in  the  country,  that  are  asking  your 
Lordships  to  be  up  and  doing.  It  is 
only  your  enemies  that  would  have  you 
be  still.  But  the  opportunity,  my  Lords 
of  the  Government,  is  with  you ;  you 
havo  a  chance  which  may  not  occur 
again  in  this  generation ;  you  have  in 
the  one  House  a  majority  of  not  less  than 
100;  you  have  almost  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  other;  you  have,  be- 
sides, the  supreme  advantage  of  a 
political  calm,  for  although  reform  is  in 
the  air  there  is  no  agitation  in  its  behalf 
to  which  you  might  deem  it  undignified 
or  pusillanimous  to  yield.  Such  a  chance, 
my  Lords,  rarely  occurs,  and  when  it  has 
passed  by  is  not  apt  to  occur  again. 
Reject  my  Motion  if  you  will,  but,  at  any 
rate,  act  yourselves. 

**Mis8  not  the  occasion ;  by  the  forelock  take 
That  subtle  power,  the  never-halting  Time, 
Lest  a  mere  moment's  putting  oflf  should  make 
Mischance  almost  as  heavy  as  a  crime.'* 

My  Lords,  there  is  one  argument  which 
wiU  be  brought  against  me  to-night, 
which  is  brought  forward  publicly  and 
privately,  and  which,  I  confess,  has 
great  weight.  They  say  it  is  not  possible 
to  introduce  sudden  reforms  iu  an  ancient 
country,  and  they  follow  that  up  by  the 
analogy  that  if  you  roughly  or  rudely 
touch  an  ancient  building,  even  for  pur- 
poses of  repair,  it  is  apt  to  fall  about 
your  ears.  My  Lords,  I  venture  to  say 
in  reply  to  that  argument  that  no  re- 
modelling would  come  suddenly  upon  the 
country,  and  that  no  reform  in  this 
House,  however  radical  it  might  be, 
would  anticipate  the  just  expectations 
of  the  people.  And  as  for  the  analogy 
of  the  old  building,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  say  this — that  if  the  old  build- 
ing be  sound  it  will  safely  stand 
repair ;   if  the  building  be  so  unsound 
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that  it  will  not  stand  handling,  in  Gk>d's 
name  let  it  be  so  certified  and  declared. 
In  truth,  my  Lords,  the  frequent  recon- 
structions of  the  House  of  Commons 
leave  you  no  choice  as  to  undertaking 
some  measure  of  reform.  Thrice  n  the 
last  60  years  the  House  of  Commons 
has  dug  new  foundations  for  itself, 
and  each  time  it  has  dug  them  broader 
and  deeper,  each  time  it  has  received  an 
immeasurable  accession  of  strength, 
and  in  the  meantime  we  have  re- 
mained practically  as  we  were  at  the 
time  of  the  dissolution  of  the  monasteries. 
My  Lords,  sucli  a  position  as  this  is 
not  wise;  it  is  not  politic ;  it  is  not 
secure;  it  is  not  even  tenable;  it  is 
better  frankly  to  admit  to  ourselves 
and  the  world  that,  both  in  principle 
and  in  practice,  we  need  great  reform 
and  great  reconstruction.  Frankness, 
my  Lords,  indeed,  on  such  an  occasion  is 
neither  a  merit  nor  a  demerit  in  a  per- 
son who  thinks  as  I  do ;  it  is  an  absolute 
matter  of  duty,  and  reticence  would  be 
little  better  than  a  crime.  I  therefore 
implore  you,  my  Lords,  and  chiefly  your 
Lordships  who  are  privileged  to  be  in 
the  Government,  not  to  neglect  this 
opportunity,  so  marvellous  if  we  look 
at  the  past,  so  bountiful  if  we  regard  the 
immediate  future — this  opportunity,  by 
wise  and  by  timely  legislation,  to  repair, 
renovate,  and  to  reconstruct  the  autho- 
rity and  usefulness  of  this  immemorial 
Chamber.  I  bog,  my  Lords,  to  move 
the  Motion  which  stands  in  my  name. 

3£ovedf  **That  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  consti- 
tution of  this  House."— (^/^^  Mrl  of 
Roselery.) 

The  EiLRL  of  WEMYSS  said,  he 
would  ask  the  kind  indulgence  of  their 
Lordships  while  he  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  noble  EarFs  Motion  — 

*'  That  it  is  not  a  safe  thing  to  plaoe  the  consti* 
tution  of  this  House  in  the  power  of  a  Committco, 
nor  consistent  with  its  dignitj  to  discuss  bcforo 
a  Committee  the  reason  for  its  existence  ;  and  it 
any  changes  in  the  constitution  of  this  House  nro 
wanted  they  should  be  debated  and  made  by  the 
House  itself  on  the  motion  of  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown." 

For  this  Amendment  he  confidently 
looked  to  receive  the  support  of  both 
sides  of  their  Lordships'  House.  This 
might  naturally  appear  somewhat  san- 
guine on  his  part ;  but  when  he  ex- 
plained the  origin  of  his  Motion,  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  be  of  the 
opinion  that  he  was  justified  in  his  au- 
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ticipation  of  receiving  general  support. 
Non  mens  hie  sermo.  The  first  part  of 
the  Amendment  was  taken  absolutely 
verhitim  from  an  admirable  speech  made 
by  his  noble  Friend  who  sat  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench,  and  who,  in  the 
absence  of  the  recognized  Leader  on  that 
side,  ably  and  effectively  filled  his  place 
— he  meant  the  Earl  of  Kimberloy ; 
while  the  latter  part  was  taken,  verbatim 
also,  from  the  speech  of  even  a  more 
distinguished  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  the  present  Prime  Minis- 
ter. Therefore  it  was  not  unreasonable 
to  hope  that  he  might  receive  the  sup- 
port of  both  sides.  In  placing  his 
Amendment  before  their  Lordship**,  ho 
could  not  hope  to  present  it  to  their 
Lordships  with  the  ability  and  eloquence 
with  which  his  noble  Friend  had  brought 
his  Resolution  before  them ;  and  he 
further  laboured  under  the  disadvantage, 
as  compared  with  the  noble  Earl  who 
introduced  the  subject,  that  he  had  not 
been  long  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
came  late  into  it,  and  rejoiced  that  it 
was  EO ;  but  he  was  for  something 
like  41  years  a  Member  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  in  which 
his  noble  Friend  never  had  a  seat, 
and  in  the  consideration  of  great 
questions  affecting  tho  constitution  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  it  was  de- 
sirable to  draw  some  comparison  between 
tho  two  as  Deliberative  and  Legislative 
Chambers.  Now,  he  was  prepared  to 
stand  up  and  say,  after  a  long  expe- 
rience of  **  another  place,"  that  in  its 
deliberative  and  legislative  capatcity  this 
House  not  unfavourably  compared  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  His 
noble  Friend  had  brought  forward  his 
Motion  in  deference  to  what  ho  con- 
sidered to  bo  the  strong  sot  of  public 
opinion  in  favour  of  the  reform  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  His  noble  Friend's 
political  attitude  always  reminded  him 
of  a  picture  he  once  saw  in  the  Paris 
Salon.  It  represented  a  beautiful  female 
form  gracefully  and  buoyantly  floating 
towards  the  admiring  spectator  on  the 
surface  of  the  advancing  tide.  It  was 
called  **  The  Wave  ;  "  and  whoever  had 
followed  the  political  career  of  his  noble 
Friend  could  not  have  failed  to  observe 
that  he  always  buoyantly  and  gracefully 
floated  on  the  crest  of  the  advancing 
democratic  wave ;  and  not  only  so,  but 
he  k<)pt  his  weather  eye  open  and  looked 
out  for  coming  waves,  which  he  hoped 


would  in  due  course  bring  him  safely 
into  port.  Thus,  last  week,  his  noble 
Friend  made  a  speech  in  the  East  End 
of  London,  in  which  he  prophesied  of 
Home  Rule  for  Wales  and  for  Scotland. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  No. 

Tub  Earl  of  WEMYSS  said,  perhaps 
in  his  reply  he  would  explain  what  he 
did  mean,  for  certainly  his  words  meant 
that  or  nothing  at  all.      He  also  in  that 
speech  held  out  the  hope  to  all  lease- 
holders of  London  that  by  a  beneficent 
Act  of  Parliament  each  householder  was 
to  be  put  in  possession  of  his  house  in 
fee.      When  he  read  this  passage  in  his 
noble  Friend's  speech,  he  could  not  help 
reflecting    that   the   Governor    General 
elect  of  India,  when  he,  too,  read  it  in 
Canada,   must  rejoice    that   his  noble 
Friend,  his  late  tenant,  had  migrated,  or 
was  about  to  migrate,  from  Lansdowne 
House    to    another    part   of   Berkeley 
Square.     But  his  noble  Friend's  tidal 
almanack  was  not  always  correct.    Two 
years  ago  he  thought  he  had  taken  the 
tide  of  Home  Rule  at  the  flood.     He 
had  found  it  at  the  ebb,  and  now  he  sat 
there  high  and  dry  on  the  shoal  of  Opposi- 
tion.    And  now  it  was  not  too  clear  that 
his   noble    Friend    was    right    in    be- 
lieving that  there  was  a  great  tidal  wave 
in  favour  of  reform  of  their  Lordships' 
House.    At  any  rate,  if  there  was,  they 
must  gauge  its  strength ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  without  hesitation  that  if 
there    was    any  feeling    anywhere    in 
favour   of   reform  of   their  Lordships' 
House,  it  should  be  gauged  not  by  clever 
articles    in    reviews    and    newspapers, 
elaborating  new  constitutions  for  their 
Lordships'    House,    but  by  the  views 
of    the  Radical  section    of   the    other 
House    of    Parliament,    who    did    not 
look  to  reforming  and  strengthening  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  practically  to  its 
abolition.     The  Radicals  wished  to  see 
this  House  exist  simply  for  correcting  the 
drafting  of  the  Bills  that  came  up  from 
tho  House  of  Commons,  and  as  a  Cham- 
ber in  which  to  register  the  edicts  of  an 
uncontrolled  democracy.    In  the  recent 
debate    on    the    House    of    Lords   in 
*' another  place"   this    had  been  dis- 
tinctly said.     They  really  wanted  to  get 
rid  of  what  was  called  a  Second  Chamber. 
Now,   as  to  the  question  of  a  Second 
Chamber,  he  was  not  going  to  argue  in 
the  abstract  in  defence  of  the  principle 
of  a  Second  Chamber ;  ho  was  content 
to  lot  it  rest  on  the  dictum  of  the  prosent 
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Prime  Minister,  who,  in  the  debate  on 
the  House  of  Lords  four  years  ago,  said 
that  no  one  but  a  madman  would  be  in 
favour  of  doing  away  with  a  Second 
Chamber.  He  also  said  that  the  House 
of  Lords  was  the  best  Second  Chamber 
in  the  world  with  the  exception  of  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  Of  the 
American  Senate  and  Constitution, 
he  would  only  say  that  we,  unhappily, 
in  this  country,  found  ourselves  in 
this  position — that  we  were  landed 
in  democracy  without  the  safeguard 
of  a  body  such  as  the  American 
Senate,  and  without  the  fuiiiher  safe- 
guard of  such  a  body  as  the  Supreme 
Court,  and  one  might  be  perfectly  cer- 
tain that  the  confiscation  and  the  injus- 
tice that  had  been  going  on  in  this 
country  for  the  last  18  years  never 
could  have  taken  place  in  the  United 
States,  in  consequence  of  the  security 
afforded  by  the  Senate  and  the  Supreme 
Court.  But  did  the  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  who  wanted  the  House  of 
Lords  reformed  wish  to  establish  any- 
thing like  the  American  Senate  or  the 
Supreme  Court  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind  ; 
that  was  the  very  last  thing  they  de- 
sired. It  was  with  them  a  question 
practically  of  getting  rid  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  would  then,  leaving  the 
abstract  question  of  a  Second  Chamber, 
say  a  word  as  to  the  value  of  the  House 
of  Lords  as  a  judicial,  deliberative,  and 
legislative  Body,  and  as  a  check  upon  rash 
and  ill-considered  legislation.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  his  noble  Friend  refer  to  the 
restoration  of  the  appellate  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  of  Lords.  Although  it 
was  an  incidental  matter,  he  thought  it 
right  to  mention  that  this  restoration 
was  mainly  due  to  the  action  of  a  dear 
friend  of  his,  the  late  Right  Hon.  James 
Stuart- Wortley,  who  got  a  Committee 
together  of  men  of  all  shades  of  politics, 
that  met  at  his  house,  and  managed  to 
focus  the  discontent  and  feeling  aroused 
by  the  abolition  of  the  appellate  juris- 
diction of  the  Lords,  and  thus,  by 
showing  the  unanimity  of  feeling  on  the 
other  side,  he  led  the  way  to  its  restora- 
tion. Ho  would  not  dwell  upon  the 
way  in  which  their  judicial  functions 
were  performed  in  that  House  ;  it  would 
be  mere  impertinence  to  do  so ;  he  would 
rather  say  a  few  words  upon  their  de- 
liberative and  legislative  action.  And 
here  it  would  be  well  to  draw  a  moral 
from  the  story  of  Samson,  and  remember 
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how  he  sent  foxes  into  the  Philistines' 
corn.  No  defence  was  sound  without 
attack,  and  he  should  venture,  in  speak- 
ing of  their  Lordships'  House,  to  send 
a  few  foxes  into  the  Philistines'  com  in 
*'  another  place."  First,  with  regard  to 
debating  power,  he  was  old  enough  to 
recollect  such  giants  of  debate  as  Lord 
Brougham,  Lord  EUenborough,  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  and  the  late  Lord  Derby — 
those  giants  of  the  House  of  Lords 
compared,  to  say  the  least,  not  un- 
favourably with  the  speakers  in  **  an- 
other place."  With  regard  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  it  would,  of  course,  be  invi- 
dious to  particularize ;  but  he  thought 
there  were  Members  of  their  Lordships' 
House  who  were  able  to  hold  their  own  in 
debate  against  any  old — or  young — 
man  eloquent  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  what  struck  one  coming  from  ''an- 
other place  "  was  not  so  much  the  elo- 
quence and  debating  power  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  as  their  reticence.  He  heard 
complaints  of  Members  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  who  did  not  attend  their 
debates,  and  who  never  spoke ;  but  that 
was  the  great  merit  of  that  House — 
they  did  their  work  without  talking. 
He  did  not  believe  that  any  Assembly 
in  the  world  bestowed  more  careful  con- 
sideration upon  Bills,  but  they  did  not 
waste  time  in  needless  talk.  As  M.  Taine 
had  said  of  them — *'  They  sat  there  in 
their  chimney  pot  hats  and  did  their 
Business — they  were  not  makers  of 
phrases."  When  they  spoke  they  did 
not  speak  for  their  local  newspapers  or 
to  constituents.  It  was  their  inner  and 
not  their  outer  man  that  spoke.  But, 
whatever  were  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  their  Lordships'  House,  they  could, 
at  least,  say  that  by  no  abuse  of  lan- 
guage had  that  House  had  the  gag 
applied  to  it,  and  by  no  abuse  of  its 
Forms  of  Procedure  had  it  had  to  be  put 
in  irons,  and  he  ventured  to  think  that 
in  their  legislative  and  deliberative 
capacity  they  might  favourably  compare 
with  the  other  House  of  Parliament.  As 
to  the  question  of  how  far  their  Lord- 
ships' House  was  a  check,  the  noble 
Earl  had  told  them  that  they  were  apt 
to  strain  at  a  Liberal  gnat,  and  swallow 
a  Conservative  camel ;  but  what  they 
actually  did  was  to  take  their  stand 
against  Liberal  gnats  until  they  were 
certain  that  it  was  necessary  and  desir- 
able that  measures,  at  first,  perhaps, 
unimportant,   should  be  passed  by  the 
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general  consent  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament.   They  exercised  what  he  be- 
lieved was  a  judicious  chock  when  it 
was  uncertain  whether  public  opinion 
was  sufficiently  formed  upon  a  subject. 
If  the  proposals  of  the  noble  Earl  were 
carried  out,  the  case  would  be  exactly 
the  same,  and  the  House  would  have  to 
yield  to  public  opinion    when   clearly 
manifested.     But  they  were  told   that 
however  excellent  might  be  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  however  admirable 
their  deliberative  and  legislative  power, 
it  required  to  be  reformed,  and  many 
suggestions  had  been  made  upon  the 
subject.      The  first  class  of   reformers 
were  those  who  talked  of  the  mending 
or  ending  of  that  House ;  but  there  could 
be  little  doubt  that  ending  was  the  end  of 
all  this  so-called  mending.  That  had  been 
clearly  shown  not  long  ago  in  **  another 
place,"  where  a  Motion  had  been  brought 
forward  for  the  abolition  of  the  heredi- 
tary principle  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
Then  they  had  the  system  of  delegation, 
as  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl.    But  the 
noble    Earl    forgot,    supposing    under 
a  system  of  delegation  a  fair  proportion 
of  Liberal  Peers  were  to  be  chosen,  what 
guarantee  could    be    given    that  they 
would  remain    Liberals  ?      His  noble 
Friend  complained  of  the  relative  in- 
equality of  the  two  sides  of  the  House, 
but  whose  fault  was  it  ?    It  was  simply 
because  they  brought  in  bad  measures, 
such  as  Home  Eule,  for  which  their  own 
Friends  could  not  vote.     He  doubted 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  set  down 
a  satisfactory  system  of  delegation  in  black 
and  white.    The  noble  Earl  had  cited  in 
favour  of  the  delegate  principle  the  elec- 
tion of  Scotch  Peers.  But  surely  the  noble 
Earl  knew  that  if  there  was  one  thing 
that  they  heard  more  about  than  another 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  it  was  that  the 
Scotch  Peers  were  mainly  Tories,  and 
that  they  returned  nothing  but  Tories, 
and  that    a  Liberal   Peer  had   not  a 
chance.   Then  there  was  a  proposal  that 
the  Chairmen  of  County  Boards  should 
havo  seats ;  but  he  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  Chairmen  of  County  Boards 
would  be  better  employed   in   looking 
after  their  Boards  than  in  legislating  in 
that  House,  and  no  man  could  be  in  two 
places  at  once.      There  was  also  the 
question  of  Life  Peers.  For  his  own  part, 
he  would  like  to  see  the  principle  ex- 
tended, and  he  thought  that  each  politi- 
cal Party  might  choose  an  equal  limited 


number.     Of  course,  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  prevent  the  Liberal  Peers  turning 
round ;  but  it  would,  at  all  events,  be  a 
fair  start.     He  should  like  to  see  com- 
merce, trade,  industry,  arts,  arms,  and 
science  represented,   though   he  might 
add,  with  reference  to  a  highly  imagina- 
tive paragraph  which  had  appeared  in 
some    newspapers    as    to    his    having 
recently    attended    a    celebrated  prize 
fight  in  France,  that  when  he  said  he 
was  in  favour  of  the  representation  of 
science,  he  did  not  wish  to  give  such  a 
wide  interpretation  to  the  wora  "science" 
as  to  include  professors  of  self-defence. 
Ho  agreed,  also,  that  it  was  desirable 
that    in    their    Lordships'  House    the 
Agents   General    of   our    Colonies,    or 
something    equivalent    to    tho  Agents 
General,  should  have  seats.  He  thought, 
also,  that  the  Dissenting  Bodies  should 
havo  Eepresentatives   in  that  House; 
and  that,  extending  the  principle  of  the 
exclusion  of  bankrupt  Peers,  those  who 
had  dishonoured  their  names  should,  if 
possible,  also  be  debarred  from  voting 
and  taking  part  in  their  deliberations. 
The  question,  however,  before  them  was 
as   to  tho   mode  of  proceeding.      His 
noble  Friend  would  proceed  by  Com- 
mittee, a  course  condemned  by  the  two 
noble  Lords  whose  words  he  had,  as 
already    explained,    embodied    in    his 
Amendment.     The  only  sound  way  of 
dealing  with  the  question  was  that  their 
Lordships    should    not    let    it    out    of 
their  own  hands.     Using  words  which 
appeared  in  the  999th  letter — he  was 
not  sure  as  to  the  exact  number — which 
recently  appeared  in  the  papers  from  "an 
old  Parliamentary  hand,"  he  would  say 
to  their  Lordships — **  Beware  of  traps ; " 
beware  of  the  trap  of  a  Select  Committee ; 
beware  of  the  trap  of  a  Boyal  Commis- 
sion ;  beware  of  the  trap  of  a  Bill  drawn 
up  by  a  private  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  a  noble  Friend  of  his, 
who,  being  of  an  active  turn  of  mind, 
and  having,  like  a  frozen-out  gardener, 
no  work  to  do,  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  frame  a  new  constitution  for  their 
Lordships'  House.  If  they  were  to  have 
a  reform,  let  it  be  a  reform  well  con- 
sidered, well  digested,  and  brought  in 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  responsible 
Government  of  the  day.  It  was  because 
he  felt  this  very  strongly  that  he  had 
put  down  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  his  name,  and  he  thought  he  should 
receive  support  from  Members  q\!v.  V^^>^ 
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Bides.  But  we  lived  in  times  of  great, . 
sudden,  and  unexpected  changes.  He 
would  not  enter  into  tbese  changes — he 
did  not  wish  to  make  himself  disa^z^ree- 
able  to  his  noble  Friends  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Eencb,  because  he  looked  to 
getting  their  support.  But  unquestionably 
there  had  been  of  late  years  great  and 
sudden  changes.  No  greater,  no  more 
sudden  change  on  the  part  of  public  men 
had  taken  place  than  the  change  upon 
this  question  in  tho  House  of  Commons, 
made  by  the  Liberal  Party  under  the 
guidance  of  Sir  William  Harcourt. 
It  was  a  change  so  suddon  that  Lord 
Hartington  got  up  in  his  place  and  said 
he  would  not  have  risen  but  for  the  new 
and  somewhat  unexpected  attitude  taken 
up  by  tho  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle, and  he  assumed  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  statement  to  be  the  ofEcial 
utterance  of  the  official  Opposition.  In 
consequence  of  that  new  departure  they 
had  had  a  great  advance  in  the  speech 
of  his  noble  Friend  upon  the  speech 
which  he  made  four  years  ago,  and  now 
his  noble  Friends  on  his  right  might 
possibly  follow  tho  lead  of  that  apostle  of 
change,  Sir  William  Harcourt,  who  now 
did  things  by  halves,  and  was  always  as 
enthusiastic  in  any  new  part  ho  adopted 
as  the  celebrated  actor  who,  when  he 
played  **  Othello,"  invariably  blacked 
himself  all  over.  Under  the  guidance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  some  of 
his  noble  Friends  on  tho  Opposition 
Benches  might  possibly  turn  their 
backs  on  themselves  and  on  tho  views 
they  bad  held  four  years  ago.  But,  be 
that  as  it  might,  the  course  their  Lord- 
ships should  follow  was  clear — they 
should  make  what  changes  were  reason- 
able. Constitutional,  and  consistent  with 
the  ancient  character  of  their  Lordships' 
House ;  and,  having  done  so  on  tho 
fospousibility  and  advice  of  Her  Majesty 's 
Government,  let  them  then  boldly  take 
their  stand  and  wait  calmly  for  what 
the  future  might  bring  forth.  Let 
them  do  so  strong  in  six  centuries  of 
prescriptive  right,  strong  in  the  noble 
traditions  of  their  ancient  House,  strong 
in  the  record  of  noblo  lives,  strong  in 
the  good  work  they  had  done,  strong, 
too,  in  the  affection  for  the  Constitution 
which  was  still  a  living  principle  in  the 
heart  of  the  British  nation.  And  let 
them  always  remember  that  weak  con- 
cessions never  saved,  and  that,  alike  for 
institutions  and  for  men,  it  was  bettor,  at 
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the  worst,  to  nobly  die  than  ignobly  live. 
The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  moving 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  moved^ 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  (**  That ") 
for  the  purpose  of  inserting  tho  foUowintj  Re- 
solution—namely, ('*  it  is  not  a  safe  thing  to 
place  the  constitution  of  this  House  in  tho 
power  of  a  Committee,  nor  consistent  with  its 
dignity  to  discuss  before  a  Committee  the  rea- 
son for  its  existence;  and  if  any  changes  in 
the  constitution  of  this  House  are  wanted  they 
should  be  debated  and  made  by  the  House 
itself  on  the  motion  of  tho  responsible  Minis- 
ters  of  the  Crown.")— (TA^  Earl  of  Wcmyss.) 

The  Earl  of  DUNEAVEN  said,  that 
on  the  general  subject  of  the  proposi- 
tions shadowed  forth  by  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  he  did  not  propose  to  enter  at 
any  great  length.  Those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  were  aware  of  his  opinions 
on  the  subject,  either  from  hearing  him 
in  that  House  or  from  reading  what  ho 
had  written  in  tho  Press  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  or  in  magazines  some 
four  or  ^VQ  years  ago,  would  be  aware 
that  to  a  great  doal  of  what  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Rosobery)  said  ho 
could  give  a  cordial  approval.  How  far 
he  could  almost  entirely  agree  with  his 
noble  Friend  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  say,  becausa  from  the  remarkable 
speech  which  his  noblo  Friend  made  he 
failed  to  gather  a  very  clear  and  distinct 
idea  of  the  scope  and  effect  of  his  pro- 
posals. He  did  not  gather  how  far  they 
might  interfere  with  the  existing  privi- 
leges or  existing  life  interests  of  their 
Lordships.  The  noble  Earl  on  the 
Cross  Benches,  proceeding  by  a  process 
of  elimination,  referred  to  a  scheme 
which  was  attributed  to  him  by  the 
Central  News.  If  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  in  mind  any  scheme  by  which 
the  efficiency  of  Parliament  could  bo 
increased  and  made  more  fit  for  dealing 
with  the  great  complications  of  the  social 
and  political  problems  which  might  be 
submitted  to  their  Lordships,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  they  could  be  scarcely  better 
employed  than  by  endeavouring  to  place 
it  before  the  House  in  a  comprehensive 
and  distinct  form.  The  noble  Earl  ob- 
jected to  the  constitution  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  being  submitted  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  in  that  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  to  submit  such  a  far-reaching  ques- 
tion as  this  to  a  Committee  would  be  an 
improper  way  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject, and  would  be  scarcely  paying  due 
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deference  to  tbe  dignity  of  the  House 
or  to  tbe  issues  involved.  If  a  Select 
Committee  were  appointed  and  did  not 
report  in  favour  of  any  of  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  noble  Earl,  or  did  not  report 
any  distinct  plan  to  the  House,  their 
Lordships  would  be  in  this  position — 
namely,  that  they  would  have  admitted 
that  there  was  something  wrong,  but 
that  there  was  no  remedy.  They  would 
practically  admit  that  the  condition  of 
tbe  House  was  tbat  of  sickness  unto 
death.  The  usual  practice  was  to  ap- 
point a  Committee  to  search  out  and  as- 
certain the  legal  aspect  of  a  case,  and  to 
report  to  the  House  as  to  the  details  in- 
volved in  some  great  principle  to  which 
the  House  had  given  its  general  assent. 
But  in  this  case  the  House  would  not 
have  given  its  assent  to  any  distinct 
principle.  It  would  be  referring  matters 
to  a  Select  Committee  which,  if  placed 
before  the  House  in  a  distinct  form, 
might  very  probably  be  rejected.  He 
thought  that  would  be  proceeding  in  a 
very  unusual  and  unbusinesslike  manner. 
In  dealing  with  a  groat  question  such 
as  this  it  was  essential  that  a  perfectly 
clear  and  distinct  proposition  should  be 
laid  before  the  House.  It  seemed  to 
him  due  to  the  dignity  of  that  House  to 
tako  that  courso.  Parliament  was,  after 
all,  a  machine  for  conducting  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  United  Kingdom  and  of  the 
Empire.  If  it  was  considered  that  al- 
terations in  the  machine  were  necessary, 
that  modern  improvements  should  be 
iatroduced  to  enable  it  to  deal  better 
with  modem  complexities  and  difficulties, 
surely  it  was  necessary  to  draw  up  a 
distinct  plan  which  Parliament  could 
look  at  and  examine  carefully  before 
committing  itself  to  any  abstract  pro- 
position as  to  the  necessity  of  alteration 
or  reform  ?  Tbat  could  be  done  either 
by  a  distinct  Besolution  or  by  means  of 
a  Bill.  Besolutions  had  the  advantage 
that  they  were  a  comparatively  easy 
form  of  proceeding;  and,  moreover, 
there  would  be  no  groat  difficulty  in 
drawing  up  a  Besolution  dealiug,  some- 
what abstractedly  perhaps,  with  the 
various  alterations  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
troduce in  the  constitution  of  the  House. 
A  Bill,  on  the  other  hand,  was  a  much 
more  difficult  matter,  but  nevertheless 
recommended  itself  to  him  as  the  best 
method  whereby  so  great  a  question  as 
this  could  be  introduced  to  the  attention 
of   Parliament.    The  mere  process  of 


drafting  a  Bill  had  a  very  searching 
effect  on  the  individual  doing  so.  The 
great  thing  to  aim  at  was  to  crystallize 
vague  ideas,  to  bring  abstract  Besolu- 
tions within  the  four  corners  of  a  Bill, 
to  produce  distinct  and  clear  proposi- 
tions in  writing,  and  to  submit  thom  to 
the  still  more  searching  criticism  of 
print.  He  had  listened  with  great  at- 
tention to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
opposite— a  speech  of  enormous  value 
as  well  as  from  an  historical  point  of 
view  as  from  an  academical  aspect ;  but 
he  did  not  gather  himself — and  he  did 
not  think  the  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships would  have  gathered — from  that 
speech  an  idea  sufficiently  clear,  con- 
crete, and  distinct  of  what  the  noble 
Earl  proposed  to  justify  the  House  in 
referring  the  matter  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. What  were  the  reforms  to  be  ? 
He  could  understand  the  distinct  proposal 
to  make  the  Agents  General  of  the 
Colonies  Lords  of  Parliament  for  a  cer- 
tain time.  Such  a  proposal  as  that 
might  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committoe 
with  great  advantage ;  but  that  was  the 
only  distinct  and  clear  proposition  placed 
before  the  House  in  tho  speech  of  the 
noble  Earl.  Therefore,  he  failed  to  see 
how  it  was  possible  to  refer  so  vague  a 
matter  to  a  Select  Committee.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  his  noble  Friend's 
Amendment,  he  could  not  agree  with  it. 
He  thought  it  would  be  very  injurious 
to  preclude  any  Member  of  the  House, 
not  being  a  Cabinet  Minister,  from  dis- 
cussing this  question  of  the  reform  of 
the  constitution  of  the  House.  In  fact, 
it  appeared  to  him  undesirable  that  the 
question  should  be  brought  forward  by 
a  Minister.  It  was  certainly  not  ad- 
visable that  Ministers  should  go  ahead 
of  public  opinion,  or  place  themselves 
in  a  position  that  might  produce  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  conflict  between 
the  two  branches  of  the  Legislature.  He 
objected  strongly  to  having  their  Lord- 
ships' mouths  closed  and  completely 
gagged  in  this  matter.  There  was  one 
point  in  which  he  cordially  agreed  with 
his  noble  Friend  who  introduced  the 
subject,  and  that  was  the  opportuneness 
of  the  present  moment.  If  it  was  right 
to  consider  the  necessity  of  making 
alterations  in  the  constitution  of  the 
House,  it  was  essential  that  those  al- 
terations should  be  discussed  impartially, 
and  at  a  time  when  public  opinion  had 
not  been  fictitiously  raised  against  tk^ 
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House  of  Lords.  Their  Lordships  would 
bear  in  mind  that  events  would  shortly 
happen  which  would  practically  change 
the  constitution  of  tho  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature.  Tho  GoYornraent  were 
that  night  introducing  tho  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill,  by  which  a  great  deal  of 
the  Business  which  now  occupied  the 
House  of  Commons  would  devolve  upon 
the  counties.  Probably  in  course  of 
time  the  Irish  Question  in  its  present 
phase  would  disappear.  In  that  case 
the  House  of  Commons  would  be  able  to 
direct  its  attention  to  many  great  ques- 
tions with  which  it  was  now  precluded 
from  dealing;  and  it  was  very  essen- 
tial, if  Parliament  was  to  be  an  official 
machine  to  conduct  the  Business  of  the 
country,  and  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  people,  that  some  alterations  should 
be  made  in  the  constitution  of  the  House 
of  Lords  to  enable  it  to  keep  touch  with 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature. 
His  noble  Friend  opposite  had  pointed 
out  that  he  (the  Earl  of  Duuraven)  had 
given  a  somewhat  similar  but  more  dis- 
tinct Notice  of  Motion.  He  had  intended 
to  ask  the  House  to  declare  that  in  its 
opinion  alterations  in  its  constitution 
were  desirable  and  necessary.  That 
Motion  he  withdrew ;  and  on  considera- 
tion with  friends,  and  especially  on 
refreshing  his  memory  as  to  tho  debate 
that  took  place  nearly  four  years  ago, 
ho  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
general  view  of  tho  House  would  be 
that  the  proceeding  by  way  of  a  Bill 
would  bring  forward  distinct,  clear,  and 
crystallized  propositions,  and  would  be 
the  method  in  which  the  House  would 
prefer  that  the  matter  should  be  brought 
forward.  Ho  intended  to  introduce  his 
Bill  on  Thursday  next,  and  this  would 
give  their  Lordships  all  the  Easter  Ee- 
cess  to  consider  his  proposals.  Owing 
to  the  schemes  with  which  he  had  been 
fathered  by  certain  newspaj^ers,  ho  had 
been  tempted  to  make  a  statement ;  but 
to  have  done  so  might  have  seemed 
discourteous  to  his  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  he  was 
unwilling  to  inflict  two  speeches  on  the 
same  subject  on  their  Lordships'  House. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  appear  in  the 
character  both  of  judge  and  executioner. 
Believing,  as  he  did,  that  to  refer  this 
matter  to  a  Committee  was  not  the  best 
way  of  dealing  with  it,  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend  ;  but 
he  hoped  that  their  Lordships  would 

The  Earl  of  Dunraven 


understand  clearly  that  in  not  voting 
for  the  Motion  he  was  by  no  means 
expressing  disapproval  of  much  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  said.  He  was  in 
favour  of  the  first  half  of  the  noble 
Earl's  Amendment,  and  he  would 
suggest  to  him  to  divide  it.  For  the 
first  half  he  would  be  willing  to  vote ; 
but  for  the  second  he  could  not.  As  it 
would  be  his  privilege  and  duty,  when 
asking  their  Lordships  to  give  his  Bill 
a  second  reading,  to  go  largely  into  this 
subject,  he  would  not  enter  into  the 
general  subject  now. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  As  my 
noble  Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches  has 
referred  pointedly  to  some  remarks  of 
mine  made  some  years  ago,  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  in  explanation. 
I  have  not  changed  my  mind  as  to  the 
general  proposition  that  to  refer  this 
matter  to  a  Committee  is  not  tho  most 
satisfactory  method  of  proceeding.  I 
see  considerable  objections  to  legislation 
of  this  kind  being  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee ;  the  best  course  would  be  to 
proceed  by  way  of  a  Bill  brought  for- 
ward by  the  Government;  but  I  shall, 
nevertheless,  vote  for  tho  Motion  of  my 
noble  Friend.  The  noble  Earl  on  tho 
Cross  Benches  must  be  well  aware  that 
since  1884  very  large  changes  have 
taken  place.  The  last  Beform  Bill  had 
not  then  been  passed,  and  everyone  who 
attends  to  what  takes  place  in  this  coun- 
try must  have  seen  that  the  desire  for  a 
reform  of  the  House  of  Lords  has  greatly 
increased.  After  g^ave  reflection  I  am 
of  opinion  that  we  have  now  arrived  at 
a  point  when  the  constitution  of  this 
House  is  such  that  it  cannot  long  work 
harmoniously  with  the  other  House,  and 
that,  notwithstanding  tho  magnitude  of 
the  task  of  reforming  this  House,  it 
would  be  far  more  hazardous  for  us  to 
do  nothing  and  take  our  chance  of  what 
might  occur  hereafter.  As  an  old  Mem- 
ber of  this  Houso,  I  would  not  lightly 
support  a  Motion  for  inquiry  into  the 
constitution  of  this  House  ;  but  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
come  for  reconstructing  the  House  on  a 
new  and  different  basis.  The  problem 
of  a  Second  Chamber,  I  admit,  is  a  most 
difficult  one.  It  has,  no  doubt,  been 
solved  in  the  United  States,  but  under 
conditions  so  different  that  we  cannot 
draw  any  analogy.  It  has  also  been 
solved,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  some  of 
our  Colonies.     But  the  difficulty  is  this 
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— if  you  have  an  Aesembly  the  Mem- 
bers of  whioh  are  nominated  for  life,  it 
has  not  strength  enough.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  jou  have  a  really  stroDg 
elected  Assembly,  you  get  a  deadlock 
between  the  two  Houses.  No  reform, 
I  think,  will  work  satisfactorily  which 
does  not  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
differences  that  may  arise.  Different 
modes  have  been  suggested,  such  as  the 
requiring  a  measure  to  be  sent  up  a 
second  time  in  a  subsequent  Session ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  would  be  of  any 
avail,  for  the  Members  of  the  Lower 
House  would  not,  by  the  mere  delay  of  a 
year,  be  induced  to  change  their  minds, 
or  you  might  provide  that  the  two  Houses 
should  vote  together.  I  shall  not  enter 
into  details  ;  but  this  I  will  say — that  I 
feel  strongly  that  we  cannot  any  longer 
rest  on  the  old  hereditary  principle 
alone  on  which  this  House  is  based. 
This  is  a  very  grave  conclusion,  for  that 
principle  is  so  old  and  so  interwoven 
with  the  Constitution  of  the  State  that  to 
depart  from  it  means,  to  a  great  extent, 
the  construction  of  a  new  House,  and  I 
am  bound  to  admit  that  I  think  it  would 
be  most  difficult  to  give  to  any  new 
Chamber  ihepreBtige  and  authority  which 
have  so  long  belonged  to  this  House. 
My  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Wemyss) 
correctly  described  this  Amendment  as 
meaning  that  there  must  be  a  change 
in  the  hereditary  character  of  this 
House,  and  in  that  sense  I  shall  vote 
for  it.  I  should  welcome  any  intima- 
tion from  the  Government  that  they  are 
prepared  to  consider  the  subject;  and 
in  this  connection  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  I  have  been  much  influenced  by 
the  recent  utterances  of  certain  Con- 
servative Members — by  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  so  distinguished  a  man  as  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach,  and  still  more  by 
what  was  said  the  other  evening  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  an  important  statement  for  a  person 
filling  the  position  of  Leader  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  say  that  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  the  question  taken  up  by 
the  House  of  Lords  itself.  When  I 
made  the  observations  in  1884  which 
have  been  referred  to,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  I  was  one  of  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  and  that  the  Government 
of  the  day  was  already  engaged  upon  the 
reform  of  the  other  House.  I  shall  vote 
for  the  Motion,  understanding  it  to  mean 
that  a  large  reconstruction  of  this  House 


is  desirable ;  but,  whatever  the  fate  of 
the  Motion  may  be,  I  shall  welcome  any 
announcement  of  the  noble  Marquess 
that  he,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
will  undertake  to  deal  with  this  most 
important  question. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
No  doubt  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down  is  justified  in  speaking  of  this 
as  a  grave  and  important  Motion,  for 
what  is  proposed  is  nothing  less  than 
an  entire  reconstruction  of  one  of  the 
Houses  of  the  Legislature—a  recon- 
struction, too,  of  the  fashion  of  which  we 
have  hitherto  had  no  experience.  The 
House  of  Commons  has  been  reformed 
— reformed  again  and  again  ;  but  it  has 
always  been  reformed  upon  the  basis  of 
its  ancient  constitution,  and  upon  the 
theory  of  that  constitution.  You  are 
asked  now  to  absolutely  deny  and  cast 
aside  the  principles  on  which  this  House 
has  always  existed,  and  the  basis  on 
which,  for  900  years,  it  has  reposed.  I 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  re- 
markably able  and  eloquent  speech  of 
the  noble  Earl  opposite.  It  was  very 
courteous  in  its  reference  to  myself,  and 
it  was  not  wanting  in  that  fertility  of 
illustration  which  we  are  accustomed  to 
at  his  hands.  But  I  confess  it  seemed 
to  mo  to  have  been  a  speech  whioh 
should  have  been  justified  by  laying 
upon  the  Table  the  measure  to  which  it 
referred.  It  was  a  speech  not  for  an 
inquiry — it  was  a  speech  with  a  fore- 
gone conclusion — foregone  conclusions 
of  the  widest  character,  and  yet  only 
dimly  shadowed  out,  and  left  unex- 
plained in  that  fulness  which  would 
enable  us  to  criticize  its  exact  proposals. 
Upon  a  question  of  this  kind,  do  not 
imagine  that  you  can  ride  away  by  say- 
ing you  can  settle  details  first  and  prin- 
ciples afterwards.  Upon  the  wording 
of  the  details  depends  the  actual  result 
of  any  measure  which  you  may  intro- 
duce. The  noble  Earl  proposes  to  refer 
this  question  to  a  Committee ;  but  what 
Order  of  Reference  does  he  give  to  the 
Committee?  They  have  absolutely 
none.  They  are  to  consider  the  consti- 
tution of  this  House  much  as  a  doctor 
might  be  asked  to  examine  the  body  of 
some  diseased  patient  carried  to  the 
hospital.  The  only  Order  of  Reference 
which  they  could  have  is  the  speech  of 
the   noble    Earl    who    introdiic^d.  \\v.^ 
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Motion.  They  must  study  that  speech, 
and  they  must  find  out,  from  tho  argu- 
ments that  he  used,  and  from  the  con- 
siderations on  which  he  dwelt,  what  are 
tho  evils  which  this  Committee  is  re- 
quired to  examine  into,  and  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  remedies  which  it  is  ex- 
pected to  recommend.  Well,  if  you 
consider  his  speech  in  that  point  of  view 
as  an  Order  of  Eeference  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  we  are  to  appoint,  the 
matter  which  appeared  to  me  most 
prominent  in  his  speech,  the  defect  to 
which  he  referred  the  most  frequently 
was  that  there  was  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  this  Uouse  against  the 
Party  to  which  he  has  the  honour  to 
belong.  I  do  not  pretend  that  one-sided- 
ness  in  any  House  of  Legislature  may 
not  be  evil ;  but  before  you  made  that 
one-sidedness  tho  ground  for  a  funda- 
mental alteration  in  the  character  and 
the  structure  of  a  House  of  Legislature, 
you  should  inquire  whether  it  arises 
from  permanent  or  from  exceptional 
causes — whether  it  is  a  lasting  or  tem- 
porary phenomenon.  Now,  what  is  this 
preponderance  of  the  Tory  Party  in  the 
House  of  Lords  ?  Is  it  a  thing  which 
has  always  existed,  or  is  it  duo  to 
special  causes  having  arisen  in  recent 
days?  My  Lords,  my  Parliamentary 
life  extends  somewhere  back  to  the  year 
1853  ;  and  if  I  may  limit  my  considera- 
tions to  those  times,  I  confess  it  seems 
to  me  that  not  only  is  this  Tory  pre- 
ponderance not  a  thing  necessarily  be- 
longing to  this  House,  not  an  essential 
part  of  it,  but  that  it  has  been  confined 
to  the  life  of  one  man,  and  the  latter 
half  of  the  life  of  that  man.  In  1853  a 
measure  was  brought  forward  which 
deeply  affected  many  persons  in  this 
House,  and  infiuonced  the  opinions  of 
a  large  body — namely,  the  Succession 
Duty.  Lord  Derby,  the  Leader  of  tho 
Tory  Party,  opposed  that  measure,  and 
was  defeated ;  and  the  Government  of 
the  day — a  Liberal  Government— were 
successful.  In  1854  there  was  a  reform 
of  the  Universities,  which  included  tho 
admis&ion  of  the  Dissenters.  It  was 
very  much  opposed  by  tho  Tory  Party 
at  that  time  in  tho  House  of  Commons 
and  in  this  House.  Lord  Derby,  who 
led  the  attack  on  that  occasion,  was 
utterly  defeated ;  and  the  Government 
of  the  day — a  Liberal  Government — 
carried  their  principal  measure.  Passing 
on  to  the  year  1857, 1  find  that  Lord 
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Palmerston  was  in  Office,  and  that  a 
Vote  of  Censure  was  brought  forward 
in  this  House  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Chinese  War,  a  similar  Vote  having 
been  actually  passed  in  the  other  Houso 
by  the  Tory  Party,  assisted  by  somo 
deserters  from  the  other  side.  The 
Motion  was  rejected  in  this  House,  re- 
jected by  the  Liberal  Government  of 
the  day,  rejected  against  Lord  Derby, 
the  then  Leader  of  the  Tory  Party.  In 
1864  Lord  Palm erston's  conduct  of  the 
Danish  business  attracted  considerable 
censure,  and  there  was  a  very  angry 
controversy.  Lord  Palmerston  was 
challenged  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  only  avoided  a  Vote  of 
Censure  by  a  majority  of  18.  A  Vote 
of  Censure  was  moved  in  this  House, 
and  again  the  Liberal  Party  sue- 
ceeded  in  obtaining  a  majority  of 
the  Peers  present  in  this  House, 
and  the  Tory  Party  were  defeated. 
Up  to  that  date,  then,  is  it  not  ridicu- 
lous to  say  that  there  was  such  a  Tory 
majority  in  this  House  as  to  expose  it 
to  the  charge  of  being  a  Tory  Assembly  ? 
The  charge  utterly  falls  to  the  ground. 
No  doubt,  when  Lord  Palmerston  passed 
away  and  another  statesman  took  tho 
helm,  matters  changed.  When  I  came 
to  this  House  in  1868  there  was  a  Tory 
majority — a  very  small  one,  but  it  grew 
year  by  year.  It  grew  in  spite  of  the 
numbers  of  Peers  poured  into  tho  House 
by  Mr.  Gladstone— Peers  who  were 
almost  to  a  man  converted  after  their 
appearance  here.  It  grew  not  by  reason 
of  any  inherent  Toryism  in  the  House, 
not  by  reason  of  any  one-sided  character 
in  the  Assembly — it  grew  because  the 
peculiar  measures  which  Mr.  Gladstone 
proposed  were  of  a  character  to  produce 
an  entirely  different  dividing  line  of 
Parties.  I  wish  to  avoid  language  of 
Party  controversy,  and,  therefore,  I  will 
not  examine  into  the  character  of  thoso 
measures  more  closely.  But  they  wero 
peculiar  in  that  they  drew  a  new  dividing 
lino  between  Parties,  and,  unfortunately, 
your  Parties  coincided  with  classes  much 
more  closely  than  had  ever  been  the  caso 
before.  But  it  was  due  to  a  temporary 
circumstance,  to  the  influence  of  a  single 
statesman,  to  the  career  and  growing 
predilections  of  a  single  man,  un- 
doubtedly by  his  ability  and  bis  great 
mastery  over  the  convictions  of  his 
countrymen ;  but  it  was  due  to  his 
action,  his  policy,  and  it  was  contermi- 
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nous  with  his  career  as  Prime  Minister 
that  this  OYerwhelming  majority  which 
the  nohle  Earl  makes  his  chief  poiat  of 
indictment  against  the  House  of  Lords, 
entirely  as  well  as  originally  arose.  In 
passing,  I  will  say  a  word  about  the 
addition  of  Peers  to  this  House.  I  must 
apologize  to  the  noble  Earl  for  having 
interrupted  him,  and  not  with  absolute 
accuracy.  I  thought  there  was  a 
considerable  majority  of  Commoners  in 
the  Cabinet.  There  is  not  a  majority  of 
Peers,  but  to  say  there  is  far  from  a 
majority  is  not  accurate.  The  noble 
Earl  dwelt  rather  strongly  upon  the 
addition  of  Peers  to  this  House.  It  is 
a  large  question  of  policy  into  which  I 
am  not  prepared  to  enter  fully ;  but  he 
selected  instances  with  considerable 
judgment  and  skill,  and  pointed  practi- 
cally the  whole  of  his  censure  upon  this 
and  the  last  Tory  Government,  or,  at  all 
events,  the  greater  part  of  his  censure. 
His  crushing  instance  was  the  last  two 
years. 

The  Eaul  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  referred 
to  the  last  seven  years. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  You 
began  with  seven,  but  went  on  to  two. 
What  I  want  to  point  out  is  that  the 
figures  aro  rather  interesting.  What 
has  been  the  addition  to  this  House 
from  the  Liberal  and  Tory  side  during 
that  period,  when  it  is  said  that  the 
House  has  become  exclusively  Tory? 
Putting  aside,  as  he  did,  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  Peers,  who  stand  on  a  different 
footing,  and  treating  merely  of  new 
Peers,  there  has  been,  since  the  acces- 
sion of  William  IV.,  129  new  Libe- 
ral Peers  and  65  new  Conservative 
Peers.  If  during  that  period  there 
has  been  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
Tory  Party  in  this  House,  it  has  not 
been  due  to  new  creations.  The  whole 
of  the  noble  Lord's  argument  against 
the  authority  of  the  House,  in  so  far  as 
he  developed  it,  depended  upon  the  fact 
that  the  House  of  Commons  represented 
6,000,000  people,  and  that  we  un- 
doubtedly did  not  represent  6,000,000 
people.  But  would  the  noble  Lord's 
recommendations  alter  this  state  of 
things?  Would  he,  by  reducing  the 
numoer  of  the  House  of  Lords,  by 
having  the  Members  elected  by  one 
another,  by  introducing  the  Privy 
Council,  the  Chairmen  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  the  Chairmen  of 
the  County  Boards,    and  the  Agents 


General  of  the  Colonies — would  he  give 
any  sound  democratic  basis  to  this 
House?  Why,  we  should  then  be  just 
as  much  a  subject  of  complaint  and  of 
resentment;  we  should  stink  just  as 
much  in  the  nostrils  of  the  orthodox 
Radicals  of  the  day  as  before  we  under- 
took reform.  Much  the  same  may  be 
said  as  to  the  requirement  that  this 
House  should  produce  a  majority  in 
harmony  with  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment when  there  is  a  Liberal  majority 
there.  My  Lords,  I  ask  you  to  conceive 
how,  even  with  the  materials  furnished 
by  the  noble  Earl,  you  could  possibly 
construct  a  House  of  Lords  in  which 
there  should  be  a  permanent  Radical 
majority.  I  do  not  say  that  you  could 
not  get  Radicals  enough  and  in  any  num- 
ber among  that  class  of  persons  who 
wish  to  obtain  seats  in  Parliament  and 
whose  minds  are  biassed  by  that  over- 
powering desire;  but  in  the  present 
state  of  political  opinion  with  regard  to 
many  matters  that  are  subjects  of  con- 
troversy, a  House  of  Lords  with  a  Radical 
majority  would  be  a  very  odd  Assembly, 
Among  the  reasons  which  the  noble  Earl 
gave  for  reform  he  spoke  of  the  exist- 
ence of  black  sheep  among  us.  I  am 
entirely  with  the  noble  Earl  upon  that 
point,  only  I  rather  demur  to  its  being 
supposed  that  the  House  of  Lords  is  the 
only  Assembly  where  there  are  black 
sheep.  If  the  noble  Earl  will  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  which  shall  rigidly  ex- 
clude his  black  sheep  from  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  he  will  have  no  warmer 
supporter  than  myself.  It  is  a  change 
much  to  be  desired,  but  very  difficult  to 
effect ;  because  the  kind  of  evil  charged 
against  certain  Members  of  the  House 
is  not  always  matter  that  is  sworn  to  and 
proved  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  but  depends 
upon  other  circumstances,  and  unless 
you  have  the  courage  to  imitate  the  old 
Romans  and  elect  every  year  two  Cen- 
sors and  give  them  the  powers  which 
they  did,  you  would  have  very  consider- 
able difficulty  in  carrying  out  a  measure 
of  reform  which  I  cannot  but  repeat  if 
most  extremely  desirable.  Do  not  let 
it  be  imagined  that  the  noble  Earl's 
plan  would  get  rid  of  the  difficulty.  He 
proposes  that  a  certain  number  of  your 
Lordships  should  be  elected  by  the  other 
fragment,  elected,  as  I  understand  him, 
for  life.  But  what,  I  ask,  is  to  prevent 
an  elected  Peer  from  becoming  a  black 
sheep  ?    You  would,  as  it  seemji  t^  \s5kft^ 
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be  in  exactly  the  same  position  ander 
the  noble  Earl's  scheme  as  you  were  in 
before.  Then  the  noble  Earl  spoke 
about  the  subject  of  Life  Peers.  I  was 
sorry  to  hear  he  was  so  discouraging. 
I  hold  the  opinion,  which  I  held  20 
years  ago  and  advocated  in  this  House, 
that  a  certain  number  of  Life  Peers  added 
to  the  House  would  increase  its  effi- 
ciency and  its  weight  in  the  country. 
I  think  Life  Peerages  must  be  restricted, 
because  there  must  be  a  limit  to  the 
power  of  making  sudden  additions  to  the 
House,  to  avoid  a  misuse  of  the  Preroga- 
tive. If  we  are  to  have  Life  Peers,  we 
may,  perhaps,  have  a  certain  small  num- 
ber created  every  year,  and  that  would 
prevent  the  sudden  exercise  of  the  power 
of  creating  them.  There  are  t wo  m  atters 
with  respect  to  this  question  of  Life  Peers 
upon  which  I  should  like  to  make  one 
observation.  Since  we  discussed  this 
matter  20  years  ago.  Life  Peers  have  pro- 
bably become  less  acceptable  than  they 
formerly  were.  It  is  not  now,  as  it  was 
then,  80  much  thought  necessary  that  an 
hereditary  Peer  should  have  a  consider- 
able amount  of  fortune.  Formerly  the 
charm  of  Life  Peerages  was  that  one  could 
be  given  to  a  man  who  had  not  the  fortune 
necessary  to  take  a  hereditary  Peerage. 
I  am  afraid  you  would  find  that  the 
people  to  whom  you  offered  Life  Peerages 
would  be  indignant  and  would  say  they 
preferred  the  other  alternative.  Then 
we  have  learned  a  good  deal  from  ex- 
perience with  respect  to  appellate  juris- 
diction. We  have  had  three  noble  and 
learned  Lords  introduced  into  this  House 
as  Life  Peers  connected  with  an  Office, 
and  the  experiment  has  been  oxcoption- 
aliy  successful ;  they  have  added  the 
greatest  strength  to  the  House;  they  have 
expressed  opinions  in  debate  which  have 
been  much  valued;  and  they  have  exer- 
cised an  influence  altogether  out  of  pro- 
portion to  their  number.  That  experi- 
ment may  well  encourage  us  to  proceed 
on  the  line  of  creating  Life  Peerages  con- 
nected with  Offices.  I  believe  there  is 
no  sounder  mode  of  doing  it.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  has  struck  the  noble 
Earl,  but  when  you  are  considering  the 
question  of  adding  to  this  House  men 
who  have  made  their  mark  in  their 
professions,  it  occurs  to  me  that  the 
Peers  who  have  been  introduced  on 
this  account  have  been  much  more 
silent  than  we  could  have  hoped, 
and  they  have  not   taken   the   pains 
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to  give  to  the  House  to  the  extent 
that  had  been  anticipated  the  benefit  of 
their  great  experience  and  reputation. 
In  fact,  I  should  particularize  more 
closely,  and  say  that  unless  a  Peer  has 
been  in  the  House  of  Commons — of 
course,  I  am  not  including  the  right  rev. 
Bench^-or  unless  he  is  a  member  of  the 
Bar,  he  shrinks  from  taking  part  in  the 
debates  of  the  House  of  Lords.  I  believe, 
on  the  whole,  it  is  the  most  terrible 
audience  a  man  can  address,  and  it  cer- 
tainly has  the  effect  of  entirely  extin- 
guishing those  who  have  not  got  the 
rchur  et  as  triplex  which  is  conferred 
by  the  Bar  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. So  far  from  adopting  an  at- 
titude of  non  possumuSf  1  am  anxious 
to  see  any  reasonable  measure  for 
the  extension  of  Life  Peerages  which 
shall  have  a  good  chance  of  passing 
through  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  hold  strong^/  to  the  position 
laid  down  by  the  late  Lord  Cairns  that 
we  ought  not  to  allow  our  constitution 
to  be  made  an  annual.  If  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  is  willing  to  take 
it  up  and  deal  with  it,  I  should  be  very 
willing  to  concur  in  a  measure  for  the 
creation  of  Life  Peerages;  but  I  will  not 
do  it  as  long  as  the  state  of  Business  or 
the  disposition  of  the  leading  men  in  the 
House  leaves  it  doubtful  that  they  will 
accept  the  propositions  that  may  be 
made.  The  noble  Earl  has  laid  before 
us  a  shadowy  but  vast  and  gigantic 
scheme.  It  is  very  difficult  to  disouss 
details  of  which  you  know  so  little. 
When  the  noble  Earl  tells  us  he  is  going 
to  put  the  Privy  Council  into  this  House, 
what  is  that  but  taking  power  for  an 
unlimited  creation  of  Life  Peers  ? 

The  Earl  of  EOSEBERY  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  he  had  only  spoken  of 
the  Privy  Council  in  the  abstract. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
What  between  the  noble  Earl's  Second 
Chambers  in  the  abstract  and  those  in 
the  concrete,  it  is  very  difficult  indeed  to 
discuss  the  propositions  he  makes.  At 
all  events,  he  proposed  that  one  fragment 
should  elect  another  fragment ;  but 
the  noble  Earl  was  struck  with  the 
difficulty  which  must  strike  all — 
What  is  to  be  done  with  the  Peers 
who  are  excluded  ?  Can  you  impose 
on  them  disabilities,  and  forbid  them 
to  be  elected  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? I  do  not  wish  to  say  anything  that 
may  trench  on  the  susceptibilities  of  any 
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person  iu  this  House;  but  is  it  not  just 
possible  that  this  House  would  consist  of 
all  those  Peors  who  could  not  get  into 
the  House  of  Commons  ?  That  would  be 
a  very  humiliating  conclusion.  I  do  not 
wish  to  discuss  in  detail  at  this  late  hour 
the  noble  Earl's  proposals— indeed,  we 
have  not  got  them— but  I  want  to  im- 
press upon  the  House,  when  you  are 
dealing  with  a  subject  of  this  vast  impor- 
tance and  great  magnitude,  you  should 
not  throw  a  shadowy  scheme  before  a 
Committee  and  trust  to  Providence  that 
something  may  come  out  of  it.  Let  us 
have  proposals,  whatever  they  are,  laid 
before  us  in  the  shape  of  clauses  on  this 
Table,  and  lot  each  man  consider  them 
for  himself  and  state  his  opinions  upon 
them.  I  am  going  to  put  forward  an 
opinion  which  I  fear  may  be  thought 
paradoxical,  but  which  I  earnestly  com- 
mend to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
It  is  not  only  that  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple ought  not  to  be  extirpated,  nor  that 
it  ought  to  be  largely  diminished,  but 
that  no  Second  Chamber  can  answer 
with  such  a  Government  as  we  have  got, 
that  no  Second  Chamber  is  likely  to  an- 
swer in  the  long  run,  so  well  as  a  Second 
Chamber  based  on  the  hereditary  prin- 
ciple. My  reason  for  that  opinion  is  this 
— it  is  because  most  of  those  who  sit  in 
this  Chamber  do  not  themselves  select 
the  profession  of  politics  as  a  thing 
which  they  love,  but  come  to  it  by  the 
operation  of  external  causes,  that  the 
result  is  we  have  a  body  that  would  be 
defective  indeed  for  a  First  Cham- 
ber, where  we  require  all  the  eager- 
ness, devotion,  and  intense  application 
you  can  get — we  have  a  body  that 
brings  [to  the  consideration  of  political 
matters  a  feeling  which  might  be 
described  by  enemies  as  one  of  lan- 
guor, but  which  I  would  describe  as 
one  of  good  nature  and  easy-going 
tolerance,  which  enables  them  to  ac- 
commodate themselves  to  the  difficult 
part  of  playing  second  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  If  you  could  set  up  another 
Chamber,  with  all  the  titles  to  power, 
according  to  existing  ideas,  that  an 
electoral  foundation  could  give,  and 
consisting  of  men  who  had  taken  to  poli- 
tics because  it  was  the  profession  they 
preferred,  and  to  political  subjects  be- 
cause they  were  those  in  which  they 
took  deepest  interest,  do  you  suppose, 
when  you  have  got  together  a  Chamber 
90  constructed;  that  they  will  tolerate  the 


position  which  this  House  occupies  now 
with  respect  to  the  House  of  Commons? 
Will  they  consent  to  be  excluded  from 
the  consideration  of  all  finnncial  mea- 
sures in  respect  both  of  taxation  and 
expenditure  r  Would  they  tolerate  the 
House  of  Commons  monopolizing  the 
choice  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown  ?  Would 
they  not  insist  on  sharing  equally  all 
the  powers  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
They  would  have  the  power  to  do  so ; 
and  they  would  exercise  that  power  just 
as  the  House  of  Commons  did  in  its 
earliest  days.  They  would  decline  to 
co-operate  with  the  House  of  Commons 
unless  what  they  considered  their  fair 
claims  to  a  just  share  of  power  were 
satisfied.  You  do  not  have  that  diffi- 
culty now.  You  have  a  body  of  men 
who  have  other  interests,  other  thoughts ; 
only  a  small  fraction  of  us  are  devoted 
politicians.  We  are  overruled.  I  have 
been  constantly  overruled  by  the— what 
shall  I  say  ? — less  zealous,  less  intense 
feeling  of  thosa  who  constitute  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  House;  and,  although  ou 
each  individual  occasion  I  might  have 
complained  that  others  had  not  felt  so 
deeply  as  myself,  looking  at  it  as  a 
whole,  as  bearing  upon  the  power  of 
this  House  to  perform  its  duty  as  a 
Second  Chamber,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  temper  which  the  hereditary  prin« 
ciple,  and  that  alone,  confers  on  the 
Second  Chamber  is  the  only  temper  on 
which  a  Second  Chamber  can  act  so  as 
to  allow  the  Business  of  the  country  to 
go  on  so  long  as  the  power  and  position 
of  the  House  of  Commons  remain  what 
they  are  now.  Depend  upon  it,  if  you 
ever  succeed  in  so  altering  the  character 
of  this  House  that  it  consist  entirely  of 
determined  politicians  who  always  at- 
tend all  the  debates  and  attach  the  same 
weight  and  importance  that  are  attached 
to  their  own  opinions  by  those  who  sit 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  you  will 
have  pronounced  the  doom  of  our  pre- 
sent system  of  government.  The  pecu- 
liar arrangement  under  which  we  live 
now  must  give  place  to  the  recognition 
of  some  other  depositary  of  power.  I 
believe,  therefore,  my  Lords,  that  yoa 
are  treading  on  very  dangerous  ground, 
you  are  touching  weapons  of  a  terribly 
keen  edge,  when  you  undertake  to  recon- 
struct the  ancient  Assemblage  to  which 
we  belong.  It  may  be  possible — I  do 
not  say  how  far  it  is — to  add  elements 
to  this  House  that  shi^l  stren^th^ti.  v\. 
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without  producing  these  e?ils;  but  it 
would  be  ?ery  easy  so  to  alter  it  that 
it  will  no  longer  be  the  same  House  of 
Lords,  so  that  it  may  either  lose  its 
authority  or  activity  altogether,  or  that 
it  may  take  a  place  in  the  Constitution 
which  will  bo  fatal  to  the  Constitution 
as  it  exists.  The  task  on  which  we  are 
entering  is  one  of  the  extremost  diffi- 
culty ;  you  require  to  know  before  you 
take  one  step  what  is  the  next  step  you 
are  to  be  asked  to  take,  and  to  have 
placed  before  you  in  all  details  the  pre- 
positions on  which  you  are  asked  to 
E renounce  a  judgment.  If  Bills  are 
rought  forward  by  tho  noble  Earl  we 
will  give  them  our  most  careful  con- 
sideration. Opposing  no  non  possumuSf 
we  will  gladly  consider  any  proposal  for 
adding  to  the  efficiency  and  usefulness 
of  the  House.  But  I,  for  one,  cannot 
favour  a  proposal  which  means  pledging 
the  House  in  a  vague  and  shadowy 
way  to  a  large  proposition,  and  which 
deals  with  the  reform  of  one  House  of 
Parliament  in  a  manner  in  which  the 
subject  has  never  been  approached  be- 
fore in  respect  to  either  of  them  at  any 
period  of  our  history. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  I 
desire  shortly  to  explain  the  vote  I  pro- 
pose to  give.  It  has  been  for  a  very 
long  time  said  that  Conservatism  in- 
creases with  old  age.  There  are  some 
exceptions  to  the  rule,  and  the  noble 
Marquess  appears  to  be  one  of  those  ex- 
ceptions, because  I  remember  about 
four  years  ago   he    was  the  strongest 

gossible  Conservative ;  and  some  people 
ave  recently  been  heard  to  doubt  whe- 
ther that  Conservatism  had  not  disap- 
peared. His  speech  to-night,  however, 
will  satisfy  some  of  his  supporters  that 
he  is  still  a  Conservative  ;  but  I  doubt 
whether  it  will  please  all  noble  Lords 
who  sit  here.  I  hope  that  old  age  has 
not  made  me  more  Conservative  ;  but  on 
tho  question  of  the  reform  of  this  House 
I  must  rejoice  that  I  have  seen  reason 
to  affirm  and  extend  my  adherence  to 
the  principles  I  have  always  professed. 
I  should  like  to  say  a  very  few  words  as 
to  that.  For  a  g^eat  number  of  years  I 
have  hold  that  as  long  as  the  Crown 
retains  the  power  of  the  creation  of 
Peers  in  this  House  it  is  desirable  that 
the  selections  by  the  Crown  should  not 
bo  confined  to  Bepresentatives  of  great 
landed  properties,  distinguished  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the 
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Professions,  and  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
but  that  it  should  be  extended  to  Eepre- 
sentatives  of  trade,  manufactures,  in- 
dustry, and  art ;  that  it  should  be  ex- 
tended to  men  of  intellectual  attainments, 
and  also  those  who  have  rendered  great 
services  in  social  matters  to  the  State. 
But  I  think  it  would  much  facilitato 
that  arrangement  if  Life  Peerages  could 
be  introduced.  For  more  than  30  years 
of  my  life  I  have  advocated  this  course, 
and  believe  that  if  the  House  of  Lords 
adopted  it  when,  some  years  ago,  tlio 
proposal  was  made,  that,  while  they 
would  not  have  avoided  all  criticism  or 
attack,  they  would,  nevertheless,  have 
taken  the  sting  out  of  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal attacks  which  have  been  made.  It 
is  impossible  for  anyone  who  has  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  this  House  for 
44  years  not  to  be  aware  of  many  faults 
of  procedure  and  of  composition,  but  I 
think  that  some  of  the  complaints  which 
have  been  made  against  us  were  not 
peculiarly  applicable  to  this  House. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  case  which  the 
noble  Marquess  and  the  noble  Earl 
alluded  to,  and  upon  which  they  ap- 
peared to  be  agreed  —  that  of  dis- 
reputable Members  of  this  House.  I 
believe  there  is  no  Assembly  without 
such  Members;  even  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  well  remember  many  years 
ago  a  Member,  who  was  habitually 
known  to  exceed  the  legitimate  limits  of 
conviviality,  and  when  complaint  was 
originally  made  about  it,  we  were  told 
that  it  would  be  set  right  when  it  came 
to  the  Election,  and  yet  that  Gentleman 
was  elected  to  successive  Parliaments. 
Then,  again,  on  matters  of  immorality, 
it  was  notorious  that  Mr.  Wilkes  was  a 
most  immoral  man,  and  yet  he  was 
elected,  and  enthusiastically  re-elected, 
for  his  espousal  of  the  popular  cause. 
But  it  is,  no  doubt,  desirable  that  the 
House  should  consider  some  means  of 
dealing  with  this  matter  in  a  self-acting 
manner.  A  case  had  been  mentioned 
where  an  eccentric  Earl  had  kept  tho 
Lord  Chancellor  two  hours  from  his 
dinner-;  but  that  sort  of  offence  is  not 
confined  to  your  Lordships'  House.  I 
remember  an  instance  when  a  Member 
of  a  Committee  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  declined  to  adjourn  with  the 
rest  of  the  Committee,  and  had  remained 
alone  with  the  unfortunate  witness  and 
the  still  more  unfortunate  shorthand 
writer  until  midnight.     With  regard  to 
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the  House  of  Lords,  I  do  not  believe  in 
the  perfect  unpopularity  of  this  As- 
sembly. I  think  the  influence  of,  and 
the  respect  for,  this  House  have  been 
very  dangerously  shaken,  but  I  do  not 
believe  them  to  be  extinct.  I  have  been 
honoured  with  requests  to  address  poli- 
tical meetings  in  various  parts  of  the 
country,  and  I  have  no  doubt  other  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  have  been  the  same  ; 
but  whenever  we  have  accepted  the  invi- 
tations we  have  been  most  kindly  re- 
ceived, and  I  venture  to  think  that  it  is 
not  absolutely  from  our  own  personal 
merits  that  we  have  been  so  well  re- 
ceived, as  many  of  us  undoubtedly  are, 
but  it  is  really  because  of  our  connection 
with  this  historical  Institution  which 
does  appeal  very  much  to  the  imagina- 
tion of  the  country.  Now,  in  saying 
this,  and  in  pointing  out  what  I  think 
to  be  the  character  of  some  of  the 
attacks  upon  us,  I  trust  nobody  will 
think  I  am  an  enemy  of  all  reform  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  All  these  argu- 
ments only  tend  to  prove  how  necessary 
it  is  to  take  in  time  those  measures  for 
retaining  whatever  popularity  we  have 
left.  My  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Bosebery),  four  years  ago,  made  a 
speech  on  this  subject,  and  he  advisedly 
abstained  from  limiting  it  by  any  de- 
tails. On  that  occasion  I  thought  it 
necessary  to  consult  the  Prime  Minister 
of  that  day  as  to  the  course  we  should 
take  with  regard  to  it.  We  agreed  that 
we  could  not,  as  a  Government,  support 
the  Motion  for  a  Committee,  asked  for 
entirely  on  the  views  which  my  noble 
Friend  expressed,  and  I  argued  on  those 
lines,  and  stated  how  important  it  was 
for  a  measure  of  this  character  that  we 
should  have  the  agsistance  of  the  great 
Conservative  majority,  on  which  entirely 
depended  the  success  of  our  measure. 
I  never  was  more  surprised  in  my  life 
than  when  I  heard  the  noble  Marquess 
argue  just  now  that  it  had  not  been 
general  to  have  a  Conservative  majority 
in  this  House.  From  the  beginning 
of  Lord  Liverpool's  Government  the 
majority  had  been  Conservative.  The 
noble  Marquess  referred  to  the  carrying 
of  a  Vote  of  Censure  on  Lord  Pal- 
merston — 

Thr  Marqttess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
said  it  was  carried  by  a  majority  of 
those  present. 

Eaal  GRANVILLE :  It  was  carried 
by  proxies  at  a  time  when  numbers  of 
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tho9e  who  would  have  voted  in  person 
naturally  voted  by  proxies.  Why,  I 
thought  that  the  fact  of  a  Conservative 
majority  was  one  which  no  one  could 
deny,  and  I  believe  that  it  is  on  that 
fact  that  much  of  the  agitation  of  which 
we  have  heard  depends.  I  believe  that 
if  four  years  ago  the  noble  Marquess 
had  adopted  the  advice  then  given,  and 
had  agreed  to  allow  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  this  matter,  we  should  not 
have  heard  much  of  the  present  Motion. 
My  noble  Friend  on  the  Cross  Benches 
thinks  it  a  most  wonderful  change  that 
wo  should  vote  now  for  the  Motion  of 
my  noble  Friend;  but  whether  wonderful 
or  not  it  is  justified  by  the  facts  of  the 
case — for  example,  the  great  change  of 
circumstances,  the  great  alteration  in 
the  feeling  of  the  people  on  this  subject, 
and  the  greaft  change  in  the  constitution 
of  the  other  House.  A  further  reason 
is  that  my  noble  Friend  now  brought 
forward  a  definite  proposal,  whereas 
when  the  Members  of  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment voted  against  him  he  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  strong  desire 
of  the  noble  Marquess  to  give  full  effect 
to  the  conviction  of  this  House  is  also 
an  element  in  the  question.  I  must  say 
this,  though  I  do  not  desire  to  make  it 
a  matter  of  reproach  at  this  time,  that 
if  the  noble  Marquess,  in  giving  effect 
to  the  convictions  of  this  House,  had 
been  actuated  by  the  same  spirit  as  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  Lord  Aberdeen, 
and  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  the  feeling 
in  existence  to-day  would  not  have  been 
at  all  commensurate  with  what  it  is. 
The  noble  Marquess — and  I  am  sorry 
to  think  that  the  speech  which  he  has 
just  delivered  will  tend  very  much  to 
confirm  the  feeling — has  done  much  to 
shake  the  position  of  the  Houso.  The 
manner  in  which  he  plants  down  his 
foot,  in  a  firm  and  apparently  irrevo- 
cable manner — only,  however,  to  take  it 
up  again  after  a  Vote  of  the  House  of 
Commons  or  under  pressure  from  his 
own  followers — the  manner  in  which 
he  has  announced  that  what  he  would 
like  to  see  would  be  an  American 
Senate 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  No, 
no. 

Eael  GRANVILLE :  The  noble  Mar- 
quess really  forgets  what  he  says.  He 
said  he  would  be  glad  to  see  an 
American  Senate  estabiished  if  he 
thought    it    were   possible ;    and,    of 
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course,  it  is  not  possible.  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  that  will  shake  the 
estimation  of  this  House  more  than  the 
advice,  so  often  quoted,  which  he  gave 
at  Oxford.  And  that  leads  me  to 
say  that  it  was  very  unhappy,  not 
only  in  regard  to  the  general  ques- 
tion, but  also  in  regard  to  the  chances 
of  any  moderate  and  reasonable 
reform  which  your  Lordships  yourselves 
might  bo  inclined  to  make,  that  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  constituen- 
cies should  be  told  that  when  bad  Par- 
liaments send  up  bad  measures  he  hopes 
and  trusts  they  will  all  be  rejected  by 
this  House.  I  think  those  words  have 
contributed  more  than  anything  else  to 
the  present  feeling  against  the  House 
of  Lords. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
What  I  said  was  that  I  ho^ed  the  Houbo 
of  Lords  would  act  on  its  conscientious 
convictions.  I  suppose  the  noble  Earl 
wishes  the  House  of  Lords  not  to  act  on 
its  conscientious  convictions. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  do  not,  of 
course,  object  to  the  House  acting  on 
its  conscientious  convictions ;  but  I  sup- 
pose the  noble  Marquess  will  himself 
concede  that  such  important  matters  as 
Catholic  Emancipation,  the  Corn  Laws, 
and  Parliamentary  Reforms,  were  in 
opposition  to  the  conscientious  convic- 
tions of  the  House  of  Lords.  With  re- 
ference to  the  details  of  any  reform  of 
this  Assembly,  they  might  with  advantage 
be  considered  by  a  Committee,  and  I 
think  it  is  most  unfortunate  that  the 
noble  Marquess  should  have  answered 
the  appeal  of  my  noble  Friend  by  a  dis- 
tinct non  possufMM, 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
said  I  was  willing  to  consider  any  pro- 
position, but  I  wished  to  have  it  before 
me  in  a  definite  manner,  in  black  and 
white. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  am  bound  to 
say,  considering  the  declaration  of  Mr. 
Smith  in  ' 'another  place,"  on  the  subject, 
it  is  the  merest  bathos  for  the  noble 
Marquess  to  say  that  he  must  first  have 
a  definite  plan  before  him  in  order  to 
pick  it  to  pieces  whenever  it  should  be 
presented.  I  cannot  conceive  anything 
more  unsatisfactory  than  that  declara- 
tion, especially  when  I  consider  that 
there  are  certain  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  notably  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach,  who  think  it  most  de- 
sirable that  some  reform  should  be  ini- 
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tiated.     I  at  once  admit  that  if  the 
present  Government  were  to  attempt  a 
reasonable    reform    of  the    House    of 
Lords  it  would  be  in  their  power  to 
pass    such    a    measure   through    both 
Houses,  whereas  the  thing  would  be 
utterly  impossible  for  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment.   Before  I  sit  down  I  wish  to  say 
that  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the  de- 
struction   of  the  hereditary  principle. 
I    believe    there    is    a    great    feeling 
in  the  country  in  favour  of  the  here- 
ditary   principle,     although    some     of 
the  abuses  connected  with  it  are  strongly 
felt.    Take  tlio  case  of  that  great  man 
the   present  Emperor  of  Germany — a 
hero  not  only  in  the  field  of  battle,  but 
in  the  more  trying  circumstances  which 
now    surround    him.    We    know    the 
affection  which  he  has  excited  through- 
out the  whole  German  nation;   but  I 
venture  to  say  that,  in  addition  to  his 
personal  qualities,  there  is  also  the  feel- 
ing that  he  is  the  son  of  his  father  and 
belongs  to  a  race  whom  the  Germans 
think  have  contributed  great  and  lasting 
benefit  to  the  country.    Therefore  I  for 
one  would  be  very  sorry  to  see  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  carried  on  by 
only  one  Chamber,  and  from  the  Second 
Chamber  the  hereditary  principle  alto- 
gether eradicated.     In  my  opinion  that 
would  be  no  advantage.    It  is  because 
I  wish  to  secure  those  objects  that  it 
seems  to  me  desirable  that  the  reforms 
should  be  made  in  the  way  suggested 
by  the  noble  Lord — at  all  events,  by 
the  most  Constitutional  way — the  House 
of  Lords  not  relegating  their  power  to 
a  Committee,  but  using  some  of  the 
most  competent  Members  of  your  Lord- 
ships' Assembly  to  examine  and  report, 
and  for  you  afterwards  to  consider  and 
reject.     While,  however,  I  entirely  en- 
dorse what  my  noble  Friend  said  as  to 
the    desirability    of    the    Government 
taking  up  this  great  question,  the  Go- 
vernment having  given  no  indication 
whatever  of  undertaking  to  deal  with  it, 
there  is  only  one  course  left,  which  is  to 
vote  for  the  Committee  which  has  been 
moved  by  my  noble  Friend. 

The  Eabl  of  MORLEY  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  their  Lordships  in  no  way 
pledged  themselves  to  the  particular 
proposals  of  the  noble  Earl  in  voting  for 
the  Motion.  His  own  feeling  was  that 
the  constitution  of  the  House  required 
change,  and  that  it  would  be  wiser  and 
more  politic  to  anticipate  that  change 
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than    to  wait    for   it.    That    was    the 
meaniDg  of  the  vote  he  intended  to  give. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  parfc  of  the 
Motion  ? 

Their  Lordships  divided :  — Contents  50 ; 
Not-Oontents  97  :  Majority  47. 

CONTENTS. 

FitzGorald,  L. 
Hamilton  of    Dalzcll, 

L. 
Horschell,  L. 
HobhouBo,  L. 
Hothfield,  L. 
Konmarc,  L.  {E.  Ken- 

mare.) 
KoDsingtoD,  L. 
Kinnaird,  L. 
Leigh,  L. 
LiQgon,  L. 
Mcldrum,  L.     {M, 

B  unfit/,) 
Monk-Bretton,  L. 
Monkswell,  L. 
Gordon,  V.  {E.  Aber^    Monteagle  of  Brandon, 

deen,)  L, 

Halifax,  V.  Northbourne,  L. 

Oxenbridge,V.[IV//^r.]    Rosebery,  L.  {E,  Rose 

bery.)      [Teller,] 
Brassey,  L.  Saltorsford,  L.     {K, 

Brodrick,  L.  (  V,  MidU'        Courtoton.) 
ton,)  Sandhurst,  L 

Castletown,  L.  Stalbridgo,  L. 

Cliflford  of  Chudleigh,     Sudoley,  L. 
L.  Thring,  L. 

Coleridge,  L.  Thurlow,  L. 

de  Vesci,  L.      ( V.  de      Truro,  L. 

Vesei.)  Vernon,  L. 

Dormer,  L.  Wenlock,  L. 

Douglas,  L.  (£.  JTbfiif.)     Zouche    of    llaryng- 
Elgin,  L.        {E.  Elgin        worth,  L. 
and  Kincardine,) 

NOT-CONTENTS. 


St.  Albans,  D. 

Ripon,  M. 

Ashbumham,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
Dundonald,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
l^Iinto,  E. 
Morley,  E. 
Spencer,  £. 
Strafford,  E. 
Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 
E. 


Halsbury,  L.    (L. 

Chancellor,) 
Cranbrook,  Y.    (L, 

Fretidcnt.) 
Cadogan,  E.  (£.  Pn'ry 

Seal.) 


Coventry,  E. 
Dartmouth,  E. 
De  La  Warr,  E. 
Donca8ter,E.  (/).  Buc- 
cletteh    and    QuecftS' 


berry.) 
Eldon,  E. 
Buckingham  andChan-    Essex,  E. 

dos,  D.  Ferrers,  E. 

Grafton,  D.  Feveraham,  E. 

Northumberland,  D.       Harrowby,  E. 


Richmond,  D. 
Rutland,  D. 


Abergavenny,  M. 
Hertford,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 


Innes,    E. 
bury  he.) 
Kilmorey,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Northesk,  E. 
Powis,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Mount-Edgcumbe,  E.     Romney,  E. 
{L,  Steward,)  Rosslyn,  E. 

Lathom,  E.  (L,  Cham^    Sandwich,  E. 

berlain,)  Stradbroke,  E. 

Bathurst,  E.  Waldegrave,  E. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Brooke  and  Warwick,    Bangor,  Y. 
£.  Cross,  y. 


{D.  Jiox- 


AJdington,  L. 
Alington,*L. 
Arundell  of  Wardour, 

L. 
Ashford,  L.  ( F,  Bury.) 
Bagot,  L. ' 

Balfour  of  Burloy,  L. 
Balinhard,  L.   iE. 

Southesk) 


{Scotland)  Bill  1606 


Hartismere,  L.    (£. 
Ilenniker.) 

Hilliugdon,  L. 

Hopetoun,  L.     {E, 
tfopetonn.) 

Hylton,  L. 

Kenlis,  L.     (Jf.  Bead- 
fort.) 

Kenry.L.  {E.Dunraven 
and  MountmEarl.) 

Ker,  L.    {M,  Lothian.) 

Kin  tore,  L.     (E.  Klu- 
tore.)      [Teller.] 

Knutsford,  L. 


Botreaux,  L.  (E.  Lou-     Lamington,  L. 


doun.) 
Carysfort,      L. 

Caryafort.) 
Castlomaine,  L. 
Chelmsford,  L. 
Chcylesmoro,  L. 
Churchill,  L. 
Clanbrassill,    L. 

Roden.) 
Clements,  L.     (i?. 

Lei  trim.) 
Clinton,  L. 
Cloncurry,  L. 
Colchester,  Ti. 


Leconficld,  L. 
[E,    Lyvedcn,  L. 
Macuaghten,  L. 
Monckton,  L.     (F, 

Oalway.) 
Ormonde,  L.    (M.  Or' 
tnonde,) 
{E,     Petre,  L. 

Poltimore,  L. 
Raylcigh,  L. 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
Stanley  of  Preston,  It. 
Stewart  of  Garlies,  L. 
{E.  Oalloway.) 


Do  L'Islo  and  Dudley,     Stratheden  and  Camp* 


L. 

do  Ros,  L. 

Denman,  L. 

Digby,  L. 

Ellenborough,  L. 

Elphinstone,  L. 

Foxford,  L.  (E,  Lime- 
rick.) [Teller.] 

Harlech,  L. 

Harris,  L. 


boU,  L. 
Talbot  de  Malahido,  L. 
Templemore,  L. 
Tollemache,  L. 
Wantage,  L. 
Wemyss,  L.     {E. 

Ifemyss.) 
Wigan,  L.    ( E,  Craw- 
ford and  Jialcarres,) 
Wimbome,  L. 


Said  Kosolution  here  inserted,  and  a 
Question  being  stated  thereupoD, 

Tub  Marquess  of  SALTSBUEY  said, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  nobio  Earl,  though  no  doubt  excel- 
lent rhetorically,  would  form  a  good 
precedent,  or  is  quite  suited  for  record  on 
the  Journals  of  the  House.  It  is  not 
precisely  in  the  stylo  used  in  the  Journals, 
and  I  will  therefore  take  what  seems  to 
mo  to  be  the  Constitutional  course,  and 
move  the  Previous  Question. 

Previous  Question  put.  Whether  this 
Question  shall  bo  now  put? 

Resolved  in  the  negative. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  asked, 
what  happened  to  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Stratheden 
and  Campbell)  ? 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL  was  understood  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

universities   (SCOTLAND)   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  the  better  administration  and  en- 
dowment of  the  Universities  of  Scotland— Wqs 
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presented  by  The  Marquess  of  Lothian ;  read  1=*. 
(No.  47.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  19M  Inarch,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  CoMMiTTEEa  —  Sunday 
Glosing  Acts  (Ireland),  nominated,  Navy 
Estimates,  nominated. 

Ways  and  Means— wiwiW<?/v^  in  Committee — 
Resolutions  [March  16]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committee— 'Par]i&'' 
mentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  [Salary,  &c]. 

Ordered— First  Readintjf-^QlebQ  Lands*  [180]; 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  •  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment (England  and  Wales)  Electors  •  [181] ; 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
[182]. 

iSeeond  Reading — Army  (Annual)*  [179]. 

Select  Committee — City  of  London  (Fire  In* 
quests),  nominated. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Timber  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment*  [157]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


BRIXTON  PARK  BILL. 
INSTRUCTION   TO   THE   COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  the  Instraction  to  the  Com- 
mittee upon  this  Bill  he  proposed  to 
move  was  the  outcome  of  a  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Wimbledon 
Division  (Mr.  Bonsor),  and  it  had  been 
acquiesced  in  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Brixton  (The  Marquess  of 
Carmarthen).  It  was  thought  that  the 
proposals  in  the  Bill  were  so  very  ex- 
travagant that  they  ought  to  undergo 
careful  consideration  by  the  Committee 
upstairs.  Agreeing  on  that  subject,  he, 
with  the  hon.  Member  and  the  noble 
Marquess  he  had  referred  to  acquiescing, 
had  put  down  an  Instruction  in  reference 
to  the  Bill's  extraordinary  proposals  as 
to  retaining  household  property  on  the 
site,  and  the  enormous  price  proposed  to 
be  given  for  the  property.  He  was  very 
glad  to  have  another  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  represented  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  in  the  House  (Mr.  Tatton 


Egerton).  On  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading  that  hon.  Member  said  the 
Board  of  Works  had  not  given  its  con- 
sent to  being  made  a  party  to  the  pro- 
motion of  the  Bill ;  but  he  further  said 
the  Board  had  promised  to  make  a  con- 
tribution of  £1,000  an  acre  towards  the 
purchase  without,  it  would  seem,  any 
clear  knowledge  of  what  the  land  was 
worth.  If  anything  were  required  to 
justify  the  House  in  agreeing  to  this 
Instruction  it  would  be  found  in  the  fact 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
being  ignorant  of  the  whole  subject,  and 
the  further  discussion  in  the  Lambeth 
Vestry  last  week.  Some  members  of 
the  Lambeth  Vestry,  wishing  to  condemn 
his  action  in  the  House,  said  that  the 
Bill  had  no  clause  in  it  proposing  to 
retain  any  property  on  the  site.  So 
absolutely  ignorant  was  the  Lambeth 
Vestry,  alleged  to  be  a  party  to  the  pro- 
motion of  the  Bill,  that  the  members  of 
that  Vestry  really  did  not  know  what 
the  Bill  contained  or  what  it  proposed 
to  do.  These  two  statements  would 
entirely  justify  the  House  in  giving  this 
Instruction  to  the  Committee.  The 
Instruction  provided  that  before  the 
purchase  of  the  land  could  be  completed, 
a  vote  of  the  ratepayers  of  Lambeth 
should  be  taken  as  to  their  desire  with 
reference  to  the  proposed  purchase.  He 
could  not  imagine  anything  more  reason- 
able than  such  a  propossd.  If  the  parish 
were  found  to  be  in  favour  of  the  pur- 
chase under  the  conditions  named,  the 
Instruction  would  be  justified  as  the 
means  of  eliciting  this  opinion  of  the 
inhabitants.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the 
ratepayers  did  not  approve  of  the  pur- 
chase of  the  land  at  this  exorbitant 
price  with  the  conditions  attached,  then 
it  would  be  cruel  and  unjust  in  the 
highest  degree  for  the  House  to  permit 
a  transaction  to  take  place  in  the  alleged 
interest  of  the  ratepayers,  though  really 
in  direct  opposition  to  their  wishes 
and  desires  in  the  matter.  '  Seeing  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Wimbledon  in  his 
place,  and  also  the  noble  Marquess  tho 
Member  for  Brixton,  he  confidently 
asked  both  to  support  this  Instruction, 
drawn  up  mainly  at  their  suggestion. 
[Mr.  BoNsoR  dissented].  The  hon. 
Member  shook  his  head ;  but  he  would 
remember  that,  withhis  wonderful  know- 
ledge of  Parliamentary  proceedings  and 
great  business  ability,  knowing  what 
was  going  to  take  place,  he  came  to  his 
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aid  and  suggested  a  means  of  averting 
the  completion  of  the  proposed  under- 
takiDg.  He  also  was  good  enough  to 
accompany  him  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  to  the 
presence  of  the  austere  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  whom  he  almost 
feared  to  face  alone.  Both  the  hon. 
Members  he  should  hope  to  find  voting 
with  himself  if  this  Motion  were  resisted. 
He  reiterated  what  he  had  said  on  a 
former  occasion  in  reference  to  the  Bill. 
He  had  a  statement  in  his  hand  eman- 
ating from  a  committee  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, signed  by  a  gentleman  named 
Daun,  of  whom  ho  knew  nothing,  nor 
was  he  known  in  the  neighbourhood. 
In  that  statement  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst) 
was  made  to  say  a  great  many  things 
he  never  uttered.  His  statement  in 
regard  to  the  locality  and  distance  of 
the  two  commons  was  contradicted. 
But,  by  careful  examination  of  the  Post 
Office  map  in  the  Library,  he  found  that 
Clapham  Common  was  less  than  a  mile 
from  the  site  of  the  proposed  Park.  He 
stated  in  the  previous  debate  that  the 
distance  was  20  minutes'  walk,  but 
really  it  was  loss  than  a  mile  along  a 
straight  road.  Tooting  Common  was 
distant  about  a  mile  and  100  yards,  and 
it  was  no  great  stress  of  the  walking 
powers  to  cover  that  distance  in  20 
minutes.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he 
walked  the  distance  on  Saturday 
morning  in  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
and  with  no  great  exertion.  As  to 
the  price  of  the  land,  the  gentleman 
who  issued  the  statement  was  good 
enough  to  say  that  valuers  of  high 
authority  had  assessed  it  at  the  value  of 
£38,000.  It  was  a  curious  thing  that 
though  many  documents  were  circulated 
in  the  neighbourhood,  and  statements 
made  as  to  the  value  of  the  land,  the 
authority  upon  which  such  statements 
were  made  was  never  given.  The  great 
point  he  wished  the  House  to  notice  in 
the  matter  was  this— that  a  gentleman 
named  Smallman,  a  member  of  the  Lam- 
beth Yestry,  purchased  the  land,  as  he 
was  informed,  for  about  £18,000 — some- 
where about  that  sum,  but  the  gentle- 
man in  question  had  made  no  statement 
himself  on  that  point — and  for  a  short 
time  this  gentleman  and  his  son  had  both 
been  residing  on  the  property.  Both, 
he  understood,  were  members  of  the 
Vestry.  Then,  in  a  short  time,  Mr. 
Smallman  turned  round  and  wished  to 
Bell  the  land  to  the  Yestry  at  £40,000. 


Now,  if  those  gentlemen  were  so  anxious 
for  open  spaces  for  the  poor  of  London, 
one  would  Ecarcely  have  thought  they 
would  first  purchase  a  small  quantity  of 
land  at  a  moderately  fair  price,  and  then 
a  short  time  afterwards  offer  it  to  the 
I  Yestry,  in  the  interest  of  the  ratepayers, 
at  £40,000.  Whether  these  statements 
were  true  or  not  no  one  could  say  with- 
out a  thorough  investigation  into  the 
whole  subject;  and  it  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  this  investigation  that 
he  moved  this  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee. He  moved  it  in  the  assurance 
that  the  House  would  agree  it  was  a 
reasonable  proposal,  which  only  asked 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  of  the 
ratepayers  themselves  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  making  the  purchase  at  their 
expense. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  tho  Committoe 
on  the  Brixton  Park  Bill,  That  they  do  provide 
that  the  purchase  of  the  Park  be  not  made  until 
the  opinion  of  tho  ratepayers  of  Lambeth  has 
been  taken  on  tho  desirability  of  such  purchase, 
and  that  they  do  take  evidence  as  to  the  price 
demanded,  the  maintenance  of  houses  on  any 
part  of  the  site,  and  other  matters  affecting  tho 
property  as  a  place  of  recreation,  and  do  report 
thereon  to  the  House." — {Mr.  Broadhurst,) 

The  CHAIEMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  before  the  House  proceeded  to  dis- 
cuss this  Instruction,  he  desired  to  make 
one  or  two  observations,  rather  f|^om  the 
point  of  view  of  it  as  a  matter  of  direc- 
tion to  the  Committee.  This  was  an 
xinopposed  Bill,  and  as  such  would  come 
before  himself  as  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  to  whom  Unopposed  Bills  were 
referred.  The  Instruction  was  divided 
into  two  parts.  The  first  direction  was 
that  the  Committee  should  insert  a  pro- 
vision for  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the 
ratepayers  before  the  purchase  should 
be  completed.  If  that  object  were 
thought  desirable  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  inserting  such  a  provision ; 
it  would  be  a  simple  matter  to  obey  the 
Instruction  of  the  House  in  that  par- 
ticular, and  to  require  that  the  plan  of 
the  Yestry  should  be  entertained  by  the 
ratepayers  at  large  before  it  was  carried 
into  practical  effect.  In  some  analogous 
Bills,  where  power  to  contribute  in  such 
a  manner  was  given  to  Vestries  on  the 
North  side  of  London,  the  Committee 
on  Unopposed  Bills  did,  on  their  own 
motion,  insert  provisions,  not  indeed 
requiring  that  the  ratepayers  at  large 
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should  approve,  but  that  the  intention 
should  be  brought  before  the  ratepayers, 
by  notices  affixed  to  certain  public  places 
for  a  certain  length  of  timo,  so  that  the 
ratepayers  might  know  what  was  going 
on,  and  then  taking  such  action,   by 
making  representations  or  holding  meet- 
ings, as  they  might  think  fit.     Whether 
this  safeguarding  the  interests  of  the 
ratepayers  were  affected  by  the  insertion 
of  a  provision  requiring  notices  of  this 
kind  to  be  published,  or  whether  the 
safeguard  were  by  requiring  a  vote  of 
the  inhabitants  to  be  taken,  either  way 
it  could  easily  be  met ;  and  the  Commit- 
tee on  Unopposed  Bills  was  quite  com- 
petent to  deal  with  it.     But  as  to  the 
other  part  of  tho  Instruction,  in  which 
the  Committee  was  required  to  take  evi- 
dence as  to  price  and  the  maintenance 
of  houses  on  the  site,  that  would  be  im- 
posing on  the  Committee  duties  they 
were  scarcely  qualified    to  undertake. 
No  doubt  they  could  take    evidence — 
that  was  to  say,  they  could  receive  state- 
ments from  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
and  could  report  to  the  House  what 
those  statements  were ;  but  they  could 
not  of   their  own  action — without,   in 
fact,  converting  an  Unopposed  into  an 
Opposed  Bill — verify  thoso  statements 
by  cross-examination  and  hearing  other 
and  counter  evidence.      This   was   the 
nature  of  an  investigation  by  a  Select 
Committee,  and  if  it  was  intended  to  verify, 
modify,  or  correct  the   proposal   upon 
evidence,  then  that  should  be  done  by  a 
Committee  treating  the  Bill  as  opposed, 
and  the  persons  who  opposed  the  Bill 
ought  to  take  steps  to  secure  that  treat- 
ment of  the  Bill.     Therefore,  he  would 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  that  as  the 
latter  part  of  the  Instruction  would  be 
putting  upon  the  Committee  on  Unop- 
posed Bills  that  which  that  Committee 
could  not  undertake,  the  hon.  Member 
should  leave  that  part  out  of  his  Motion. 
As  to  tho  former  part,  directing  that  the 
Committee  should  insert  a  provision  that 
the  ratepayers  should  approve  the  action 
of  tho  Vestry  before  practical  efi^ect  was 
given  ti)  the  proposal,  that  the  Commit- 
tee could  undertake.     It  rested  with  the 
House  to  determine  whether  the  Vestry 
should   afterwards  bo   checked    in    its 
action,  or  what  steps  should  be  taken.  On 
that  he  had  nothing  to  say;  but  he  would 
suggest  to  the   hon.  Member  that   he 
should  cut  off  from  his  Instruction  all 
tne  words  after  the  word  *^  purchase." 

Mr,  Courtney 


Mr.  BEOADHUBST  assented. 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont  all 
the  words  after  the  second  word  "pur- 
chase." 

Amendment  agned  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mr.  BONSOE  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
said,  as  the  hon.  Member  had  alluded  to 
him  personally,  he  would  in  a  few  words 
explain  his  position.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  an  attack  on  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  though  he  stated  he  would 
not  divide  against  the  second  reading. 
He  (Mr.  Bonsor)  afterwards  saw  the 
hon.  Member  in  his  private  capacity, 
and  informed  him  that  the  Bill  was  un- 
opposed, and  suggested  that  in  justice 
to  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee, 
where  the  facts  could  be  threshed  out  in 
evidence.  After  that,  being  informed 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed,  and  that  two 
Petitions  were  lodged  against  it,  he  did 
not  see  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  In- 
struction he  proposed  to  move,  and  he 
had  not  seen  the  terms  of  it  until  he 
came  to  the  House  that  day.  As  to  that 
portion  of  the  Instruction  that  had  been 
moved,  he  had  nothing  to  say  aglEunst  it. 
The  ratepayers  of  Lambeth  ought  to  bo 
consulted,  and  he  believed  that  the  rate- 
payers would,  by  a  large  majority,  en- 
dorse the  action  contemplated  in  the  Bill 
for  providing  an  open  space  for  the  poor 
of  that  portion  of  Lambeth.  He  hoped 
the  Bill  would  now  be  allowed  to  proceed. 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  said,  as  to  the 
last  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  he 
had  received  a  communication  from  lead- 
ing members  of  tho  Vestry,  who  took  an 
exactly  opposite  opinion  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Where  opinion  was  so 
divided,  it  was  right  that  the  ratepayers 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  making 
their  wishes  known.  He  supposed  the 
Committee  would  settle  the  way  in  which 
this  should  be  ascertained.  He  would 
suggest  that  it  could  readily  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  same  method  as  was  pur- 
sued in  gathering  local  opinion  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Public  Libraries  Act.  But 
it  was  a  point,  no  doubt,  the  Committee 
would  settle  for  themselves.  The  policy 
of  the  Vestry  to  expend  this  large  sum 
of  money  could  not  be  shown  to  have 
had  any  sanction  from  the  ratepayers. 
[  Cries  of  **  Agreed  !  "]  If  the  House  was 
agreed  there  was  no  reason  to  argue  it 
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further ;  but  he  would  mention  that  he 
had  received  etatementa  on  the  same 
linea  as  those  givea  by  his  hon.  Friend 
in  front  that  the  purchase  was  first  made 
byftTeetryman  who  afterwards  proposed 
to  sell  to  the  YeatTy,  This  was  a  matter 
that  ought  to  be  investigated. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agretd  to. 

Ordtrid,  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  tho 
Committee  on  the  Bcixton  Park  Bill,  That 
thay  do  provido  that  tho  purchaso  of  the  Park 
bo  not  mado  antil  the  opinion  of  tho  ratepajrera 
of  Lambeth  has  been  taken  on  the  deairabilitj 
of  such  poTobue. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

PRISONS    (IRELAHD)— MB.    WILFRID 
BLUNT,  MR.  WILLIAM  O'BRIEN. 

8i«  CHARLES LEWIS(Antrini,N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
read  the  following  extract  from  tho  re- 
port in  Th  Daily  Neat  of  Monday,  the 
12th,  of  a  speech  of  Mr.  Wilfrid 
Blunt:  — 

"  Alt  bo  could  say  at  preumt  wati,  that  the 
action  of  the  ttoTemment  was  such  that  but  for 
the  unwillingnesaoftbo  prison  olEoiaUto  aecond 
it,  ho  did  not  know  that  he  ahould  have  been 
present  this  CTening.  It  ivai  to  this  that  Mr, 
William  O'Brisa  owed  bis  life  ;" 
And,  whether  the  Qovernment  is  aware 
of  any  case  of  refusal  on  the  part  of  any 
of  the  officials  at  the  prisons  where  Mr. 
WiUiam  O'Brien  and  Mr.  W.  Blunt  were 
imprisoned  to  carry  out  the  prescribed 
duties,  or  to  any  orders  as  regards  the 
treatment  of  those  gentlemen  as 
prisoners ;  and,  if  so,  what  notioe  was 
taken  by  the  Qovernment  of  such  con- 
duct? He  begged  to  say  that  the  Ques- 
tion had  been  put  down  incorrectly  on 
the  Notioe  Paper;  the  most  material 
parte  had  been  left  out;  and  he  wished 
now  to  auDplement  it.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hsaly 
(Longford,  N.) :  Order,  order  !] 

Mr.  SPEAKER  informed  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  portions  referred  to  had 
been  purposely  omitted. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Hahkam) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  beg  to  say  that  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  statement  in  question, 
and  with  respect  to  the  alleged  action 
of  the  Qovernment  there  is  not  a  shadow 
of  foundation  for  it.  Tho  Qovemment 
interfered  neithsr  one  way  nor  the  other 


in  the  matter.  The  prison  officers  are 
enjoined  to  treat  all  prisoners,  quite 
irrespective  of  their  offence  or  social 
position,  with  humanity.  The  Qeneral 
Prisons  Board  inform  me  that  there  has 
k  no  act  of  refusal  on  the  part  of  the 
officials  at  the  prisons  where  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  and  Mr. 
Wilfrid  Blunt  were  confined  to  carry 
out  their  prescribed  duties  and  orders 
as  regards  the  treatment  of  those  gentle- 

FACTOHY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT,  1878 
—APPEAL  FROM  THE  DUNDEE 
SHERIFF  COURT. 

Mk.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  a  case  under  "  The 
Faotorj  and  Workshop  Aot,  187B,"  tried 
before  Sheriff  Campoell  Smith  in  the 
Dundee  Sheriff  Court  on  the23rd  of  Db- 
cember  last,  in  which  the  complaint,  at 
the  instance  of  the  Inspector  of  Factories, 
was  dismissed;  whether  Mr.  Hendor- 
aon,  tho  Inspector,  stated  that  he  was 
instructed  by  the  Home  Office  to  appeal 
from  the  Sheriff's  decision  ;  and,  whether 
any  proceedings  have  been  taken  in  such 
appeal ;  and,  if  not,  what  steps  the 
Home  Office  intends  to  take  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yea, 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  a  report  of  this  case. 
Mr.  Henderson  did  not  give  notice  of 
appeal,  hut  applied  for  a  case  to  be 
stated.  The  Boris's  clerk,  however, 
being  of  opinion  that  the  case  would  he 
lost,  owing  to  a  technical  error  in  the 
complaint,  the  case  has  not  been  stated. 
The  occupiers  of  workshops  now  cease 
work  at  the  time  required  by  the  Act ; 
so  that  there  has  been  no  opportunity 
of  raising  the  question  again. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
REPUBUO  AND  ZULU  LAND— CON- 
FEDERATION. 

Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  any  Treaty  of  Union 
or  Confederation  between  the  Transvaal 
(South  A&ica)  Republic  and  the  "  New 
Republic,"  in  Zululand,  has  been 
entered  into ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  have,  in  virtue 
of  the  right  reserved  to  Her  Majesty  by 
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tlio  London  (Transvaal)  Convention, 
approved  or  disapproved  of  such  Treaty  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  are 
willing  to  communicate  the  terms  of  the 
Treaty  to  this  House  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henby  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  In  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  a 
Treaty  declaring  the  South  African 
Eepublic  and  the  New  Eepublic  to  be 
united  into  one  State  was  concluded  at 
Pretoria  on  the  1 4th  of  September, 
1887,  and  will  be  found  among  the 
Papers  presented  to  Parliament  on  the 
13th  instant.  This  Treaty  has  not  yet 
been  approved  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  but  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
there  will  be  any  obstacle  to  such  ap- 
proval. 

WAR  OFFICE  (MANUFAOTURINa  DE- 
PARTMENTS)  —  SUPERANNUATION 
ACT,  1859. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, in  1860  and  18G1,  the  workmen 
entered  in  the  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments after  1859  were  held  by  the  War 
Office  Authorities  to  be  not  entitled  to 
superannuation  under  the  Act  of  1859 ; 
and,  if  so,  why  the  Circulars  of  29th 
August  and  17th  December,  1861,  were 
sent  to  Enfield  or  Woolwich  ;  whether 
(assuming  the  Circulars  were  sent)  he 
can  state  the  respective  dates  on  which 
they  were  sent,  and  whether,  and  when, 
any  lists  of  individuals  or  class  of  per- 
sons were  transmitted  as  required  by 
the  first  Circular  to  be  done  at  the 
earliest  opportunity  after  August,  1861; 
and,  if  sent  nine  years  afterwards,  what 
was  the  reason  for  the  delay  at  Wool- 
wich and  Enfield;  whether  Item  5  of 
the  Begulations,  referred  to  in  the  last- 
named  Circular,  has  ever  been  acted 
upon  at  Enfield  or  Woolwich  Arsenal, 
80  far  as  requiring  artizans  and  labourers 
to  pass  an  examination  in  reading, 
writing,  and  arithmetic  ;  and,  if  not,  why 
not ;  whether  any  difference  of  pay  to 
artizans  and  labourers  has  ever  been 
made  in  the  said  Manufacturing  Depart- 
ments under  Items  1  and  2  of  the  same 
Eegulations ;  and,  if  not,  why  not ; 
whether  he  can  state  the  date  when  par- 
ticulars of  cases  for  consideration  were 
transmitted,  as  required  by  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  second  Circular  of  17th 
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December,  1861;  and,  if  sent  nine  years 
afterwards,  what  was  the  reason  for  the 
delay  at  Woolwich  and  Enfield ;  whe- 
ther, after  1859,  when  the  men  at  Wool- 
wich worked  short  time — for  instance 
two  weeks  in  three — there  was  any  dis- 
tinction in  so  working  short  time  between 
the  men  entered  before  and  those  entered 
after  1859;  and,  whether  in  any  way 
any  difference  was  made  either  in  duties 
or  pay  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) 
declined  to  enter  into  the  argumentative 
task  to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  invited  him.  He  would,  how- 
ever, be  glad  to  give  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  privately  any  in- 
formation he  required  as  to  the  facts. 

CYPRUS  (FINANCE,  &c.)  -THE  ANNUAL 

TRIBUTE. 

Colonel  BEIDGEMAN  (Bolton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
propose  to  take  any  steps  to  capitalize 
the  annual  tribute  paid  by  Cyprus  to 
Turkey,  in  order  to  lighten  the  heavy 
burden  pressing  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
Cyprus,  and  to  relieve  the  English  tax- 
payers of  the  annual  Vote  for  the  grant 
in  aid  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOEEIGN  AFFAIES  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  (Manchester,  N.E.) 
(who  replied)  said  :  The  financial  con- 
dition of  Cyprus  receives  the  most  care- 
ful attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment; but  I  am  not  able  to  say  that 
there  is  any  immediate  intention  to 
adopt  the  plan  suggested  in  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend's  Question.  I  must 
add,  however,  that  on  a  balance  of 
accounts  no  burden  is  imposed  on 
the  British  taxpayers  in  respect  to 
Cyprus. 

INDIA— THE     NATIVE     PRINCES-DE- 
FENCE OF  THE  FRONTIER. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  the  Indian 
Government  has  decided  upon  the  re- 
plies they  will  give  to  the  Nizam  and 
other  great  Indian  Princes,  who  have 
offered  to  contribute  men  and  money 
towards  the  defence  of  the  frontier; 
and,    whether    they    have    adopted    a 
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plan   whicli  will  utilize  these   liberal 
offers  ? 

The  under  8ECEETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
These  matters  are  still  under  the  con- 
fiideration  of  the  Qovemment  of  India, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  is  not  yet  in 
a  position  to  make  any  communication 
to  Parliament  on  the  subject. 


BANKRUPTCY  COURT  (IRELAND)  — 
CASE  OF  THOMAS  MORONEY,  A 
PRISONER   FOR   CONTEMPT. 

Sib  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitteroe)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  con- 
ferred with  the  Under  Secretary  on  the 
case  of  Thomas  Moroney,  who  has  been 
more  than  13  months  in  prison,  having 
been  committed  in  January,  1887,  by  a 
Bankruptcy  Judge  for  contempt  of  Court, 
and  whose  wife  has  meanwhile  suffered 
eviction  ;  and,  whether  any  communica- 
tion will  be  made  to  the  Judge,  or  any 
other  steps  taken  to  promote  the  prisoner's 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  I  beg  to  state  that  no  conference 
has  taken  place  with  the  Under  Secretary 
in  regard  to  the  case  of  Moroney.  As 
already  explained,  it  is  not  the  intention 
of  tho  Executive  to  interfere  in  the  case. 
Moroney  was  committed,  not  for  simply 
contempt  of  Court,  but  for  refusing  to 
be  sworn  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in 
reference  to  certain  moneys  concealed 
by  him.  It  is  open  to  him  at  present, 
and  has  been  all  along,  to  obtain  imme- 
diate release  from  prison  by  submitting 
himself  to  be  sworn ;  but,  as  I  liave 
already  stated,  the  Government  have  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  matter.  A 
communication  such  as  that  indicated  in 
the  Question  would  be  an  unwarrantable 
interference  with  the  Judge  in  the  dis- 
charge of  duties  imposed  upon  him  by 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) ;  Might  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man to  state  whether  if  Moroney  is  to 
be  detained  in  prison  for  the  rest  of  his 
life — until  he  dies— the  Government  will 
allow  that  to  be  done  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The 
answer  to  that  Question  lies  very  much 
with  Mr.  Moroney  himself. 


SEA     AND    COAST     FISHERIES    (IRE- 

LaVND)— TRAWLING    IN    LOUGII 

SWILLY. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Doao- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  fishermen  of  the  west  side  of  Lough 
Swilly  have  made  representations  to  the 
Government  respecting  the  e£fects  of 
trawling  on  their  fishing  grounds ;  and, 
whether  any,  and  what,  reply  has  been 
given  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  j'eplied) 
said,  that  within  the  past  few  days  re- 
presentations had  been  received  from 
the  fishermen  of  Lough  Swilly  as  to 
the  injury  done  them  by  the  trawlers. 
These  representations  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  proper  quarters,  and 
would,  no  doubt,  receive  the  attention 
that  they  deserved. 

CRIMINAL    LAW     AND      PROCEDUR 
(IRELAND)   ACT— SENTENCE  ON  MR. 
SNELLING,  AT  SIXMI  LED  RIDGE. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  sentence  of  six 
months' imprisonment,  with  hard  labour, 
passed  by  Captain  Welch  and  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche  at  Sixmilebridge  on  the  13th 
of  March  upon  a  London  Home  Rule 
Delegate  of  the  name  of  Snelliug ; 
whether  the  offence  of  Snelling  was  that 
of  inciting  people  to  join  the  National 
League  ;  whether  he  has  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
copy  of  the  notes  of  Inspector  Rainsford, 
or  a  transcript  of  the  evidence  on  which 
Snelling  was  convicted ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any 
steps  with  a  view  to  mitigating  this 
sentence  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  In  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
I  have  to  state  that  an  appeal  has  been 
lodged  in  the  case  by  Mr.  Snelling  ;  and 
therefore  it  would  be  obviously  improper 
for  me  to  make  any  statement  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matter  at  present. 

Mb.  firth  :  Would  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  state  whether 
this  statement  of  facts  in  the  Questioa 
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IB  true  ?  la  the  statement  as  to  vhat ' 
was  done  by  that  Court  true  ? 

CoLONBL  KING- HARMAN :  I  believe 
it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Snelliog  was  sen' 
tencod  to  two  terms  of  impriEonmeat — 
one  of  one  month,  and  the  other  of  six 
months. 

Mb.  firth  :  AVas  the  sentence  of 
Hx  months  imposed  for  inciting  people 
to  join  the  National  League? 

CoLOHBL  XINQ-HABMAN  said,  it 
was  impossible  to  answer  the  Question 
fully  at  present. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAKD)-PAKOEL 
POST  BASKETS. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Fostmaster  General,  Where 
the  baskets  for  the  Irish  Faroel  Post 
are  made  ;  have  any  lots  been  got 
from  convict  prisons  ;  could  it  be 
arranged  that  articles  of  this  kind 
should  not  be  imported  if  they  can  be 
made  as  cheaply  in  Ireland;  and,  are 
thpy  supplied  by  soparato  tender  to  the 
Irish  Postal  Department  ? 

ThbPOSTMASTEBGENEEAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
baskets  used  in  Ireland  for  the  Parcel 
Post  are,  as  a  rule,  made  in  Ireland. 
The  Irish  Prisons  Board,  which  has 
hitherto  supplied  the  great  majority  of 
the  baskets,,  tenders  such  supply  to  the 
Irish  Postal  Department. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  if  he  was 
correctly  informed  in  surmising  that  the 
OoTomment  in  England  had  declined  to 
get  these  baskets  from  the  Prisons  Board 
of  England,  on  the  ground  that  the  oon- 
Tict  prisons  would  thereby  be  unfairly 
competing  with  private  manufacturers  P 

Mb.  BAIKEiJ  said,  ho  was  not 
aware. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  as  to  the  custom,  and  carry 
out,  and  make  general  in  its  application, 
any  Bule  that  would  ensure  that  any 
article  made  in  prisons  should  not  be 
unfairly  brought  into  competition  with 
the  labour  of  the  industrial  classes  ? 

Mb.  SAIKKS  Gaid,  he  would  be  glad 
to  consider  the  matter. 

CIVIL  SERVANTS-EMPLOYMENT  IN 

OTHER  SEEVI0E8. 

Sia  GEORGE    CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 

oaldy,  &a.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  yet  made  any  Rules 
to  restrain  or  regulate  the  acceptance  of 
other  employments  by  the  Civil  Servants 
of  the  Crown;  in  case  the  question  is 
still  left  to  the  Heads  of  Departments, 
whether  any  euoh  Rules  have  been  es- 
tablished for  the  officers  ssrring  under 
the  Treasury;  whether  he  or  his  Pro- 
deceisoTS  have  sanctioned  the  holding 
of  the  plaaes  of  Director  of  a  large  Steam 
Kavigation  Company,  and  Director  of 
another  Estate  Company,  by  Sir  Alfred 
Slade,  Receiver  General  of  Inland 
Revenue;  and  whether  regular  fully 
paid  Civil  Servants  are  required  to 
obtain  any  sanction  before  accepting 
such  appointments? 

Thb  OHANOELLOE  of  tite  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Many  years  ago  the 
Treasury  forbade  officers  on  their  own 
establishment  to  accept  Directorships 
of  Companies  requiring  attendance 
during  of&cial  hours,  and  they  sub- 
sequently communicated  to  other  De- 
partments their  opinion  that  the  prac- 
tice of  holding  such  Directorships  was 
prejudicial  to  the  Public  Service ;  but 
no  Rule  binding  on  the  Civil  Servico 
generally  has  been  laid  down.  Sir 
Alfred  Slade  has  not  broken  any  Rulo 
of  the  Service  in  accepting  a  Director- 
ship ;  because  the  acceptance  of  such 
employment  has  not  been  formally  for- 
bidden in  the  Inland  Revenue.  I  am 
not  aware  that  Civil  Servants  are  en- 
joined to  obtain  the  sanction  of  their 
Chiefs  before  accepting  such  employ- 
ment. My  own  opinion  is  that  the 
Treasury  Rule  is  a  good  one,  and  might, 
with  advantage,  be  applied  to  the  De- 
partments under  its  control  j  and  I  will 
communicate  with  the  First  Lord  on  the 
subject.  "Whether  further  Rules  should 
be  laid  down,  and  made  binding  on  the 
Civil  Service  generally,  is  a  large  ques- 
tion, which  I  understand  was  oonsidered 
very  carefully  by  the  Government  in 
1863,  without  tlieir  being  able  to  arrive 
at  a  decision.  Speaking  for  myself,  I 
think  we  should  do  well  to  await  tho 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  before 
taking  further  action  in  the  matter. 
In  answer  to  further  Questions, 
Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  the  In- 
land Revenue  OSics  did  not  come 
within  the  Treasury  Establishment ; 
but  he  submitted   that  bow  far  raoh 
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a  Direotorsliip  would  interfere  with 
official  duties  would  depend  upon  the 
time  which  was  taken  up  in  the  Com- 
pany's husiness.  He  might  add,  how- 
ever, that  he  thought  it  undesirable 
that  a  public  servant  should  become 
Director  of  a  Company,  though  each 
case  must  come  under  the  Eule  of  the 
Civil  Service  relating  to  that  particular 
Department.  He  would  inquire  whether 
the  Boyal  Commission  considered  that 
this  question  came  within  their  refe- 
rence. 

Subsequently, 

SiE  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
rLancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  that  as 
Chairman  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  on 
the  Public  Departments,  he  might  in- 
form the  House  that  they  considered  it 
within  their  province  to  inquire  whether 
any  general  Regulation  should  be 
framed  on  this  question  applicable  to  all 
branches  of  the  Public  Service. 

CIVIL    SERVANTS— POLITICAL 
DEMONSTRATIONS. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  a  Question  of  which  I  have 
given  him  private  Notice — namely, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  a  letter  of  Sir  Thomas  Farror  which 
appeared  in  the  morning  papers  of 
Saturday,  in  which  he  denies  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  Thursday  last,  that  while  a  member 
of  the  Civil  Service  he  (Sir  Thomas 
Farrer)  **  scarcely  allowed  a  month  to 
pass  without  taking  part  in  political 
controversies  in  periodicals ; "  and 
whether,  upon  perusal  of  that  letter,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  feel  thsft 
the  imputation  made  upon  this  dis- 
tinguished public  servant  should  be 
withdrawn  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I 
thought  that  the  language  I  used  with 
regard  to  Sir  Thomas  Farrer  would  have 
satisfied  him  that  I  had  no  intention 
whatever  of  casting  any  aspersion  on  so 
distinguished  a  public  servant.  I  spoko 
on  the  spur  of  the  moment  of  the  general 
impression  which  his  literary  work  had 
left  upon  my  mind.  I  should  be  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  if  anything  which  I 
said  has  caused  him  any  pain  whatever. 
It  is  clear  from  his  account  of  the  trans- 
action, or  at  all  events  in  his  judgment, 
that  he  neither  wrote  frequenUj  nor 


with  a  political  object ;  and  I  am  quite 
satisfied  to  leave  his  statement  in  the 
possession  of  the  public  as  an  accurate 
representation  of  his  view. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  arising  out  of  the  reply  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished  to 
ask  whether,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
put  by  him  (Mr.  Healy),  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  although  Mr. 
Brougham  Leech  had  written  a  pam- 
phlet against  Home  Rule  and  antago- 
nistic to  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people,  he  would  not  ask  him  to 
withdraw  that  pamphlet,  because  Sir 
Thomas  Farrer  had  also  written  a  pam- 
phlet; whether,  as  it  now  turned  out 
that  Sir  Thomas  denied  he  was  the 
author  of  the  pamphlet,  he  was  aware 
of  any  other  gentleman  being  allowed 
to  take  part  in  a  political  controversy 
except  Mr.  Brougham  Leech  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  in 
error  in  stating  that  I  took  all  Sir 
Thomas  Farrer's  writings  as  a  reason 
for  not  calling  upon  Mr.  Leech  to  with- 
draw his  pamphlet;  but  it  must  be 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  there  has  been 
a  good  deal  of  writing  at  different  times 
by  public  servants ;  and  I  should  be 
exceeding  my  authority  if  I  were  to  re- 
quest the  Irish  Government  to  call  upon 
Mr.  Leech  to  withdraw  the  pamphlet  in 
question.  I  am  not  aware  that  I  have 
any  authority  or  power  to  do  so. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  there  was  any 
other  case  of  a  pamphlet  being  written 
against  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people,  except  in  the  case  mentioned 
above,  and  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Holmes, 
Treasury  Remembrancer,  who  had  also 
written  a  pamphlet  against  Home  Rule? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  No  doubt  there 
are  other  cases. 

INLAND  REVENUE-STAMP  DUTIES- 
AMOUNT  RECEIVED  FOR  APPREN- 
TICE  FEES. 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  (Lambeth,  Nor- 
wood)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, What  is  the  annual  revenue  from 
the  Stamp  Duties  on  the  indentures  of 
apprentices;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  into  consideration  the 
propriety  of  substituting,  for  the  pre* 
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sent  o^^ra^r^i  duty  of  about  5«.  charged  surcharges,  public  auditors  have   dis- 

on  the  premiums  paid  by  apprentices,  cretionary  power ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 

a  small  Btamp  applicable  to  all  cases  ?  extent  ? 

The    secretary    (Mr.   Jackson)  The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

(Leeds,  N.) :  The  annual  revenue  from  SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 

the  Stamp  Duties  on  indentures  of  ap-  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)    (who    replied) 

prentices  cannot    be  stated,  not  being  said:  Messrs.  L.  Egan  and  M.   Egan 

separately  recorded.     The  Board  of  In-  were  surcharged  the  sums  of  £2  and  £6 

land  Revenue  do  not  think  that  there  is  respectively  on  account  of  having  sane* 

any  occasion  to  interfere  with  the  pre-  tioned  excessive  payments  to    evicted 

sent  scale,  which  they  have  no  reason  to  tenants.   They  had  not  given  an  aliow- 

believe  is  regarded  as  too  high.  ance  of  10«.  a  week  to  each  of  the  tenants, 

but  of  20«.  each  weekly.     The  auditor 

INDIA— THE    IRON    FLOATING  DOCK  considered  this  rate  excessive,  allowed 

AT  BOMBAY.  payments  at  the  rate  of  10».    a- week 

A^,  ,   »    T?TT?TTk/o           17    i.u          \  oach,  aud  disallowod  the  balancc.     The 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  Eastbourne)  ^^^l^^^^  ^f  oa  a^-inst  Mr  Lahv  was 

AftlrAfi  til  A  TTnrlfir  aftorpifarv  of  Rfftffl  itw  o"*^^^*^g®  *^^  *'*  agamsu  OUT,  ijauy  was 

asJtea  tneunaer  secretary  01  btate  lor  ^^^  to  the  fact  that  he  had  sanctioned 

India,  Whether  be  can  state  what  pro-  ^^^^^  ^^  ^      ^^^^^  ^^               ^^^ 

gross  has  been  made  and  what  expen-  fc  j^eatitute."     This    person   had    been 

Jiture  incurred  in  the  construction  of  ^^^^^    ^^^^^^^  ^^^J  ^    ^^^  ^^1^^^ 

the  new  dock  at  Bombay,  promised  last  ^^.^r  and  the  Guardians ;  the  auditor 

Session,  for  Her  Majesty's  snips  of  war;  ^  .^^   ^^   ^.      ^^„    ;„^™^«4.    :«    41,.^ 

_i        I,  1.  X*          •!!  u           •  ^a  X  acted,  on  nis    own    ludi^ment    in    tne 

also  what  time  will  be  required  to  com-  ^„fi.^^.  «   r„ii    j:co,X*;^„««„  ,.^«,««  :» 

nlete  the  samo  and  at  what  Gatimated  ™*t*®^  J  *  ^^"^   discretionary   power   is 

cost?                                          estimated  allowed  by  statute  to  auditors  of  Toor 

The     UNDEE     SEOEETAEY    of  ^^^  ^^^^^  accounts. 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 

The   proposals   of  the   Government   of  LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     BOAllD    (IRE- 

India  are  now  under  the  consideration  LAND)— CONSTABULARY  BARRACKS, 

of  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty ;  and  until  BALLINASLOE. 

a  decision  has  been  como  to  by  them  it  ^     HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  aaked  the 

IS  impossible  to  state  either  the  time  or  rn.-  t  a^I    ■.wi^ainrajr,  ^..  ««aciimo 

money  required  for  the  work.    No  ex-  ^''V    Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

penditure  of  any  importance  has  yet  been  °^  ^^J^  '      .'1*7*  *  k"*  ^°'v  '  «'T.  ^^ 

incurred.    The  Secretary    of   State    is  years  the  constabulary  barracks  Balhn- 

most  anxious  to  see  this  work  carried  '^^'««'  ^"^  rfj      iT       ^T     1\^^ 

through,  and  no  time  shaU  be  lost  on  °^"8re ;  and  that,  when  at  length  the 

his  DM-t  Town  Commissioners  were  forced  to  de- 

^      *  mand  payment,  the  Constabulary  refused 

POOR  LAW  GUARDIANS  (IRELAND)-  *^  P^^  even  one  year's  gas,  and  in  con- 

SURCHARGES  ON  LOUGHREA  GUAR,  ^^^^^oe    oi    such   refusal    had    their 

supply  of  gas  cut    off;    whether    the 
Govomment     is    aware     that    Colonel 

Mr.  HARRIS  (Galway,  E.)  asked  the  O'Hara  passed  the  accounts  of  the  Bal- 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  linasloe  Town  Board  without  surcharg- 

oflreland,  Is  it  true  that  Colonel  O'Hara,  ing  any  of  the  Commissioners  for  the 

the  Government  auditor,  has  surcharged  price  of  the  gas  which  they  had  given 

M.  Egan  in  the  sum  of  £6,  J.  Lahy  in  free  of  charge  to  the  constabulary,  and 

the  sum  of  £4,  and  L.  Egan  in  the  sum  that,  when  the  illegality  of  thus  giving 

of  £2,  on  the  ground  that,  being  Poor  gas    gratuitously    to  the  constabulary 

Law  Guardians,  these  gentlemen  had  was     brought     under    public     notice, 

given  to  tenants,  who  had  been  evicted,  Colonel  O'Hara  stated  to  the  Commis- 

a  weekly  allowance  of  10«.  each;  and,  sioners    of  Ballinasloe   that     he  could 

if  so,  will  the  Government  state  whether,  not  pass  the  item  unless  it  was  put  down 

in  thus    surcharging    these  Loughrea  as  waste ;  and  that  the  Commissioners, 

Guardians,  Colonel  O'Hara  acted  on  his  acting  on  his  suggestion,  did  put  it  down 

own  judgment  as  to  the  amount  sur-  as  waste,  and  in  that  way  succeeded  in 

charged,   or  according  to  a    scale    of  making  the  taxpayers  of  Ballinasloe  pay 

charges  fixed  by  law ;  and,  would  the  for  the  gas  which  the  constabulary  had 

Government  say  whether,  in  making  used  in  their  barracks  for  a  number  of 
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years;  and,  whether  the  Gtovemment 
will  take  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  the  constabulary  had  been 
supplied  free  of  charge  lor  about  20 
years;  and  in  January  last  the  Town 
Commissioners  inquired  of  the  con- 
stabulary whether  they  wero  willing  to 
pay  for  the  gas  consumed.  No  period 
was  named.  They  declined  to  pay,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  informed  the  Com- 
missioners that  they  were  quite  willing 
to  have  the  supply  cut  off.  The  Report 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  audi- 
tor had  not  yet  reached  him.  Colonel 
0*Hara  did  not  surcharge  any  of  the 
Commissioners. 

Mr.  HARRIS  pointed  out  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
not  answered  his  Question  as  to  whe- 
ther Colonel  O'Hara  requested  the 
Commissioners  to  put  it  down  as 
waste 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN  said,  he 
was  not  aware.  As  he  had  already 
said,  the  Auditor's  Report  was  a  volu- 
minous document. 

ADMIRALTY    (SHIPS)— H.M.S.  "HERO/* 

Mr.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upon-Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
had  been  called  to  the  unsatisfactory 
working  of  the  engines  of  the  Hero;  and 
whether  any  steps  have  been  taken  to 
again  test  the  workmanship  of  the  en- 
gines ;  whether  it  is  true  that  during 
the  trial  trip  on  the  1 5th  of  September, 
1886,  the  engines  had  to  be  deluged  with 
water,  for  the  purpose  of  minimising 
the  unusual  heating  of  the  machinery ; 
and,  whether,  on  the  date  in  question, 
any  of  the  responsible  authorities  were 
on  board  the  ship  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geobgb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  The 
attention  of  the  Admiralty  was  called  to 
certain  allegations  made  as  to  the  un- 
satisfactory working  of  the  engines  of 
thQ  Hero  \  but  these  proved,  on  inquiry, 
to  be  erroneous.  It  is  not  the  case  that 
the  machinery  had  to  be  deluged  with 
water  to  reduce  the  heat  of  the  bearings, 
and  all  the  responsible  authorities  were 
on  board.  No  further  trials  are  con- 
templated. 


ADMIRALTY  AND  WAR  OFFICE  (NEW) 

BUILDINGS. 

Sir  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  asked  the 
First  Oommissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther any,  and  what,  steps  are  being 
taken  by  the  Government  for  the  pro- 
vision of  new  Admiralty  and  War  Office 
buildings  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket  (Dublin  University):  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  sat  last  Session,  having  recom- 
mended that  the  requirements  of  the 
Admiralty  should  be  met  by  an  extension 
of  the  existing  Admiralty  buildings, 
plans  have  been  prepared  showing  how 
that  recommendation  can  be  carried 
out ;  and  a  Vote  will  be  submitted  in 
Committee  of  Supply,  which  will  afford 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  pronoun- 
cing upon  the  scheme.  It  is  not  intended 
to  take  any  Vote  for  a  new  War  Office 
in  this  year's  Estimates. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked,  whether  the  plans  referred  to 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Me.  PLUNKET :  They  wiU  be  in 
the  Library,  I  hope,  in  a  few  days. 

WALES-TITHE  AGITATION  IN  ANGLE- 
SEY—DISTRAINTS AT  UENEGLWYS. 

Me.  J.  BRYN  ROBERTS  (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  has  been  in  communication  with 
the  Chief  Constable  of  Anglesey  on  the 
subject  of  the  riots  that  were  reported 
in  the  newspapers  to  have  taken  place 
recently  on  the  occasion  of  the  levying 
of  tithe  distraints  in  the  parish  of 
Heneglwys ;  whether  Mr.  Peterson,  the 
agent  of  the  Clergy  Defence  Association, 
on  that  occasion  refused  to  carry  out  all 
the  distraints  he  had  in  hand,  alleging 
that  he  was  prevented  from  so  doing  by 
the  riotous  conduct  of  che  people  ;  whe- 
ther the  Chief  Constable  has  reported 
to  him  that  there  was  no  riot  on  that 
occasion,  and  that  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  Mr.  Peterson  completing  the 
work  he  had  in  hand,  and  that  he  had 
told  Mr.  Peterson  so  and  urged  him  to 
proceed ;  whether  Mr.  Peterson  declined 
to  do  so,  and  has  since  demanded  the 
assistance  of  the  military,  and  whether 
such  demand  has  been  refused  by  the 
County  Magistrates,  acting  on  the  advice 
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of  the  Chief  Constable;  and,  whether 
he  will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
all  the  ciroumstanoes  of  the  case  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
answer  to  the  first  two  paragraphs  is 
in  the  affirmative.  The  Chief  (Nonstable 
has  reported  to  me  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  accounts  of  the  rioting  were  ex- 
aggerated, and  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  day's  work  should  not  be  completed, 
10  distraints  out  the  13  having  al- 
ready been  made.  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chief  Constable  that  no  application 
has  been  made  to  the  Local  Authorities 
for  the  assistance  of  the  military.  The 
Police  Committee  have  had  the  whole 
matter  fully  brought  to  their  notice,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  any  further  inquiry 
will  be  necessary. 

LOTTERIES  ACT- PRIZE  DRAWINGS 
AT  DUNDALK. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  *'  Qrand  Bazaar  and 
Drawing  of  Prizes  "to  be  held  in  the 
Town  Hall,  Dundalk,  on  the  15th,  16th, 
and  17th  of  May,  1888,  '*  under  the 
patronage  of  his  Grace  the  Primate  and 
the  Priests,"  in  which  the  first  prize,  out 
of  some  hxmdreds,  is  a  ''Purse  contain- 
ing £100,  gift  of  the  late  Primate,  Most 
Bev.  Dr.  McGFettigan ; "  whether  his  at- 
tention has  also  been  called  to  a  similar 
lottery  to  be  held  in  the  Leinster  Hall, 
Dublin,  on  the  26th,  27th,  and  28th  of 
June,  in  which  the  ''  First  Prize  is  a  gold 
medal,  set  in  diamonds,  the  gift  of  His 
Highness  Pope  Leo  XIII,"  and  the 
second  prize  is  ''An  oil  painting  of 
Et.  Hon.  W.  E.  Gladstone,  M.P,,  and 
two  vols,  of  his  works,  with  autograph 
letter,  presented  by  himself;  "  whether 
he  is  aware  that  a  similar  lottery  was 
announced  to  take  place  in  Dublin  on 
the  14th  and  15th  of  December,  1886, 
at  which,  as  a  premium  for  selling  40 
tickets  value  £1,  special  "All  Prize" 
tickets  were  sent  out,  and  no  value  for 
such  tickets  could  be  obtained  by  the 
vendor;  and,  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
stop  such  illegal  practices  henceforth  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Before  this  Question  is  answered,  I  want 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  it  is  that, 
with  reference  to  the  Question  down  to- 
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day,  and  that  on  the  two  last  oooasions 
upon  this  subject,  a  different  practice 
obtains  ?  For  instance,  in  this  Question 
there  is  "an  oil  painting " 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  There 
is  no  difference  in  the  practice,  nor  is 
any  distinction  made  between  Questions 
from  one  side  of  the  House  or  the  other. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  not 
warranted  in  stating  that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  I  will  put 
it  in  this  way.  Sir.  Why  is  it  that 
Members*  names  are  printed  in  the 
Question  now  before  the  House;  whereas 
as  regards  the  generality  of  Questions 
the  Divisions  wluch  Members  represent 
are  given  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thane t)  (who  replied) 
said :  With  regard  to  the  Question  on 
the  Paper,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  awaro, 
several  Questions  have  been  put  in  the 
House  from  time  to  time  on  the  subject 
of  lotteries.  The  Gj-overnment  would  bo 
loth  to  interfere  with  any  charitable 
movement;  but  they  would  point  out 
the  great  danger  of  introducing  any 
element  which  would  tend  to  creato 
gambling,  a  result  which,  no  doubt, 
would  be  furthest  from  the  intentions  of 
the  promoters.  My  attention  has  boon 
called  to  the  advertisements  in  the  cases 
referred  to;  but  I  cannot  say  whether 
the  prizes  have  been  the  gifts  of  the 
persons  named.  As  regards  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  third  paragraph,  I 
have  no  official  information. 

IRISH    LAND   COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS— RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  wore 
the  numbers  of  cases  of  applications  for 
judicial  rents  entered  in  but  not  adjudi- 
cated upon  by  the  Land  Courts  on  the 
1st  of  March,  1887,  and  the  1st  of 
March,  1888,  respectively? 

The  PARLTAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  number  of  applications  to  ^^s. 
judicial  rents  awaiting  adjudication  in 
the  Land  Commission  on  the  1st  of 
March,  1887,  was  10,668.  The  number 
on  the  1st  of  March,  1888,  was  62,157. 
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ARMY  (AUXILIARY   FORCES)-ARTIL.  JT""^"^.  °°*  ).%  affected  by  any  restric- 

LERY  VOLUNTEER  OFFICERS-UNI-  ^**5' J!™P*^®iSxVd-d-  r^xi  wrkT>»ca      rm, 

pQ„j,  Baron  HENET  DE  WORMS :  The 

\r      ij-A-Dir  oTT'iTj-A-Drn  ,v  ^     3  interests  of  legitimate  traders  will  not 

Ma.  MARK  STEWART  (Kirkcud-  be  affected,  because  the  measures  are 

bnght)  asked  the  Secretaiy  of  State  for  f^j  the  purpose  of  preventing  iUegiti- 

War,  Whether  Artillery  Volunteer  Om-  ^^jg  trading.                           00 

cers  are  permitted  to  wear  the  same 

uniform  as  that  worn  by  ofScers  in  the 

Royal  Artillery  and  Militia  Artillery  ?  POST    OFFIOE-CONTRACTS    FOR 

Tub  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  STAMPS     AND     STAMPED      PAPER. 

^- .,  ^J^J^u  ^^1  S¥'"'''^^^f'^l    ^''"'"  Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 

castle):   The  Artillery  Volunteers  are  Postmaster  General,  What  contracts  for 

permitted  to  we«  the  same  uniform  as  ^^           ^^^  stamped  paper  were  made 

the  Royal  and  Militia  Artillery  except  ^^h  the  firm  of  Da  la  Rue  and  Co.  in 

that  they  wear  silver  lace,   where  the  t^e  years  1880  and  1881,  and  for  what 

others  wear  gold  lace.  p^^iodg .   whether  all,  or  any  of  such 

ARMY   (AUXIIJARY  FORCES) -ARTIL-  contracts  were  made  without  competi- 

LERyVoLUNTEERS  AT  ShWbURY-  SaidtlK^iHAS  of  S: 

Post  Office  as  to  making  such  contracts, 

Mr.   mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud-  and  in  what  capacity  ;  and,  whether  he 

bright)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  i^as  reason  to  believe  that  any,  or  all,  of 

War,  What  is  the  average  number  for  guch  contracts  have  entailed  a  large  and 

the  last  two  years  of  Artillery  Volun-  unnecessary  extra  expenditure  upon  the 

teers  who  have  attended  the  Volunteer  Pogt  Office ;    and,   if  so,   to  what    ex- 

Oamps  at  Shoeburyness  and  Barry  re-  ^qq^  ? 

spectively  ? «^ .  ^^      ,  The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  iui^es)  (Cambridge    University) :    In 

E.     Stanhope)     (Lincolnshire,     Horn-  i840  the  duty  of  making  what  was  then 

castle) :  The  average  during  the  period  called  *'  franking  stamps  "  and  postage 

mentioned  was  1,756  at  Shoeburyness,  envelopes  was  intrusted  to  the  Oommis- 

and  1,232  at  Barry  Links.  sioners  of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  the  prode- 

r^^^r^.^r^.^    c.,,^^^^^^,^  ,^,,«^  oessorsof  tho  present  Board  of  Inland 

GIBRALTAR-SMUGGLING  INTO  Eevenue.    This  function  now  includes 

SPAIN.  ^^Q  supply  of  English  thin  cards,  Eng- 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIQHT  (Manchester,  lish  stout  cards,  newspaper  wrappers, 

S.W.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  and  English  envelopes  of  three  sizes — 

State  for  the  Colonies,  If  he  will  inform  for  the  manufacture  of  which  articles 

the  House  whether  the  Government  has  contracts  were,  I  understand,  made  in 

appointed,  or  is  about  to  appoint,  officers  the  year  1880  by  the  Board  of  Inland 

at  Gibraltar  whose  duty  it  will  be  to  Revenue  with  the  firm  of  De  la  Rue  and 

prevent  the  smuggling  of  goods  into  Co.    I  believe  that  these  contracts  were 

Spain,  when  the  task  of  protecting  the  made  for  10  years  from  that  date.    As 

Spanish  Revenue  from  the  smuggler  far  as  I  can  ascertain,  these  contracts 

belongs  to  Spain  and  not  to  England  ?  were    made  without    any  competition. 

The     under     SECRETARY    of  The  officials  of  the  Inland  Revenue  are 

STATE    (Baron    Henby    De  Wobmb)  not  responsible  to,  or  controlled  by,  the 

(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  No  such  ap-  Postmaster  General  in  making  such  oon- 

pointments  have  been  proposed ;   but  tracts ;   but  act,  I  presume,  upon  their 

Ker  Majesty's   Government    are    con-  own  discretion.   I  have  no  official  know- 

sidering,  as  a  matter  of  International  ledge  which  would  enable  me  to  give  a 

comity,  and  in  view  of  British  interests,  precise  answer  to  my  hon.  Friend's  last 

what    further   measures  it    would    be  Question ;   but  from  inquiries  which  I 

proper  to  take  in  order  to  prevent  the  have  endeavoured  to  make  unofficially  I 

fortress  of  Gibraltar  from  being  used  as  am  led  to  believe  that,  out  of  the  sum  of 

the   base  of  illegitimate  importations  nearly  £100,000,  the  present  annual  net 

into  Spain.  charge  of  De  la  Rue  and  Co.  for  supply- 

Mb.  JACOB  BRIGHT  asked  whether  ing  these  articles,  not  much  less  than 

the  interests  of  the  legitimate  trader  half  may  be  estimated  as  net  profit  to 
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tliem,  and  my  hon.  Friend  will  probably 
exercise  liis  own  judgment  as  to  bow 
mucb  of  thia  Bum  should  be  described  as 
unneceBsary  extra  expenditure. 

INDIA    OFFICE— CONTRACTS    FOB 
STAMPS      AND      STAMPED      PAPER. 

Mb.  HANBURT  (Preston)  asked  the 
tJnder  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
What  contracts  for  stamps  and  stamped 
paper  were  made  with  the  firm  of  De  la 
Bue  and  Go.  in  the  yenrs  1880  or  1881 ; 
wben  do  such  contracts  expire  ;  whether 
all,  or  any  of  such  contracts,  were  made 
without  competition  ;  what  part,  if  any, 
officialt  of  the  Department  of  Inland 
Bevonue  took  in  advising  the  India  Office 
as  to  making  such  contracts,  and  in  what 
capacity;  and,  whether  the  India  Of&ce 
Las  reason  to  believe  that  any,  or  all,  of 
such  contracts  have  entailed  a  large  and 
unnecessary  extra  expenditure  upon  the 
Indian  Exchequer  ;  and,  if  so,  to  what 
extent  'i 

The  TJNDEE  SECBETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  lows  Gorst}  (Chatham) : 
The  contracts  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
with  Messrs.  De  la  Bue  are — (1)  a  con- 
tract for  judicial  stamped  paper  made  in 
January,  1681,  which  expires  in  Septem- 
ber, ISttS;  and  (2)  a  contract  for  stamps 
made  in  January,  1881,  which  expires  in 
December,  1690.  These  contracts  were 
made  without  competition.  No  officials 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue  at  that  time  ad- 
vised the  SepfOtary  of  State  for  India ; 
but  he  had  before  him  the  contract  made 
by  the  Inland  Bevenuefor  British  stamps 
for  tho  Post  Office.  These  contracts 
were  renewals  of  previous  unexpired 
contracts,  in  which  higher  prices  were 
Bpeci6ed ;  and  it  is  impossible  now  to 
ascertain  whether  better  terms  could 
have  been  obtained  at  the  time  when 
they  were  made. 

Mit.  HANBUBY  gave  Notice  that  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  he 
would  call  attention  to  these  contracts, 
and  move  for  correspondence. 

Mn.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked,  whether  any  official  con- 
nected with  the  Stamp  Department  had 
made  a  Beport  as  to  a  probable  loss  of 
nearly  £500,000  on  account  of  contracts 
for  stamped  paper? 

Trb    SECBETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  had  no  information  on  the  subject. 
Mr.  Raikei 


POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
MARGARINE    IN    FDLHAM     WORK- 
HOUSE   INFIRMARY. 
Mb.    BOND  (Dorset,  E.)  asked    the 
President    of  the    Local    Government 
Board,  Whether   it  is  a  fact    that    the 
invalids  in  the  Fulham  Workhouse  In- 
firmary are  supplied  with  Dutch    mar- 
garine in  lieu  of  butter  ;  and,  whettier 
margarine  is  included  as  an  article  of 
food  for  invalids  in  the  Dietary  Table 
sanctioned   by  the   Local   Government 
Board  ? 

Thr  9ECBETABY  (Mr.  Loho)  (WUts, 
Devizes)  (who  replied)  said:  The  inmates 
of  the  Fulham  Union  Infirmary  are  at 
present  supplied  with  butter  purchased 
under  contract  which  is  described  as 
"Butter,  good,  3rd  Cork."  TheGuardians 
have  resolved,  at  the  expiration  of  the 
present  contract,  to  use  margarine  in- 
stead of  butter ;  and  have  accepted  a 
tender  for  the  supply  of  "Margarine, 
Jurgen's  best  Dutch  manufacture,"  for 
the  coming  year.  Under  the  Regulations 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  as  to  the 
infirmary  of  the  Fulham  Union,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Medical  Superintendent  to 
prescribe  the  dietary  for  the  sick  inmates, 
and  such  dietary  does  not  require  the 
sanction  of  the  Board. 

INDIA— THE  PORT  OP  ADEN. 
Ma.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  with  reference  to  the  Memorial 
addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  by  the  owners  of  steamships  which 
use  the  Port  of  Aden,  dated  the  16th  of 
April,  1885,  advocating  the  deepening 
of  the  Inner  Harbourof  Aden,  and  also 
to  the  reply  of  Mr.  J.  K.  Oros.i,  dated 
tho  20th  of  May,  1885,  stating  that  he 
had  recently  requested  the  Government 
of  India  to  consider  the  stops  nocRssaiy 
for  ostabiisliing  a  Harbour  Trust  for  tho 
Port,  on  whicli  the  commercial  com- 
munity should  bo  suitably  represented, 
and  to  which  should  be  entrusted  the 
duties  of  administering  the  Fort  funds, 
and  carrying  out  needful  improvements, 
inasmuch  as  a  Bill  was  passed  by  the 
Bombay  Legislative  Council  in  July, 
1887,  constituliug  a  Port  Trust  for  Aden 
for  the  above  purposes.  If  he  could  state 
when  the  Viceroy's  assent  to  the  Bill 
may  be  expected  and  the  Trust  formed, 
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80  that  the  work  of  deepening  the  Inner 
Harbour  may  be  proceeded  with  ? 

The  UNDEE  8ECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
A  telegram  was  sent  to  India  on  Satur- 
day in  reference  to  the  question  of  the 
Aden  Port  Trust  Bill;  but  an  answer 
has  not  yet  been  received. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 

—TRUSTEES. 

Mr.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  state  the  extended 
time  which  will  be  prescribed  within 
which  assent  for  the  exchange  of  any 
Consolidated  Three  per  Cent  Stock  or 
Beduced  Three  per  Cent  Stock  may  be 
signified,  under  the  National  Debt  con- 
version proposals  of  the  Government,  in 
the  case  of  Trustees,  or  persons  acting 
in  the  administration  of  the  Charity  to 
which  that  Stock  belongs  where  the  same 
stands  in  theaame  of  the  Official  Trustees 
of  Charitable  Funds  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St,  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  It  is  proposed  to  ex- 
tend the  time  in  which  Trustees,  being 
within  the  United  Kingdom,  may  express 
assent  to  conversion  of  Consols  or  Re- 
duced Threes  to  the  12th  of  May,  1888, 
a  longer  time  being  granted  if  they  are 
out  of  the  Kingdom.  The  case  of 
persons  acting  in  the  administration  of 
Charities  is  still  under  consideration. 

POST-OFFICE— PENSIONS  OF  LONDON 

POSTMEN. 

Mr.  SEAGER  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  will  recommend  an  increase  to  the 
present  allowance  of  7d.  per  year  for 
each  year  ofservice,  awarded  to  postmen 
in  London  when  they  retire  on  a 
pension ;  and,  whether,  if  the  pension 
were  raised  to  lOd,,  the  extra  3^.  could 
be  paid  out  of  the  surplus  moneys  at 
present  paid  into  the  Exchequer  by  the 
Post  Office,  and  arising  from  lapsed 
money  orders,  property  lost  in  unde- 
livered letters,  and  from  the  interest  on 
the  Guarantee  Fund,  now  paid  by  each 
postman  on  entering  the  service  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
hon.  Member's  Question  seems  to  imply 
that  a  postman's  pension  is  restricted  to 
7d.  a-year  for    each  year    of  seryice. 

YOL  OOOXXm,    [thibd  sebies.) 


Such,  however,  is  not  the  case.  Postmen, 
like  all  other  Civil  servants,  are  pen- 
sioned according  to  a  graduated  scale, 
and  this  scale  is  fixed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  would  be  contrary  to  practice 
to  pay  such  pensions  by  charges  on 
particular  Funds,  and  not  out  of  General 
Reyenue. 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)-DIS- 
TURBANCES  AT  ENNIS. 

Mr.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
Cox)  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  report  in  Th0 
Freeman^ 8  Journal  oi  the  12th  instant — 
namely,  that  while  tho  processionists 
who  had  taken  part  in  the  funeral  de- 
monstration in  honour  of  tho  late 
Stephen  Joseph  Me  any,  on  Sunday  1 1  th 
instant,  wore  returning  to  tho  railway 
station  at  Enuis,  two  companies  of  tho 
Leicestershire  Regiment  under  arms,  in 
command  of  their  officer  Captain  Clinton, 
and  Captain  Walsh,  Resident  Magis- 
trate, marched  through  the  streets  in  tho« 
same  direction  as  the  processionists, 
singing  alternately  '^God  save  the 
Queen,"  and  **Rule  Britannia,"  the 
officers  joining  in  the  songs ;  whether 
this  conduct  was  in  accordanco  with 
Military  Regulations ;  and,  what  notice 
he  proposes  to  take  of  tho  transaction  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  detachment  of  the  Leicestershire 
Regiment,  which  had  been  stationed  in 
the  Court-house  at  Ennis  during  the 
funeral,  marched  when  the  funeral  was 
over  to  their  barracks  at  Clare  Castle, 
and  as  they  marched  they  sang  '^God 
save  the  Queen"  and  **  Rule  Britannia." 
The  whole  body  of  troops  commonly  sing 
when  marching.  Thero  are  no  Regu- 
lations against  the  singing. 

Mb.  DILLON  TMayo,  E.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
priucipal  part  of  the  Question — whether 
Captain  Walsh,  Resident  Magistrate, 
in  charge  of  the  peace  of  tlie  district, 
was  marching  at  the  head  of  the  troops? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  replied,  that  he 
believed  Captain  Walsh  was  present, 
and  certainly  he  expressed  no  disap- 
proval of  what  took  place. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  the  Army  Estimates  I  will  call 
attention  to  this  matter,  and  point  out 
that  such  proceedings  are  not  calculate  4 
to  preserve  the  peace. 

3  Q 
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DISTRESSED  UNIONS  (IRELAND)  ACT. 

Mr.  FOLEY  (Galway,  Connemara) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
Government  will,  at  an  early  date,  make 
some  provision  for  relieving  the  Unions 
scheduled  under  the  Distressed  Unions 
(Ireland)  Act  introduced  during  the  last 
Session  ? 

Tub  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet")  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
bring  in  a  measure  to  deal  with  the 
distressed  Unions. 

CENTRAL  AFRICA- ATTACKS  BY  ARAB 
SLAVE  TRADERS. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Government  has 
any  information  that  several  Englishmen, 
including  Her  Majesty's  Consul  O'Neil. 
at  Mozambique,  were  recently  attacked 
by  Arabs  at  Zarouga,  Lake  Nyassa ; 
that,  previous  to  this  attack,  the  Arabs 
had  destroyed  14  Native  villages,  and 
massacred  the  inhabitants;  that  the 
Arabs,  having  as  their  object  the  estab- 
lishing of  a  slave  centre,  are  increasing 
in  such  numbers  as  to  seriously  menace 
the  British  Missions  upon  the  Lakes 
Nyassa  and  Tanganyika;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
taking  to  insure  the  safety  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  the  Lake  District;  does 
the  Portuguese  or  any  other  protectorate 
extend  over  all  the  Lake  District ;  and, 
if  so,  is  it  effective  for  the  protection  of 
the  settlers,  most  of  whom  are  British 
subjects ;  and,  is  it  true  that  Consul 
Hawes  is  on  his  way  home  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  In  reply  to  the  first  arti- 
cle in  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
have  already  fully  stated  the  informa- 
tion in  our  possession  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  on  February 
28,  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  London  (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  on 
March  2.  It  is  not  clear  how  the 
Europeans  became  involved  in  a  quarrel 
between  the  Arabs  and  the  tribes.  It 
did  not  originate  in  slave-raiding,  and 
there  was  no  massacre ;  and  we  are  not 
aware  that  the  Arabs  are  increasing  in 
numbers  dangerous  to  the  British  Mis- 


sions. There  is  no  protectorate  exer- 
cised over  the  country  where  these 
events  occurred  by  Portugal  or  any  other 
Power.  Consul  Hawes  had  proposed 
to  take  leave  of  absence,  but  has  de- 
ferred his  departure.  Since  the  answers 
to  which  I  have  referred,  we  have  heard 
that  on  the  23rd  of  December  the  Arabs 
had  been  attacked  by  the  Englishmen, 
who  had  stormed  and  burnt  their 
stockaded  village.  This  blow  had  de- 
stroyed the  means  of  mischief  and  in- 
fluence of  the  Arabs,  and  relieved  the 
Europeans  from  danger.  Owing  to  the 
want  of  supplies,  the  Europeans  had 
afterwards  gone  in  the  steamers  at  their 
disposal,  some  to  the  Free  Church 
Mission  Station  at  Miviniwanda,  and 
the  rest  with  the  Consul  to  Livingstonia, 
from  which  place  he  wrote  on  the  11th 
of  January. 

ROYAL  PARKS  AND  PLEASURE  GAR- 
DENS—RICHMOND  PARK— THE  OLA- 
RENCE  LANES,  ROEHAMPTON. 

Mr.    BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)   asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe- 
ther a  sum  of  £2,000  was  voted  by  Par- 
liament in  the  year  1874  for  the  pur- 
chase of  Clarence  Lanes,  Hoehampton, 
which  are  the  shortest  route  to  Rich- 
mond Park  from  the  central  and  western 
parts  of  London  ;  whether  this  purchase 
was  never  completed,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  a  much  larger  sum  was  demanded 
by  the  owners  of  the  lands ;    whether 
the  present    owner   of   the   lands   has 
recently  offered  to  transfer  them  to  the 
Office  of  Works  as  a  free  gift ;  whether 
the  Office  of  Works  has  refused  to  accept 
the  gift,  stating  that  the  Treasury  will 
not  permit  their  Office  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  the  lanes  in  repair ; 
whether  the  probable  cost  of  keeping 
the  lanes  in  repair  will   be   less  than 
£100  per  annum;    and,  whether,  with 
proper  management,  this  sum  could  bo 
provided  out  of  the  sum  now  allowed  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  roads  in  Rich- 
mond Park  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  No  Vote 
has  ever  been  taken  in  Parliament  for 
the  purchase  of  Clarence  Lanes.  In 
1869  the  Treasury  authorized  negotia- 
tions for  their  purchase  at  the  price  of 
£2,000  ;  but  the  negotiations  came  to 
nothing,  as  the  then  proprietor  held  out 
for  a  larger  sum.  In  1874  the  matter 
again  came  up  j  and  the  Office  of  Works 
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asked  the  Treasury  whether  they  were 
still  williDg  to  propose  that  Parliament 
should  contribute  £2,000  towards  freeing 
the  roads,  as  there  was  a  movement 
among  residents  in  the  neighbourhood 
to  raise  by  subscription  the  balance  of 
the  sum  demanded  by  the  proprietor 
(£2,500),  but  that  suggestion  was  not 
adopted.  It  is  true  that  the  present 
owner  of  the  lands  has  recently  offered 
to  transfer  them  to  the  Office  of  Works 
as  a  gift,  and  that  the  Offico  of  Works 
has  refused  to  accept,  because  the  Trea- 
sury will  not  undertake  the  expenses. 
The  cost  of  maintaining  the  roads  would 
not  probably  exceed  £100  a  year,  but  an 
expenditure  of  £200  would  be  required 
to  put  them  in  order ;  and  it  certainly 
would  not  be  possible  to  save  that 
amount  out  of  the  sums  allowed  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  in  Hichmond 
Park,  especially  as  this  year  those  sums 
have  been  considerably  out  down.  I 
may,  however,  add  that,  while  the  Go- 
vernment are  not  willing  to  undertake 
the  maintenance  of  these  roads,  which 
lie  outside  the  Park,  yet  if  those  roads 
were  otherwise  made  available  to  the 
public  the  Government  would  gladly 
provide  a  gate-keeper  and  keep  the  gate 
open. 

THE  SWEATING  SYSTEM— REPORT  OF 
MR.    BURNETT. 

Mk.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Burnett,  the  Labour  Cor- 
respondent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on 
the  sweating  system  at  the  East  End 
of  London,  and  also  to  the  evidence  as 
to  certain  Government  contracts  with 
sweaters,  given  before  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  while  inquiring  into  the 
supply  of  defective  stores  at  Woolwich  ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  intends 
to  adopt  in  all  Departments  one  of  the 
remedies  mentioned  in  Mr.  Burnett's 
Report— namely, 

"  Making  it  a  condition  of  all  Government 
clothing  contracts  that  thoy  must  not  be 
worked  oat  under  the  sweating  or  sub-  contract 
system  ?  " 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitu)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
attention  of  the  Government  has  been 
given  to  the  Report  of  Mr.  Burnett,  and 
they  have  agreed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  was  nominated 
on  the  9th  of  March,  to  inquire  into  the 


sweating  system.  Until  that  Committee 
has  reported,  it  would  bo  premature  to 
lay  down  any  general  Riilos  applying 
to  contractors  which  it  might  bo  impos- 
sible to  enforce;  but  all  the  influence  of 
the  Government  will  bo  exercised  in 
discouragement  of  the  system. 

CUIMIXAL      LAW     AND     rUOCEDUKK 

(lUELAND)  ACT,  1887— MR.  V. 

O'BUTEN.  M.P. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
It  is  this — Whether  ho  is  aware  that 
application  has  been  made  to  the  Crown 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Monaghan  (Mr.  P.  O'Brien)  to  havo  his 
appeal  against  a  sentence  of  four  months' 
imprisonment  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  now  fixed 
for  the  22nd  instant  at  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, postponed  for  a  day  or  two,  in 
order  to  enable  tho  Member  for  the 
Division  to  vote  on  the  Arrears  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Piimell),  and  that  the  application 
has  been  refused,  solely  on  the  ground 
that  such  postponement  would  be  incon- 
venient  to  the  counsel  for  the  Crown ; 
whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  Quarter 
Sessions  commence  on  the  22nd  instant, 
and,  in  the  ordinary  course,  are  likely 
to  extend  over  three  or  four  days,  and 
that,  therefore,  no  inconvenience  could 
arise  to  the  Judge  or  the  public  if  tho 
hearing  of  the  appeal  was  postponed 
until  Monday  next ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  make  arrangements  to  allow  tho 
hon.  Member  to  take  part  and  veto  on  a 
Bill  of  vital  consequence  to  his  consti- 
tuents ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
only  reached  him  about  half-past  2 
o'clock,  and  he  at  once  sent  over  to  Ire- 
land to  inquire  into  tho  facts.  Ho  was 
informed  that  it  was  true  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Monaghan  applied  to  have 
the  appeal  fixed  for  the  26th  instant; 
but  as  the  Judge  had  arranged  to  com- 
mence the  crimiual  business  on  the  27tli, 
and  as  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  was 
certain  to  occupy  more  than  one  day,  he 
could  not  accede  to  the  application .  Such 
matters  as  these  were  rather  for  the  Judge 
to  decide,  and  considerable  inconvenience 
might  arise  if  they  were  to  arrange  cases 
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without  reference  to  the  Judge.  The  i  if  the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
question  of  inconvenience  tocouneel  wan  '  inform  them  up  to  what  hour  the  Parlia- 
quito  a  minor  conaideration.  I  mentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Mn.  DILLON  eaJd,  the  right  hon .  ;  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  Hill   would   bo 
Gentleman  had  omitted  to  answer  a  very  I  taken  ? 

importaatpointof  the  Question,  and  that  i  The  FIRST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
W8B,  whether  the  application  waerefused,  |  Smith^  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
not  on  account  of  the  inconvenience  to  j  laiditho  60 roroment  would  not  take  the 
the  Judge,  but  on  account  of  incouTO-  \  Bill  after  1 1  o'clock. 


nienco  to  the  Crown  counsel  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  in- 
formation he  had  received  was  to  the 
opposite  effect.  He  was  informed  that 
the  reason  the  application  was  refused 
was  because  tho  Judge  had  arranged  t( 
commence  the  criminal  business  on  the 
27th  ;  and  if  the  trial  of  the  appeal  com- 
menced on  the  26th  it  would  break  the 
arrangements  of  the  Judge.  That  was 
the  only  reason.  He  had  given  the  hon. 
Gentleman  all  the  information  he  pos- 
sensed  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  DILLON :  This  is  reaUy 
portant  matter,  and  our  information  is 
directly  opposite  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  ["Oh,  oh'."]  I  think  I 
can  claim  a  little  indulgence.    I  am  not 

fling  to  enter  iuto  any  argument ;  but 
wish  to  state  we  have  received  a  tetter 
in  which  it  is  stated  that  the  reason  the 
application  was  refused  was  because  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  said  he 
would  not  consent  to  an  adjournment  to 
either  Saturday,  the  24th,  or  Monday, 
the  26th,  and  there  is  not  a  word  at  all 
about  inconvenience  to  the  Judge.  Will 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  further 
inquiries,  and  see  whether  arrangements 
cannot  be  made  for  postponing  the  appeal 
for  a  day  or  two  ? 
[No  reply.] 


Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  When  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  would  be  brought  on? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beaoh)  (Bristol,  W.j'aaid,  that 
there  was  no  chance  of  its  being  taken 
before  Easter. 

PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECRETAEY 
TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OF  IRE- 
LAND BILL. 

Ma.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  it  would  greatly  con- 
duce to  tho  convenience  of  the  House 


Mr.  A.J.  Balfour 


RIOTR,  &f.  (IRELAND)-DnUMLrSir, 
CO.  LONGFORD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  1  celand,  Whether  he  had 
any  information  as  to  the  police  having 
fired  upon  the  people  at  Drumllsh, 
County  Longford? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manoheeter,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  a  Report  stating 
that  on  17  police  trying  to  prevent  a 
public-house  being  wrecked  they  were 
furiously  attacked,  ^and  they  were  ob- 
liged, in  order  to  save  their  lives,  to  fire 
five  rounds  of  buckshot  and  one  revolver 
shot.  They  then  succeeded  in  dispere- 
inff  the  mob.  Four  persons  were  said 
to  be  injured  by  the  police  firing,  but  not 
seriously. 

POST    OFFICE     (IRELAND) -ENNIS 
POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  DEA8Y  {Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  If  he  has  received 
Memorials  from  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
Couuly  Clare  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
town  of  Ennis  pointing  out  the  want  of 
accommodation  in,  and  the  present  un- 
suitableness  of,  the  Ennis  Post  Office, 
and  praying  to  have  the  necessary  altera- 
tions made  in  the  existing  building,  ora 
new  one  erected  oa  a  suitable  site ;  and 
what  action  he  intends  taking  in  the 
matter? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
EAiKEs)(Cambridge University), in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  the  Memorial  re- 
ferred to,  and  the  subject  was  now  under 

MOTIONS. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)   BILL. 

MOTION  FOB  LEAVE.      FIRST   REATIINO. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  tue  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  (Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) : 
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Sir,  in  rising  to  move  for  leave  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  laws 
relating  to  Local  Government  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  which  stands  in  my 
name  on  the  Paper,  I  fear  I  shall  have 
to  make  a  rather  serious  and  unusual 
demand  upon  the  patience  and  attention 
of  the  House.  But  that  patience  and 
attention  are  never  withheld,  especially 
when  it  is  a  duty  of  no  ordinary  diffi- 
culty, such  aa  that  which  I  am  about  to 
perform  in  the  House  to-night.  That 
it  is  a  duty  of  unusual  difficulty  and 
complexity  I  am  certain  all  those  who  at 
any  time  have  studied  the  question  of 
Local  Government  must  be  fully  aware. 
I  feel  that,  without  the  aid  and  sympatliy 
of  the  House,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
me  adequately  to  discharge  the  duties 
that  rest  upon  me;  but,  with  the  know- 
ledge that  I  may  rely  on  that  aid  and 
sympathy,  I  shall  proceed  with  the 
difficult  task  that  lies  before  me  with 
confidence  and  hope.  The  desirability 
of  dealing  with  the  question  of  Local 
Government  is,  happily,  acknowledged 
by  both  political  Parties,  and  both 
Parties  have,  for  many  years  past,  been 
pledged  to  deal  with  it.  There  have 
been  few  Governments  in  recent  times 
which  have  not  had  Bills  in  more  or 
less  advanced  stages  on  the  subject. 
We  think  that  the  time  has  fully 
arrived  when  this  question  should  come 
out  of  the  region  of  promise  into  the 
region  of  performance,  and  we  rely,  in 
our  attempt  to  deal  with  this  question, 
on  the  co-operation  of  all  Parties  in 
this  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone),  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  gave  us  a  welcome  assurance 
on  this  subject.  He  promised  to  give 
us  his  cordial  assistance  ;  we  take  note 
of  that  promise,  and  we  thank  him  for 
it.  I  hope  that  ho  will  find  that  our 
proposals  rest  upon  such  a  deep  and 
broad  basis  as  will  justify  him  in  giving 
us  that  help,  support,  and  assistance 
without  which  we  feel  that  the  difficulties 
of  our  task  would  be  greatly  increased. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  truly  said  that 
there  was  not  any  great  force  of  public 
opinion  behind  this  question  to  help  us 
to  deal  with  it.  I  think  the  words 
he  used  were,  "the  propulsive  power 
is  unfortunately  weak."  It  is  quite 
true—and  I  think  all  who  have  studied 
this  question  must  admit — that  there  is 
no  great  and  active  force  of  public  opi- 


nion behind  us  on  this  subject.     While 
I   am   prepared   to   acknowledge  that 
that  has  its  disadvantages,  I  think  it  is 
also  attended  with  a  certain  amount  of 
advantage.     When  reforms  are  unduly 
delayed,  and  when  the  country  gains  an 
impression  that  those  reforms  are  not 
seriously  contemplated  by  either  of  the 
Parties  in  the  State,  public  opinion  un- 
doubtedly becomes  exacting,    excited, 
and  urgent,  and  I  think  that  the  pro- 
babilities of  dealing  with  a  large  question 
of  this  kind   satisfactorily  are  greatly 
impeded  in  such  a  state  of  circumstances 
as  that,  and  there  are  great  advantages 
in  dealing  with  this  question  in  a  spirit 
of  calmness  and  consideration  which  is 
well-nigh  impossible  when  the  state  of 
public    opinion    becomes    excited    and 
urgent  to  the  extent  I  have  described. 
And     why    is    there    no    great     and 
pressing  demand  in   the    country    be- 
hind this  great  measure  ?    I  think  it  is 
owing  greatly  to  the  fact  I  have  already 
stated — a   feeling   on   the  part   of  the 
people  that  both  great  political  Parties 
in  the  State  are  pledged  to  deal  with  the 
question.     I  think,  however,  it  is  also 
owing  very  largely  to  the  belief  on  the 
part  of  the  public  that  the  duties  of  the 
existing  County  Authorities  are  well  per- 
formed, and  that  there  does  not  exist 
any  amount    of  dissatisfaction  in  the 
public  mind  with  the  way  they  are  per- 
formed. The  government  of  the  counties 
by  Quarter  Sessions  is,  undoubtedly,  an 
anomaly.     No  one  can  doubt  that ;  but 
neither  do  I  think  anyone  can    doubt 
that,  on  the  whole,  it  has  been  not  only 
well  performed,  and  the  duties  have  been 
well  discharged,  but  unselfishly,  wisely, 
and  economically.     I  should  be  sorry  to 
think,  and  the  Government  also  would 
be  sorry  to  think,  that  in  any  reformed 
schemeof  County  Government  we  should 
not  obtain  the  same  assistance  and  help 
as  we  have  hitherto  been  able  to  obtain 
from  the  country  gentlemen  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  county  affairs.    The  duties 
of  the  magistrates  are,  administratively, 
comparatively  limited  in  character ;  and 
I  think,   if  it  had  not  been  desirable 
to  enlarge   the  powers  of  the  County 
Authorities,  there  would  not  probably 
have  been  even  the    limited    demand 
for  a  change  of  that  authority  which 
at  present  exists.     But  I  believe  that, 
although  there  is  no  great  and  urgent 
demand  for  a  change  in  the  character 
of  the    Governing    Body,    there    is  a 
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real  and  suLstanlial  demand  for  a 
system  of  decentralization  by  which 
many  of  the  duties  which  are  now  per- 
formed by  Central  Departments,  and  in 
some  cases  by  Parliament,  might  be  en- 
trusted to  County  Authorities,  if  they 
were  constituted  in  a  manner  which 
should  adequately  represent  the  public. 
I  have  said  that  there  is  a  demand  for 
decentralization ;  and  I  think  it  is  evi- 
dent that  if  wo  are  to  have  decentraliza- 
tion we  cannot  have  it  without  reform. 
It  is  that  which,  in  my  judgment,  more 
than  anything  else,  renders  it  necessary 
to  reconsider  tlie  constitution  of  our  Local 
Government  of  the  counties.  But  the 
question  arises  at  the  outset — are  we 
going  to  confine  our  proposals  with  re- 
ference to  this  question  simply  to  the 
setting  up  of  a  new  Body  on  a  more 
popular  basis  for  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  the  counties  ?  Are  we 
going  to  extend  our  reforming  hand  to 
other  Bodies  administering  local  affairs 
within  the  area  of  the  county?  It  is 
quite  certain  that  if  we  were  to  set  up  a 
llepresentative  Body  such  as  is  pro- 
posed for  county  affairs  it  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  avoid  also  the  con- 
sideration of  the  composition  of  the 
Local  Bodies  throughout  the  county.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  us  to  shut  our 
eyes  to  the  confusion  of  areas  within 
the  counties,  and  to  the  number  of 
different  authorities.  We  purpose, 
therefore,  not  only  to  deal  with  the 
powers  and  composition  of  the  Central 
Governing  Body  in  the  county,  but  also 
with  the  powers  and  composition  of  the 
Local  l^odies  within  the  area.  I  have 
said  that,  in  my  opinion,  the  desire  that 
further  powers  than  those  which  are 
possessed  by  the  County  Authorities 
should  bo  given  to  a  Central  Body  in 
the  county  is  much  more  prevalent  in 
the  country  generally  than  the  desire 
for  a  mere  change  in  the  Governing 
Body ;  and  therefore  it  may  be  con- 
venient if  I,  at  the  outset,  ask  the 
HouFO  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
powers  which  wo  shall  propose  should  be 
given  to  tho  Central  County  Council 
whun  it  is  established.  I  may  say, 
broadly,  that  so  far  as  the  judicial  work 
of  the  county  magistrates  is  concerned 
we  propose  to  leave  that  untouched.  We 
propose,  however,  to  transfer  to  tho  new 
Bodies  all  tho  existing  administrative 
powers  of  tho  Justices  in  respect  of 
County  Eatos  and  financial  business, 

JUr.  RitckU 


County  Buildings,  County  Bridges,  the 
provision  and  management  of  the  County 
Lunatic  Asylums,  the  establishment  and 
maintenance  of  Kefonnatory  and  Indus- 
trial Schools,  the  granting  of  Liconees 
for  Music  and  Dancing,  the  granting  of 
Licences  for  tho  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors — which  I  shall  deal  with  sepa- 
rately presently — tho  division  of  the 
county  into  Polling  Districts  for  Par- 
liamentary Elections,  the  cost  of  the 
Registration  of  Voters,  tho  executing 
the  Acts  relating  to  Explosives,  the 
execution  of  tho  Acts  relating  to  the 
Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals,  the 
Adulteration  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
Weights  and  Measures,  and  various 
other  minor  matters  with  which  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House.  We  also  pro- 
pose to  entrust  to  the  County  Councils 
certain  duties  with  reference  to  Main 
Beads  in  the  counties.  The  present  ar- 
rangements with  reference  to  main  roads 
in  the  counties  are  that  they  are  main- 
tained by  Highway  Boards  in  highway 
districts,  by  parish  surveyors  in  parishes, 
by  Town  Councils  in  boroughs,  and  by 
Local  Boards  and  Improvement  Com- 
missioners in  other  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts. Until  last  year,  the  county  paid 
out  of  tho  county  fund  one-half  of  the 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads  in 
the  county,  and  one-quarter  was  paid  out 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  Highway  Autho- 
rities— that  is  to  say,  these  authorities 
received  one-half  from  the  County  Rate 
and  one- quarter  from  the  Exchequer. 
One-half  of  the  county  contribution  was 
repaid  from  the  Exchequer  as  a  tem- 
porary arrangement  last  year.  But 
we  think  that  tho  repair  of  main 
roads  ought  to  bo  a  county  matter 
rather  than  a  parochial  matter.  We 
propose,  therefore,  that  in  future  the 
county  shall  undertake  the  repair  of  all 
main  roads  in  the  county,  whether  in 
Quarter  Sessions,  boroughs,  or  otherwise. 
With  reference  to  boroughs,  we  propose 
that  tbey  may,  if  they  think  it  right, 
call  upon  the  County  Authority  to 
compound  with  them  for  tho  maintenance 
of  their  roads  within  tho  borough,  bo- 
cause  it  is  evident  in  boroughs,  whether 
Quarter  Sessions  or  others,  the  Town 
Council  may  desire  to  incur  a  larger  ex- 
penditure on  their  roads  than  the  County 
Authority  may  feel  justified  in  incurring. 
We  also  give  a  new  power  in  connection 
with  ordinary  highways.  In  some  parts 
of  the  county  there  are  highways  which  | 
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although  not  main  roads,  are  very  much 
used  by  the  county  at  large,  but  which 
are  at  present  entirely  repairable  by  the 
Highway  Authorities.  We  propose  to  give 
to  the  County  Council  the  power,  if  they 
choose,  to  contribute  towards  the  main- 
tenance,  repair,  enlargement,  and  im- 
provement of  any  highway  in  the  county 
which  may  be  largely  used,  although  it 
be  not  a  main  road.  As  the  House  is 
aware,  the  County  Police  is  at  present 
entirely  under  the  control  of  Quarter 
Sessions ;  and  the  question  arises  whe- 
ther the  control  of  the  police  should  be 
considered  a  judicial  or  an  administra- 
tive matter.  No  doubt  a  great  deal  can 
be  said  for  either  contention.  Unques- 
tionably on  the  efficiency  of  the  police 
the  security  for  the  preservation  of  order 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  law  largely 
rests.  At  present  the  Government  con- 
tributes one-half  of  the  cost  of  the  police, 
which  may  be  withheld  in  the  event  of 
the  police  not  obtaining  a  certificate 
of  efficiency.  The  Government  grant 
in  aid  of  the  police  is,  under  the 
Bill,  no  longer  to  be  paid ;  and,  there- 
fore, that  safeguard  will,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, cease.  It  may  be  contended  that, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  police  in 
boroughs  are  maintained  and  governed 
by  the  Councils  of  the  boroughs,  so  also 
ought  the  police  of  the  county  to  be 
maintained,  controlled,  and  administered 
by  the  County  Councils.  But  no  one  can 
fail  to  observe  that  the  conditions  of 
town  and  county  are  very  different. 
The  inhabitants  of  the  borough  have 
been  for  many  years  accustomed  to 
municipal  government,  and  they  have 
become  educated  in  the  science  of 
government  to  a  degree  which  it  will 
take  the  counties  some  years  to  attain. 
The  borough  is  also  a  much  more  homo- 
geneous area  than  the  county.  It  has 
well-defined  limits,  and  compares  very 
favourably  in  that  respect  with  the 
widespread  and  loosely  connected  area 
of  a  county.  We  are  of  opinion,  there- 
fore, that  the  question  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  police  should  be  considered 
as  partaking  partly  of  the  judicial  and 
partly  of  the  administrative  character. 
We,  therefore,  propose  that  the  raising 
and  management  of  the  police  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  a  joint  committee  of  the 
County  Council  and  of  Quarter  Ses- 
aions.  We  propose  that  the  appoint- 
ment and  control  of  the  Chief  Constable 
should  remain  as  at  present,  but  that 


otherwise  the  powers  of  Quarter  Sessions 
in  reference  to  the  management  of  the 
County  Police  should  be  vested  in  the 
joint  committee  of  the  County  Council 
and  Quarter  Sessions.  Then  we  propose 
to  give  to  County  Councils  certain  powers 
with  reference  to  the  Rivers  Pollution 
Prevention  Act  of  1876.  The  House  is 
aware  that  the  power  of  putting  that 
Act  in  force  is  at  present  in  the  hands 
of  the  Sanitary  Authorities  throughout 
the  country,  and  no  one  could  have 
filled  the  Office  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold  without  having  had  many  occa- 
sions to  observe  that  complaints  are 
made— oftentimes  justifiable — that  the 
Sanitary  Authorities  are  not  very  prompt 
in  putting  into  execution  the  powers  of 
the  Hi  vers  Pollution  Prevention  Act ; 
and  I  have  sometimes  observed  that 
the  reason  of  that  is  most  obvious, 
because  in  many  cases  the  Sanitary 
Authorities  themselves  are  the  princi- 
pal offenders.  It  has  often  been  repre- 
sented to  us  that  certain  alterations  in 
the  law  are  required  in  reference  to  the 
powers  under  that  Act,  and  that  the  Act 
should  be  extended  so  as  to  deal  with 
some  pollutions  which  it  is  said  cannot 
be  dealt  with.  We  do  not  propose  to 
make  any  amendment  in  the  law  in 
that  respect.  Whatever  may  have  to 
be  done  in  regard  to  it  must  be  done 
with  great  care  and  caution ;  but  we 
do  propose  to  give  such  powers  to  the 
County  Authorities  as,  we  think,  will 
greatly  increase  the  efficiency  of  the 
existing  Act.  We  propose  to  give 
power  to  the  County  Authority  to  en- 
force the  provisions  of  that  Act  in  any 
part  of  the  county,  and  that  this  power 
shall  not  be  in  substitution  of  the  power 
possessed  by  Sanitary  Authorities,  but 
concurrent  with  the  power  of  Sanitary 
Authorities.  We  propose  also  to  trans- 
fer certain  powers  possessed  by  Public 
Departments  to  the  new  County  Autho- 
rities. It  now  devolves  upon  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  make  all  Provisional  Orders 
under  the  Piers  and  Harbours  Act,  the 
Tramways  Act,  the  Electric  Lighting 
Act,  and  the  Gas  and  Waterworks 
Facilities  Acts  as  regards  Companies. 
All  the  powers  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
with  respect  to  the  making  of  Provisional 
Orders  under  these  several  Acts  we  pro- 
pose to  transfer  to  the  County  Councils. 
As  regards  the  Local  Government  Board, 
it  is  proposed  to  vest  in  the  County 
Councils  the  powers  of  that  Board  with 
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reiFBrd   to  the  makioe   of  ProviBional  ,  .    „       

Order..,  to  ,rh.m..ofloc.l  Authorities  \  «"~  ■:.S™*,lS't^„°/,, 
under  til e  Oas  and   Waterworlcs  tacili 

tiea  AclB.  At  present  tbe  Local  Govern 
nient  Board,  in  tlie  case  of  complaint  of 
defniilt  on  tLe  part  of  a  Sanitary  Au- 
tbopity  in  providing  their  district  with 
proper  sewerage  or  water  supply, 
or  in  performing  other  duties,  ari 
empowered  to  direct  inquiries  to  bi 
made,  and,  if  they  ara  satisBed  that 
the  complaint  has  been  established, 
to  issue  ao  Order  directing  the  autho- 
rity to  discliarge  tlioee  duties.  H 
tlio  autliority  fail  to  comply  with  the 
Order,  the  Local  Qoverciment  Board 
are  empowered  either  to  enforce  the 
Order  by  mandaii^un,  or  themselves 
to  execute  the  work  at  the  cost  of 
the  authority.  These  powers  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  it  is  pro- 
posed should  be  vested  in  the  County 
Councils.  Tlie  powers  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  aa  regards  sanotion- 
ing  market  tolls,  fixing  the  scale  of 
charges  in  respect  of  water  supply,  tha 
inve^tmeut  of  a  iiural  Sanitary  Autho- 
rity with  the  powers  of  an  Urban 
Sanitary  Authority,  tho  settlement  of 
dtsputea  as  to  boundaries,  and  other 
matters  under  the  Public  Health 
Act,  the  Publio  Health  (Water)  Act, 
the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Acts,  tho  Valua- 
tion of  Property  (Metropolis)  Act, 
tho  Sale  of  Food  and  Prugs  Act,  and 
certain  other  duties  are  transferred  to 
tho  County  Council.  I  have  stated  now 
the  main  powers  which  are  proposed  to 
be  conferred  at  present  on  the  County 
CoimcilB  ;  but  wo  anticipate  that  at  some 
future  time  it  may  be  desirable  to  cast 
even  more  extensive  powers  than  these 
upon  them.  We  believe  that  we  ought 
not  to  commit  tho  mistake  of  doing  that 
at  the  very  outset.  It  Is  dangerous,  we 
tliink,  to  overload  our  machine  at  start- 
ing; but  we  think  that  we  should  so 
construct  it  as  to  be  capable  of  having 
more  work  put  upon  it  when  it  becomes 
accustomed  to  tho  tvork  and  is  running 
smoothly.  Wo  believe  tliatour  machine 
will  be  so  consfructed  ;  and  although  we 
propose  to  confer  very  considerable 
powers  upon  tbe  new  Body,  wo  look  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  larger  powers 
may  bo  given  to  it,  and  we  have  pro- 
vided accordingly.  As  the  clause  is  a 
very  wido  one,  it  may  be  desirable  that 
I  should  read  it  to  the  House.  It 
Bays— 
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It  ahall  be  lawful  for  Her  Uajetty  the 
en  in  Council,  if  satiaGod  of  such  approval 
heceinsfter  mentioned,  from  time  to  time  bv 
order  to  transfer  lo  t  he  Council  of  >  county  such 
powen,  duties,  and  liabilitiea  o(  Hor  Majeaty'a 
Privy  Council,  a  Secretary  of  Slate,  the  Board  ot 
Trade,  the  Ixical  Government  Board,  or  the 
Education  Dopartment,  or  any  other  Oovern* 
ment  Department  ai  are  conferred  by  or  in 
purauance  of  any  atatuto  and  appear  to  Her 
Majesty  to  relate  to  matter*  anaing  within 
tha  county  and  to  be  of  an  administrativo 
character ;  also  any  such  powers,  duties,  and 
liabilities  arising  within  tha  county  of  any 
CommiaaioDera  of  Sewora,  Conaerratora,  or 
other  public  body,  corporate  or  unincorpo- 
rata  (not  being  the  Corporation  of  a  Municipal 
Boronjfh  or  an  urban  or  rural  authority),  aa  are 
conferred  by  or  in  purauance  of  any  atatute, 
and  such  order  shall  mslie  auch  provisions  aa 
appear  nerCBSary  or  proper  for  carrying  into 
effect  Buch  transfer,  aod  for  thatpurpoie  may 
transfer  any  power  veated  in  Her  Majesty  in 
Council.  Provided  that  before  any  such  order  is 
madotho  draft  thereof,  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  Board,  orDapartment  concerned,  or  ap- 
proved by  tho  (Jommiaaionera,  Conaarvators,  Or 
body  corporate  or  unincorporate  whose  powers, 
duties,  and  liabilities  are  affected  thereby,  shall 
be  laid  before  each  House  of  Parliament  for 
not  IdM  tbaa  thirty  days  on  which  such  Uouae 
ia  sitting,  and  if  the  Uouae  before  tha  expira- 
tion of  such  thirty  days  presents  an  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  against  the  draft,  or  any  part 
thereof,  no  further  proceedings  shall  be  taken 
thereon,  without  prejudice  to  the  making  of 
any  new  draft  order,  but  otherwiaa  the  draft  or 
Each  part  Ihercof  aa  ia  not  the  subject  oE  any 
such  Address  shall  ho  deemed  to  be  approved  by 
Parliament." 

The  House  will  thus  see  that  we  have 
provided  an  easy  moans  by  which  tho 
powers  now  proposed  to  be  conferred 
on  tho  County  Authorities  may  at  a 
future  time  bo  largely  increased.  We 
also  impose  on  the  County  Council  an 
important  duty  in  connection  with  tbe 
maintenanco  of  the  indoor  poor.  It  has 
often  been  urged  that  tbe  cost  ot  the 
maintenance  of  the  indoor  poor  falls 
unfairly  on  real  property,  and  also  that 
the  area  of  its  incidence  ought  to  ba 
enlarged.  It  has  been  sometimes  con- 
tended, on  the  other  hand,  that  to_  en- 
large tbe  incidencQ  of  the  contributions 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  indoor 
poor  might  possibly  result  in  centraliza- 
tion and  extravagance.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  force  in  tho 
argument  that  has  been  urged  from  that 
point  of  view.  I  have  also  no  doubt  in 
my  own  mind  that  although  the  system  of 
Unions  largely  helps  poor  localities  in 
those  Unions,  yet  it  would  bo  very 
desirable,  if  it  could  bo  done,  to  spread 
ler  a  still  larger  area  than  the  Union 
portion  of  the  cost  of  tho  maintenance 
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of  the  indoor  poor.    We  think  that  it 
can  be  done  without  incurring  either  of 
the  dangers  that  I  have  indicated  ;  and 
what  we  propose  is  to  impose  on  the 
County  Council  the  duty  of  contributing 
4d.  per  head  per  day  for  every  indoor 
pauper  in  the  Unions  throughout  their 
county.     How  the  money  is  to  be  pro- 
vided,  and   whether  from  personal  or 
from  other  property,  must  stand  over 
until  we  reach  the  financial  part  of  the 
question.     We  also  g^ve  to  the  County 
Authority   certain    powers    with  refer- 
ence to   the  promotion   of  emigration. 
At    present,   as    many  hon.    Members 
will  know,  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor 
have    certain    powers    with    reference 
to  emigration,  and  they  may,   if  they 
BO  please,  pay  the  cost  of  the  emigration 
of  poor  persons  within  their  jurisdiction. 
But  I  feel  sure  that  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  if  we  could  give  any  rea- 
sonable assistance  to  promote  any  well- 
considered  scheme  of  emigration  with- 
out bringing  those  who  desire  to  emigrate 
within  the  pale  of  the  Poor  Law,  it  would 
be  extremely  desirable.     We  know  that 
many  countries  abroad  regard  with  little 
favour  the  immigration  of  those  who  were 
sent  out  by  means  of  the  poor  rate  ;  and 
in  some  countries  they  are  not  received 
at  all.     Well,  can  nothing  be  done,  by 
means  of  this  Bill,  to  assist  those  who 
desire   to   emigrate  before    they  come 
upon  the  poor  rate  ?    Can  anything  be 
done — can  a  machinery  be  created  by 
which  those    who  desire   to   emigrate 
may  be  assisted  othernrise  than  by  that 
means  ?   We  know  that  there  are  many 
societies  existing  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting  emigration.      There    are    also 
associations  in  the  Colonies  themselves 
who  would  gladly  render  assistance  to 
any   well-considered    scheme    of    emi- 
grating fit  persons.  But  no.  means  exist, 
BO  far  as  I  know,  at  present  by  which  any 
assistance  can  be  given  in  this  country 
in  this  direction  without  a  Vote  being  pro- 
posed by  Parliament.  We  think  that  cer- 
tain powers  in  connection  with  this  matter 
may  very  fairly  be  put  upon  the  county  ; 
and  we  propose  to  authorize  the  County 
Council  to  make  advances  to  any  per- 
son or  bodies  of  persons,  corporate  or  un- 
incorporate,  for  aiding  emigration,  and  to 
give  them  power  where  there  is  reason- 
able cause  for  believing  that  the  amount 
so  advanced  will  be  repaid  by  the  emi- 
grants, with  or  without  '^  guarantee  for 
repayment "  from  the  Colonial  Qovern- 


ment, or  from  any  other  person  or  per- 
sons.      We  believe  that,  if  the  House 
so  approves,  it  will  be  a  desirable  stimu- 
lant to  emigration,  and  greatly  relieve 
much  of  the  distress  of  which  we  lately 
unfortunately  have  heard  so  much,  and 
which,  I   am   sure,    we   all    so    deeply 
deplore.  I  believe  that  with  proper  care 
this  may  be  done  without  burdening  the 
rates.     We  also  propose  to  give  County 
Councils  powers  to  make  other  charges 
which    will    entail    upon    the    county 
other     contributions    in    lieu    of    cer- 
tain    contributions    now    made    from 
the    Exchequer.      But   the    details   in 
connection   with  these  I  shall  explain 
when  I  come  to  the  financial  part  of 
the  question.       With  reference  to  the 
finances  of  the  county,  I  may  say  that 
we  give  to  the  County  Councils  borrowing 
powers,  for  the  purpose  of  any  duty  im- 
posed upon  them  or  authorized  by  the 
Act ;  and  we  also  give  them  powers  to 
borrow  money  for  the  purpose  of  lending 
to  other  authorities  within  their  juris- 
diction, for  it  may  very  well  be  that  the 
county  may  be  able  to  raise  money  at  a 
more  favourable  rate  than  could  be  done 
by  the  minor  Local  Authorities,  some  of 
which  are  very  small.     We  preserve  the 
powers  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
with  reference  to  their  consent  to  the 
exercise  of  these  borrowing  powers  by 
the  County  Council.   The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  will  also  audit  the  accounts, 
and  we  propose  to    impose  an  obliga- 
tion on  the  County  Authority  to  make 
out  a  budget  of  their  receipts  and  ex- 
penditure at  the  commencement  of  their 
financial  year,   so    that    ratepayers  in 
the  county  may  understand  the  whole 
scheme  of  expenditure  and  income  once 
for  all   at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
Having    explained  to   the  House    the 
powers  we  propose   to  confer  on  the 
new  Body,  I  now  come  to  consider  the 
question    of    the    constitution    of   the 
Body  and  the  area  in  which  it  is  to  bo 
elected.     First  of  all,  in  referenue  to  the 
question  of  area,  the  House  will  readily 
understand  that  it  is  one  of  the  most 
difficult  of  all  the  many  difficult  sub- 
jects connected  with  the  reform  of  Local 
Government.    There  are  172  Poor  Law 
Unions    and    65   Boroughs   and  other 
Urban  Sanitary  Districts  situate  in  more 
than  one  county.    No  one  can  doubt 
that  it  is  extremely  desirable,  if  it  be 
possible,    that  these  areas  should    be 
brought  within  the  county  and  made 
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coterminous  with  the  county.  Feeling 
the  desirability  of  securing  this,  we 
asked  the  House  last  Session  to  pass  an 
Act  empowering  certain  Boundary  Com- 
missioners to  inquire  into  the  subjecti 
with  the  view  of  making  recommenda- 
tions which  might  have  the  effect  of 
bringing  overlapping  areas  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  counties.  I  ought  not 
to  refer  to  this  matter  without  saying 
how  greatly  we  all  appreciate  the  labour 
the  Commissioners  have  expended  in 
performing  an  extremely  difficult,  com- 
plicated, and  delicate  task.  But  we  can- 
not shut  our  eyes  to  the  fact  that 
there  is  nothing  which  has  created  more 
feeling  throughout  the  country  than  the 
supposition  on  the  part  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  counties  that  either  their  County 
boundaries  or  their  Union  boundaries 
are  to  be  altered.  The  feeling  which 
has  been  created  has  differed  with  re- 
spect to  these  two  classes  of  boundaries, 
and  undoubtedly  the  strongest  feeling 
has  been  indicated  with  reference  to  any 
alteration  in  the  ancient  landmarks  of 
the  country.  This  feeling  is  not  by  any 
means  confined  to  those  with  whom  I 
am  politically  associated ;  but  it  has 
been  evidenced  quite  as  much,  I  believe, 
in  the  ranks  of  those  who  are  not  con- 
nected with  the  Party  on  this  side,  as  it 
has  among  the  Members  of  the  Party 
sitting  on  the  other  side.  It  is  a  feeling 
entirely  sentimental ;  but  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  understand  that  a  sentimental 
grievance  is  by  no  means  the  least 
difficult  to  overcome.  So,  with  re- 
ference to  the  alteration  of  the  Unions, 
there  has  been  great  feeling  evinced  on 
this  point,  but  for  different  reasons. 
I  am  not  going  now  to  argue  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  the  Unions,  as 
originally  fixed,  were  fixed  wisely  or 
judiciously.  But,  undoubtedly,  whether 
they  were  wisely  or  unwisely  fixed  origi- 
nally or  not,  people  have  become  accus- 
tomed to  the  boundaries  of  Unions  as 
they  exist  at  the  present  time.  Thero 
are  two  great  and  important  questions 
involved  here.  There  is,  first,  the  finan- 
cial question  ;  and,  secondly,  the  ques- 
tion of  convenience.  The  financial 
question  is  a  grave  one,  for  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  if  alterations  of  Unions 
are  to  bo  made,  it  will  often  happen 
that  they  may  have  to  be  made  in  con- 
nection with  large  alterations  in  the 
incidence  of  taxation.  So,  also,  with 
reference  to  the  question  of  convenience, 
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these  matters  have  to  be  considered  not 
alone  in  connection  with  the  convenience 
of  the  Guardians  themselves,  but  also 
with  the  convenience  of  the  poor ;  and 
in  any  suggested  alteration  of  the  Unions 
it  is  impossible  to  leave  out  all  con- 
sideration of  the  question  of  access  and 
tho  position  of  the  workhouse,  which 
forms  so  important  an  element  in  our 
Union  system.  Therefore,  whether  you 
regard  this  question  of  the  alteration  of 
boundaries  from  a  County  point  of  view 
or  from  the  Union  point  of  view,  all  must 
acknowledge  that  it  is  attended  with 
difficulties  so  great,  that  if  we  wore  to 
make  it  a  necessary  condition  of  our 
measure  that  these  alterations  should 
be  made,  our  Bill  would  certainly  bo 
gravely  imperilled ;  and  undoubtedly, 
also,  it  would  be  impossible  to  bring  the 
Bill  into  operation  within  any  reasonable 
time,  because  of  the  difficulties  attending 
the  adjustment  of  these  boundaries. 
We  have,  therefore,  to  submit  to  tho 
House  upon  this  question  proposals 
which,  I  trust,  will  be  regarded  as  satis- 
factory! "We  do  not  desire  to  delay  the 
election  and  the  assembling  of  the  new 
Councils  one  day  longer  than  is  neces- 
sary. We  propose,  therefore,  that,  at 
any  rate  for  the  first  election  to  tho 
County  Councils,  the  present  area  shall  be 
the  geographical  county  as  it  is  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  but  with  certain  altera- 
tions and  certain  exceptions.  There  are 
some  municipal  boroughs  and  large  and 
important  urban  sanitary  districts  whioli 
are  in  more  than  one  county.  I  have 
already  given  the  number  of  these— 65. 
There  is  no  question  of  sentiment  involved 
here  as  to  any  alteration  which  may 
be  rendered  necessary  to  bring  these 
boroughs  and  urban  areas  into  one 
county ;  neither  is  there  any  question 
of  the  alteration  of  the  incidence  of 
charges,  because  the  county  rate  does 
not  greatly  vary,  and  it  will  only 
be  on  the  county  rate  that  any  al- 
teration can  take  place  if  we  enact 
that  these  urban  districts  shall  be  in 
one  county.  Tho  House  will  readily  soo 
that  it  is  impossible  to  contemplate  tho 
giving  of  any  control  of  any  kind  within 
these  districts  to  two  different  County 
Councils.  We,  therefore,  propose  that 
all  municipal  boroughs  and  urban  dis- 
tricts which  overlap  two  counties  shall 
be  held  to  be  within  tho  county  in  which 
the  largest  portion  of  thoir  population 
is  situated  ;  and,  with  these  exceptions, 
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wo  propose  that  the  first  election  shall 
take  place  withia  the  geographical 
county.  We  propose  that  the  county 
id  to  be  divided  out  into  electoral  divi- 
sions consisting  of  sanitary  districts,  com- 
binations of  sanitary  districts,  and  por- 
tions of  sanitary  districts;  and  we 
provide  that  where  a  Union  is  in  more 
than  one  county,  the  portion  within  one 
county  shall  bo  either  considered  a 
separate  sanitary  district,  or  shall  be 
added  to  an  adjoining  rural  sanitary 
district  in  tho  same  county.  So  far  as 
it  is  possible  to  arrange,  we  propose  that 
the  electoral  districts  shall  have  about 
an  equal  population  and  return  each 
one  member.  We  propose  to  impose 
upon  the  Local  Government  Board  tho 
duty  of  fixing  the  numbers  for  each 
county ;  and  it  is  obvious  that  this  can 
only  be  done  by  a  close  examination  of 
the  circumstances  of  each  county,  and 
that  no  arrangement  in  the  Bill  fixing  the 
numbers  for  so  many  thousands  of  people 
can  possibly  be  satisfactory,  because,  if 
that  were  done,  a  large  county  would  in 
that  case  have  a  ridiculously  large 
Council,  and  a  small  county  hardly 
any  Council  at  all;  and,  therefore, 
it  is  impossible  to  fix  any  general 
number  which  will  enable  divisions 
to  return  one  member  in  all  counties 
throughout  England  and  Wales.  We 
propose  to  impose  on  the  existing  County 
Authority  the  duty  of  dividing  the  county 
into  electoral  divisions  in  districts  other 
than  municipal  boroughs  entitled  to 
one  or  more  representatives.  Boroughs 
will,  in  that  case,  fix  their  own  divi- 
sions where  they  have  more  than  one 
member.  May  I  now,  for  a  moment, 
recapitulate  the  mode  that  will  be 
adopted,  as  it  is  desirable  that  that 
should  be  clearly  understood?  Muni- 
cipal boroughs  and  urban  districts,  when 
in  more  than  one  county,  shall  be  con- 
sidered to  be  in  the  county  where  the 
largest  portion  of  their  population  is 
situate.  Kural  sanitary  districts  in  more 
than  one  county  shall  be  divided.  Elec- 
toral divisions  will  consist  of  sanitary  dis- 
tricts or  parts  or  combinations  of  sanitary 
districts.  Each  division  will  return  one 
member.  The  Local  Government  Board 
will  fix  the  number  for  each  county,  which 
will  vary.  They  will  inform  each  muni- 
cipal borough  entitled  to  one  or  more 
representatives  how  many  members  are 
apportioned  to  it,  and  the  Council  will 
define  the  diyiaions  for  elections.    They 


will  inform  the  present  County  Authority 
how  many  members  are  apportioned  to  the 
rural  sanitary  and  local  government  dis- 
tricts, and  Quarter  Sessions  will  divide  the 
areas  into  single-member  divisions.  This 
arrangement  of  boundaries  and  electoral 
divisions  may  be  altered  subsequently 
to  the  first  election.  We  provide  that  tho 
Heports  of  the  Boundaries  Commission 
shall  be  referred  to  the  County  Council 
affected  by  the  Report.  They  are  to 
make'proposals  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  the  purpose  of  adjusting  the 
boundaries  of  their  counties  and  other 
areas  of  local  government,  with  a  view 
of  securing  that  no  such  area  shall  be 
in  more  than  one  county.  And  tho 
Local  Government  Board,  on  the  report 
of  the  county  or  borough  that  the  altera- 
tion of  the  borough  or  county  is  de- 
sirable, or  that  the  alteration  of  the 
boundaries  or  numbers  of  the  electoral 
divisions  is  desirable,  may  make  an 
order  for  such  alteration ;  but  this  order, 
if  it  alters  the  boundaries  of  the  county 
or  borough,  must  be  confirmed  by  Par- 
liament. Parliament  will  thus  have  an 
opportunity  of  fully  considering  every 
proposal  that  will  be  made  by  the  County 
Council  for  the  alteration  of  the  boun- 
daries both  of  boroughs  and  of 
counties.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
constitution  of  the  County  Council. 
Several  suggestions  have  been  made. 
One  was  that  the  Council  should  con- 
sist  of  delegates  from  the  Boards  of 
Guardians.  I  am  afraid  that  we 
feel  bound  to  put  aside  at  once  such  a 
suggestion  as  that.  We  feel  that  no 
system  of  delegated  elections  would  by 
any  means  prove  satisfactory.  We 
believe  that  it  is  essential  that  whoever 
shall  be  the  representatives  of  the  con- 
stituencies on  tho  County  Councils 
should  be  checked  by  the  healthy  test 
of  direct  contact  with  those  who  elect 
them.  Another  suggestion  was  that  the 
County  Council  should  consist  partly  of 
owners  and  partly  of  occupiers.  Un- 
doubtedly there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
for  that  suggestion ;  but  I  think,  from 
many  points  of  view,  it  is  open  to  gravo 
objection.  I  think  it  might  set  up,  both 
at  the  poll  and  in  the  County  Council, 
an  antagonism  between  the  classes — the 
owners  and  the  occupiers — which  would 
be  most  objectionable  to  have,  either 
at  the  poll  or  at  the  County  Council, 
and  those  whose  interests  are  really 
identical  might  be  brought  to  believe 
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that  their  interests  are  antagonistic.  In 
my  opinion,  such  a  feeling  as  that  would 
be  directly  contrary  to  any  good  or  sound 
system  of  Local  GovernmeDt.  Then  it 
has  been  suggested  that  the  Council 
should  consist  partly  of  elective  and 
partly  of  non- elective  members.  We 
feel  as  strongly  as  anyone  the  great  de- 
sirability of  securing  upon  the  new 
County  Councils  the  services  of  those 
who  in  the  past  have  so  ably  and  effi- 
ciently managed  the  affairs  of  the 
county.  But  I  think,  if  the  House  were 
to  accept  such  a  principle  as  that  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  the  practical  result  would 
be  very  unsatisfactory.  It  would  not  only, 
in  my  opinion,  diminish  the  influence 
of  the  country  gentlemen,  but  would 
diminish  the  influence  of  the  County 
Councils.  It  is  most  important  that  this 
matter  should  be  put  upon  a  footing 
which  gives  a  promise  of  permanence. 
Would  such  a  settlement  as  that  secure 
it?  I  do  not  believe  it  would.  It  would 
rather  lead,  iu  my  opinion,  to  a  fur- 
ther agitation  on  the  subject,  and  class 
would  be  set  against  class  in  a  manner 
whicb  all  of  us  would  desire  in  every 
possible  way  to  avoid.  No,  Sir;  we 
believe  and  feel  that  as  there  is  but  one 
door  through  which  all  who  desire  to 
take  part  in  the  great  Council  of  the 
Nation  that  sits  within  these  walls  must 
enter,  so  there  ought  also  to  be  but  one 
door  through  which  all  who  desire  to 
take  part  in  the  Councils  of  the  Counties 
and  in  the  management  of  local  affairs 
should  enter.  In  our  opinion,  Sir,  no 
other  proposal  than  this  gives  a  promise 
of  stability  and  permanence.  Will  the 
countiy  gentleman  be  likely  to  lose  the 
influence  for  good  which  he  now  exercises 
under  such  a  settlement  as  that?  On 
the  contrary,  I  firmly  believe  that  under 
such  a  system  as  that  which  we  propose 
he  will  best  preserve  that  great  influence 
which  happily  he  now  possesses,  and 
that,  instead  of  being  diminished,  it  will 
be  strengthened  and  increased.  In  my 
opinion,  the  worst  enemies  of  that  in- 
fluence are  those  who  desire  to  see  the 
country  gentleman  occupying  a  position 
above  and  apart  from  his  fellow-citizens 
in  such  matters.  I  speak  with  some 
amount  of  diffidence  on  sucb  a  subject 
— I  cannot  pretend  for  a  moment  to 
speak  from  knowledge^I  am  content  to 
speak  from  general  experience  and  from 
observation.  But  I  know  that  I  speak 
for  others  than  myself,  and  that  the 
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sentiments  which  I  utter  now  are  senti- 
ments shared  by  the  Colleagues  who  sit 
around  me,  and  by  alarge  number  of  those 
who  have  for  many  years  occupied  them- 
selves in  the  business  of  the  counties. 
I  also  speak  for  several  Colleagues  of 
my  own,  more  particularly  for  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Long),  who 
of  all  others  I  think  is  essentially  en- 
titled to  be  considered  the  type  and 
representative  of  the  best  class  of 
country  gentlemen,  and  I  know  that  in 
saying  what  I  have  said  on  the  subject 
I  have  only  said  that  in  which  he  abso- 
lutely and  entirely  concurs.  We  have, 
therefore,  unanimously  determined  to 
reject  the  proposal  of  a  nominated  class 
to  sit  with  an  elected  class  in  the  County 
Council.  What,  then,  Sir,  is  the  pro- 
posal we  have  to  make  ?  I  say,  at  onco, 
that  we  propose  to  extend  the  Municipal 
Corporations  Act  to  all  counties.  That 
Act,  thus  extended,  as  the  House  will 
be  aware,  will  give  a  qualification  to 
all  ratepayers  throughout  the  county. 
Three-fourths  of  the  Council  will,  as  in 
the  boroughs,  be  elected  by  the  bur- 
gesses or  electors  generally  throughout 
the  county,  while  one-fourth  will,  as  in 
a  municipal  borough,  be  selected  by  tho 
Council,  either  from  within  or  without 
their  body.  [An  hon.  Member:  Oh!] 
I  do  not  really  understand  what  the 
hon.  Member  means  by  saying  **  Oh  !  " 
I  am  stating  to  the  House  what  is 
exactly  the  composition  of  all  of  the 
Municipal  Bodies.  We  make  some  al- 
teration in  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
We  provide  that  instead  of  one-third  of 
the  County  Councillors  retiring  every 
year,  the  Council  shall  be  elected  for 
three  years  certain.  That  enables  us  to 
have  single-member  districts,  and  I 
think  this  is  desirable  from  many  points 
of  view.  We  shall  have  one  election 
every  throe  years,  instead  of  having 
elections  annually,  which  I  think  is  a 
desirable  alteration.  The  selected 
members,  as  in  Town  Councils,  will 
retain  office  for  twice  the  time  tho 
elected  members  do,  and  will  be  elected 
for  six  years  instead  of  three,  one-half 
of  the  selected  members  retiring  at  the 
end  of  three  years.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  some  persons  may  think  our  pro- 
posals are  somewhat  too  broad.  But  I 
ask  those  who  have  objections  to  raise 
to  the  proposals  we  make  to  say  how  is 
it  possible  for  us  to  propose  a  more 
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restricted  franchiso  for  the  admiaistra* 
tiOQ  of  local  affairs  than  we  have  already 
given  for  the  purpose  of  Imperial  affairs  ? 
Now  the  Councils  will  thus  bo  composed, 
as  far  as  the  area  is  concerned,  of  re- 
presentatives of  the  existing  geographi- 
cal counties  with  the  exceptions  which 
I  have  mentioned,  and  the  electoral 
divisions  will  bo  about  equal  in  popula- 
tion. One  member  will  be  returned  for 
each.  The  franchise  will  be  the  muni- 
cipal franchise,  and  I  believe  that  a 
Council  80  constituted  will  command  the 
conQdence  of  the  people  in  the  county, 
and  will  be  capable  of  administering 
the  large  and  important  duties  which 
we  shall  ask  the  House  to  impose 
upon  them.  What  will  be  the  position 
of  municipal  boroughs  in  regard  to  this 
great  Council  ?  First  of  all,  we  propose 
that  certain  of  the  largest  boroughs — 
Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  and  cities — 
shall  be  made  counties  in  themselves. 
Our  proposal  in  the  Bill  is  that  these 
shall  be  somewhat  limited  in  number. 
It  is  obvious  that  it  would  be  most  un- 
desirable to  take  out  of  our  County 
Councils  the  representatives  of  all  the 
large  and  prosperous  boroughs  within 
their  compass.  But  there  are  some 
boroughs  so  large  and  so  important  that 
they  point  themselves  out  for  removal, 
and  those  that  we  put  in  the  Bill  are 
as  follows : — Liverpool,  Birmingham, 
Manchester,  Leeds,  Sheffield,  Bristol, 
Bradford,  Nottingham,  Hull,  and  New- 
castle. I  have  no  doubt  that  many 
attempts  will  be  made  by  hon.  Members 
who  represent  boroughs  other  than  those 
I  have  named  to  have  their  boroughs 
also  included  in  the  Schedule,  and  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  be  ready  to  listen  to 
any  representation  on  that  score ;  but  for 
ourselves  we  do  not  at  present  consider 
it  desirable  to  extend  the  list  of  exempted 
boroughs  beyond  those  which  I  have 
named  to  the  House. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) : 
What  about  London  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  LEWIS  (Antrim, 
N.) :  What  about  those  places  that  are 
already  counties  ? 

Mb.  BITCHIE  :  I  shall  devote  a 
separate  portion  of  my  remarks  to  Lon- 
don. The  boroughs  I  have  named  are 
all  that  we  propose  to  place  in  the 
Schedule.  There  are  counties  of  cities 
and  towns  with  populations  as  low  as 
7,000  or  8,000  inhabitants,  and  it  would 
be  quite  out  of  the  question  for  us  to 


deal  with  them  in  the  same  way.  There 
will  be  certain  financial  adjustments 
which  will  be  necessary  between 
these  boroughs  and  counties.  Then, 
what  is  to  be  the  position  of 
boroughs  other  than  those  which  have 
been  mentioned  in  relation  to  the 
counties  ?  Well,  Sir,  the  circumstances 
with  reference  to  the  other  boroughs  are 
so  various  and  so  difficult  that  the  pro- 
blem seems  almost  insoluble.  We  have 
first  of  all  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs. 
There  are  100  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs, 
the  least  of  which  have  a  population  of 
between  2,000  and  3,000.  They  have 
their  own  Quarter  Sessions^  their  Coun- 
cils, their  own  officers,  such  as  Coroners, 
Inspectors  of  Weights  and  Measures, 
and  so  on.  For  these  purposes  they  are 
exempt  from  county  rates.  Then  there 
are  the  ordinary  municipal  boroughs, 
some  of  which  have  a  population  as 
low  as  900.  They  are  rateable  to  the 
county  rate,  and  the  County  Authority 
has  jurisdiction  within  the  borough, 
except  for  the  police  where  the  borough 
maintains  its  own  force.  How  are  we 
to  deal  with  these  boroughs  in  the  vary- 
ing circumstances  in  connection  with 
their  representation  on  the  County 
Council,  and  their  relations  between 
themselves  and  the  county  ?  Are  we  to 
sweep  away  at  once  all  the  special  privi- 
leges and  exemptions  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs  ?  No  doubt,  we  should 
have  produced  a  much  more  logical  and 
complete  scheme  if  we  had  felt  our- 
selves able  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt 
any  such  proposal  as  that ;  but  I  put  it 
to  the  House  whether  or  not,  if  we  had 
produced  such  a  sweeping  scheme,  the 
Bill  would  stand  much  chance  of  success- 
fully passing  through  the  House  ?  We 
have  been  obliged,  therefore,  to  retain, 
as  anyone  would  be  obliged  to  retain 
who  attempted  to  deal  with  this  question, 
many  of  the  existing  anomalies.  Speaking 
at  present  of  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
with  a  population  of  over  10,000,  we  do 
not  propose  to  interfere  with  the  judicial 
functions  of  the  magistrates.  They  will 
remain,  and,  with  the  exception  of 
licensing,  we  proposethat  these  boroughs 
shall  still  continue  to  retain  their  exist- 
ing powers,  duties,  and  exemptions. 
But  for  any  new  purpose,  such  as  the 
question  of  licensing  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  they  being,  as  they  will  be,  repre- 
sented on  the  County  Council,  they. will 
have  to   contribute  towards  any  rate 
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necessary  for  such  purpose;  but  their 
representatives  on  the  County  Council 
will  not  be  at  liberty  to  vote  or  act  with 
reference  to  matters  to  which  they  do 
not  contribute.  I  may  say,  however, 
that  though  we  do  not  call  'upon  the 
boroughs  to  come  into  the  county  for 
all  purposes,  we  have  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  will  enable  these  boroughs, 
if  they  so  choose,  to  come  into  the 
county  for  any  purposes  which  they  now 
perform,  and  I  think  it  not  unlikely 
that  this  power  will  bo  availed  of,  be- 
cause they  will  find  that  the  county 
will  be  able  to  perform  many  duties 
now  performed  by  the  boroughs  at 
a  less  expense.  Then  we  hai^e  the 
boroughs  under  10,000.  Of  those  there 
are  43.  The  House  is  aware  that  in 
any  new  borough  which  may  be  created 
with  a  population  of  under  20,000,  the 
House  does  not  authorize  it  to  maintain 
its  own  police.  Now  we  do  not  propose 
to  go  quite  that  length  with  reference 
to  the  small  boroughs,  but  we  do  pro- 
pose that  in  towns  under  10,000,  whe- 
ther Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  or 
ordinary  municipal  boroughs,  their 
powers  of  maintaining  a  separate  police 
force  shall  cease.  We  believe  that  in 
this  way  the  police  will  be  much  more 
efficiently  and  economically  maintained 
by  the  County  Council  than  at  present, 
where  sometimes  the  police  force  con- 
sists of  only  two  or  three  men.  Then, 
BO  far  as  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs  with 
a  population  under  10,000  are  concerned, 
of  which  there  are  29,  the  Bill  transfers 
to  the  County  Councils  those  adminis- 
trative powers  of  the  Council  of  the 
borough  which,  in  the  case  of  the  county, 
are  transferred  from  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions of  the  county  to  the  County  Council. 
I  may  say  the  Council  will  perform  in 
this  way  certain  functions  which  in 
boroughs  fall  on  the  shoulders  of 
magistrates.  They  are  functions  con- 
nected with  coroners,  lunatic  asylums, 
industrial  schools,  explosives,  weights 
and  measures,  and  minor  matters ;  and 
although  we  do  not  take  away  from 
them  their  separate  justices  or  their 
power  to  appoint  coroners,  wo  give  them 
power  to  transfer  these  duties  to  the 
County  Council  if  they  so  desire  it.  Our 
proposal  is  that  all  the  boroughs  other 
than  those  to  be  made  counties  by  them- 
selves shall  be  represented  on  the 
County  Council,  that  existing  powers, 
duties,   and  exemptions  will    continue 
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except  60  far  as  boroughs  under  10,000 
are  concerned,  and  that  the  representa- 
tives shall  not  vote  or  act  except  in  the 
case  of  expenditure  to  which  they  con- 
tribute. I  have  said  that,  in  addition  to 
dealing  with  the  reform  of  local  affairs 
in  the  counties  as  a  whole,  we  propose 
also  to  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  certain 
proposals  as  to  the  areas  within  the  coun- 
ties. Our  Bill,  therefore,  divides  counties 
into  urban  and  rural  districts.  The 
urban  districts  will  be  the  existing  and 
the  future  municipal  boroughs  and  the 
districts  of  other  Urban  Sanitary  Au- 
thorities. Withreforence  to  the  boroughs, 
the  Town  Council  will  be  the  District 
Council.  The  other  urban  sanitary  dis- 
tricts have  had  their  Governing  Bodies, 
as  the  Houso  is  aware,  elected  on  the 
plural  vote.  It  is  obviously  impossible 
that  we  should  have  a  County  Council 
elected  upon  one  franchise  and  the  Dis- 
trict Board  upon  a  less  restricted  fran- 
chise. We  propose  that  in  future  tho 
Councils  in  the  Local  Board  and  Im- 
provement Act  districts  throughout  the 
country  shall  be  elected  upon  the  same 

grinciple  as  Municipal  Boards  or  for  the 
'ounty  Board. 

Sir  ALGERNON  BORTHWICK 
(Kensington,  S.) :  Will  there  be  a 
woman's  franchise  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes ;  certainly.  It 
will  be  as  now  in  municipal  boroughs. 
With  reference  to  the  rural  districts,  we 
propose  that  there  shall  be  a  Rural 
Council  elected  for  tho  administration 
of  municipal  affairs  in  those  portions 
of  the  county,  elected  also  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  way.  With  reference  to 
the  rural  sanitary  districts,  the  Houso 
will  know  that  they  are  at  present  co- 
terminous with  Unions,  and  are  arranged 
with  the  view  to  Poor  Law  administra- 
tion. They  have  never  been  arranged 
with  any  view  to  convenience  so  far  as 
sanitary  administration  is  concerned.  It 
is  not  essential  for  our  purposes  that 
Poor  Law  Unions,  as  Poor  Law  Unions, 
should  be  brought  within  the  county ; 
but  it  is  essential  that  the  district  of  a 
District  Council  which  has  to  carry  out 
municipal  affairs  apart  from  Poor  Law 
duties  shall  be  within  the  county. 
We  propose,  where  a  county  boundary 
cuts  a  Union,  that  tho  portion  on 
either  side  of  the  boundary  should 
either  form  a  separate  rural  sanitary 
district  or  be  added  to  an  adjoining 
one,  and  we  impose  as  ^  first  duty  on 
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the  Oounty  Council  that  it  ehall  make 
the  necessary  adjustment,  so  that   an 
election  may  be  held  for  such  Eural 
District  Council.     They  will  also  divide 
the  rural  districts  in  the  county    into 
wards,  and  fix  the  number  of  Couuoillors 
for  these  Bural  District  Councils.     But 
we  propose  to  give  further  powers  to  the 
liural  District  and  County  Councils.     I 
have  already  said  that  the  rural  sani- 
tary districts  were   fixed  without   any 
regard  to  their  adaptability  for  sanitary 
administration.      It    may  certainly   be 
desirable  that  the  County  Council  should 
have  power  to  consider  at  any  time  the 
boundaries  of  any  rural  district  within 
their  county,  and  make  proposals  for  re- 
arrangement whore  they  think  it  neces- 
sary.    We  propose,  therefore,  that  the 
County  Council  may  submit  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  plans  for  the  alte- 
ration   of  county  districts    other    than 
boroughs,     and     the     Local    Govern- 
ment Board  must  confirm  the    Order 
unless  there  is  objection  against  it,  in 
which  case  the  Board  will  hold  an  in- 
quiry, and  determine  whether  the  altera- 
tion shall  take  place  or  not.     In  the 
Local  Board  districts  the  Councils  will 
have  transferred  to  them  all  the  existing 
powers  of  the  Local  Boards,  who  will 
then  cease  to  exist.     In  rural  districts 
they  will  have  the  power  of  Eural  Sani- 
tary Authorities  and  of  Highway  Boards, 
and  the  Highway  Boards  will  be  abo- 
lished.    Every  District  Council,  whether 
Urban  or  Eural,  will  take  over  the  exist- 
ing powers  under  the  Acts  as  to  lighting 
and  watching,  baths  and    washhouses, 
and  lodging-houses,  &c. ;  rates  will  con- 
tinue to  be  levied  over  the  particular 
areas  in  which  these  Acts  are  enforced, 
and  committees  will  be  appointed  by 
the  District  Council,  which  may  consist 
partly  of  members  of  the  District  Coun- 
cil and  partly  of  ratepayers,  to  manage 
the  administration  of  these  Acts.     We 
propose,  also,  to  transfer  to  the  District 
Council  the  powers  of  Justices  out  of 
Sessions  in  the  execution  of  the  Petro- 
leum Acts,  Dogs  Acts,  Infant  Life  Pro- 
tection Act;  also  the  licensing  powers  as 
to  slaughter-houses,  pedlars,  dealers  in 
game,  hawkers,  pawnbrokers,  fairs,  and 
other  minor  matters.    The  existing  con- 
dition of  the  rates  under  which  agricul- 
tural land  is  exempt  from  three-fourths 
of   certain  rates   in  urban  and  rural 
sanitary  districts  will  be  maintained,  and 
tbo  existing  incidence  of  Highway  Bates 


will  be  maintained.  The  complete  orga- 
nization of  the  county  will  then  be — for 
the  judicial  work,  the  magistrates;  for 
administrative  work,  the  County  Council ; 
all  intornal  areas  to  conduct  the  munici- 
pal government  of  their  areas,  and  all 
elected  upon  the  same  franchise.  The 
Poor  Law  Guardians  will  continue,  as  at 
present,  to  exercise  their  functions  with 
reference  to  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  within  the  areas  which  exist 
at  present,  so  that  the  Poor  Law  func- 
tions and  the  municipal  functions  will 
be  diflforent,  as  they  are  different  at  pre- 
sent in  municipal  boroughs  throughout 
the  country. 

Mil.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Eushcliffe) :  Will  the  Guardians  con- 
tinue to  be  elected  by  the  plural  vote  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  We  propose  to  male  o 
no  alteration  whatever  in  regard  to  the 
election  of  Guardians,  or  to  their  powors 
as  far  as  the  Poor  Law  is  concerned,  or 
in  regard  to  the  areas  for  which  thoy 
are  electod 

Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Will  the  repre- 
sentatives  of  municipal  boroughs  be 
elected  in  the  same  way  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE :  No.  They  will  be 
elected  in  the  same  way  as  the  repre- 
sentatives throughout  the  whole  area  of 
the  county.  Well,  an  hon.  Gentleman 
has  asked  me  what  we  propose  to  do 
with  regard  to  the  Metropolis.  That  is 
probably  a  matter  which  is  not  only  of 
interest  to  every  hon.  Member  who 
represents  the  Metropolis,  but  to  the 
whole  country.  Some  think  that  Lon- 
don might  be  left  alone,  and  I  have 
been  astonished  at  seeing  more  than  one 
statement  that  London  was  not  to  be 
touched  in  the  Bill.  How  is  it  possible 
for  us  to  deal  with  this  question  without 
in  some  way  or  other  affecting  London  ? 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  agree 
with  those  who  think  that  London  should 
continue  to  remain  in  the  isolated  and 
peculiar  position  which  it  now  occupies. 
But  if  the  Metropolis  were  to  remain  as 
at  present,  the  anomalies  of  its  position 
would  be  enormously  increased.  And 
why  ?  Because  the  County  CounciU  of 
Middlesex,  Surrey,  and  Kent  would  all 
have  jurisdiction  for  administrative  pur- 
poses within  the  area  of  the  Metro- 
polis. I  venture  to  say  that  such  a 
state  of  things  would  be  absolutely 
intolerable.      Certainly,     it    is    not    a 

Eosition  which  I,  as  a  Metropolitan  Mem- 
er^   should  contemplate  with  any  de* 
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gree  of  satisfaction.  Therefore,  we  think 
that  we  must  deal  with  London  in 
rather  a  large  and  important  manner. 
I  did  not  approve  the  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroourt)  for  the  gorernment  of 
London.  I  was  one  of  those  who  opposed 
it.  But  I  never  denied  for  a  moment 
that  great  alterations  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  administration  of  the  municipal 
affairs  of  the  Metropolis.  I  did  not 
approve  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
scheme,  because  I  thought  that,  instead 
of  giving  more  power  to  govern  them- 
selves in  the  various  great  communities 
into  which  London  was  separated,  it  was 
taking  away  their  powers;  instead  of 
affording  them  larger  powers,  it  was 
contracting  them  ;  and  that  the  area  was 
so  large  as  to  render  it  practically  impos- 
sible that  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  be  adequately  and  pro- 
perly administered.  But  I  cannot  shut 
my  eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  does  not 
exist  in  London,  at  the  present  time,  any 
authority  which  has  the  weight  and 
power  which  an  authority  proposing  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  so  g^eat  a  centre 
as  London  ought  to  have.  A  great  deal 
has  been  said  of  late  about  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  and  about  its 
administration.  I  am  not  going  to  refer 
to  any  of  those  statements  beyond 
begging  the  House  to  accept  my  assur- 
ance that  our  proposals  with  reference 
to  London  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  any  recent  acts  of  administration 
by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 
Our  proposal  which  I  now  make,  was 
contained  in  the  very  first  draft  of 
our  Bill  1 8  months  ago.  I  am  one  of 
those  who,  without  professing  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  constitution  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  or  with 
many  of  their  actions,  still  think  that 
they  have  done  great  and  valuable  ser- 
vice to  the  inhabitants  of  London.  We 
cannot,  however,  shut  our  eyes  to  the 
fact  that,  whereas  every  other  borough 
in  the  country  possesses  a  body  directly 
representing  the  ratepayers,  no  such 
body  exists  in  London.  There  is  no 
one  elected  directly  by,  or  responsible 
to,  the  ratepayers.  Then  what  are  our 
proposals  ?  Although  they  may  not  go 
to  the  extent  some  hon.  Members  may 
desire,  I  hope  they  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House  generally.  We  propose  to 
take  London  as  defined  under  the  Metro- 
polis   Management   Act    out    of    the 
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counties  of  Middlesex,  Surrey,  and 
Kent,  and  we  propose  to  create  it  a 
Ck>unty  of  London  by  itself,  with  a  Lord 
Lieutenant,  a  Bench  of  Magistrates,  and 
a  County  Council  of  its  own.  I  may 
say  in  passing  that  we  propose  that 
the  existing  magistrates,  having  quali- 
fications in  London,  shall  be  entitled 
to  sit  as  magistrates  for  the  County 
of  London.  We  propose  that  the  Coun- 
cil shall  be  directly  elected  by  the  rate- 
payers, as  in  all  other  counties  and 
boroughs;  that  the  franchise  shall  be 
the  same ;  and  that  it  shall  consist,  as 
in  all  other  oases,  of  elected  and  selected 
members;  the  elected  members  sitting 
for  three  years,  and  the  selected  members 
for  six,  one-half  of  the  number  retiring 
every  three  years.  It  will  take  over  the 
licensing  powers  and  all  the  duties  of 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  which 
will  cease  to  exist.  With  reference  to 
the  police,  most  Members  of  this  House 
will  recognize  this  as  being  a  question 
altogether  separate  and  distinct,  when 
you  come  to  deal  with  a  great  army  of 
police,  such  as  exists  in  London.  The 
police  will  not  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill. 
As  I  think  was  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt),  the  police  will 
still  remain  under  the  control  of  the 
Home  Office 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  :  Our  proposal 
was  for  a  time. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  For  a  time  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  Yes. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  by  that. 
Does  he  mean  that  the  police  will  be 
allowed  to  retain  that  position  only  so 
long  as  he  is  out  of  Office  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  That  was 
the  proposal  in  our  Bill. 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  was  referring 
to  our  proposal.  We  do  not,  aa  I  have 
said,  put  this  forward  as  a  complete 
settlement  of  the  great  problem  of  Lon- 
don Government.  We  have  our  own 
proposals  to  make,  and  I  hope  we  may 
be  able  at  some  future  time  to  make 
them.  They  are  on  the  lines,  not  of  cre- 
ating separate  municipalities  through- 
out London,  but  of  amalgamating  within 
certain  defined  areas  in  London  the 
eidstingVestriesand  District  Boards,  and 
constructing  in  London  District  Councils 
having   in   the  various  areas    in    the 
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county  District  Counoils  with  large 
and  important  administrative  functions. 
But  we  have  felt  that  the  introduction 
of  such  a  proposal  as  that  into  our 
Bill  would  have  unduly  overloaded  it, 
and  we  did  not  believe  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  have  settled  that  entire 
question  during  the  present  Session,  in 
conjunction  with  other  matters  of  im- 
portance with  which  we  shall  have  to 
deal  in  this  Bill.  Of  course,  there  will  be 
large  financial  arrangements  necessary 
as  between  London  and  the  counties, 
and  the  adjustment  of  these  we  provide 
for.  We  provide  also  that  the  4rf. 
per  head  for  indoor  paupdrs  which  will 
be  distributed  by  the  London  Council 
to  the  various  Unions  within  London 
shall  be  not  in  substitution  for,  but  in 
addition  to,  what  is  already  contributed 
by  the  Metropolitan  Common  Poor  Fund, 
and  the  poor  districts  will  find  in  that  a 
very  large  step  towards  that  equalization 
of  the  rate  for  the  maintenance  of  indoor 
paupers  which  all  who  represent  the 
poorer  districts  of  London  so  ardently 
desire 

Mr.' DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex, XJxbridge) :  Are  theatres  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE:  No;  we  do  not 
propose  to  deal  with  theatres  in  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Iloxton)  :  Will  there  be  any  change  in 
the  position  of  the  City  of  London  ? 

Mr.  ErrCniE .  The  position  of  the 
City  will  be  the  samo  as  that  of  a  Quarter 
Sessions  borough  in  other  counties.  It 
will  continue  to  exercise  its  present 
authority,  but  the  administrative  duties 
devolving  upon  its  Aldermen,  such  as 
licensing,  will  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Council  of  London,  and  it  will  be 
rateable  for  all  purposes  for  which  it  is 
now  rateable,  and  for  all  the  new  duties 
cast  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Central 
Council  of  London.  The  members  repre- 
senting the  City  at  the  Central  Council 
will  be  directly  elective,  as  will  be  the 
members  from  all  other  parts  of  London. 
There  will  be  no  difference  between  the 
City  and  other  parts  of  London  as  re- 
gards the  election  of  representatives  to 
the  County  Council.  I  now  come  to 
what  is  rather  a  thorny  question — that 
of  licensing  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  Many  of  our  advisers  in  the 
Press  and  elsewhere  have  given  us  ad- 
vice not  to  attempt  to  deal  with  so  diffi- 
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cult  a  question  as  that  of  licensing. 
But  we  cannot  refrain  from  dealing  with 
it.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say — **  Why  do 
you  not  leave  it  alone  ?  "  IIow  are  we, 
when  we  propose  that  all  the  adminis- 
trative functions  of  Justices  shall  bo 
placed  in  the  hands  of  an  elective  body, 
to  except  the  administrative  function  of 
licensing?  We  do  not  believe  that 
such  a  position  would  bo  tenable,  nor  do 
we  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  make 
such  an  exception.  It  is  desirable  that 
such  a  question  should  be  dealt  with 
broadly,  and  in  no  narrow  and  contracted 
manner;  we  desire  to  deal  with  it 
broadly,  and,  that  being  our  intention, 
it  was  impossible  for  us  to  shut  out  from 
the  duties  to  be  cast  upon  the  new 
authorities  the  question  of  licensing. 
It  is  very  singular  that  upon  this  par- 
ticular point  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cockermouth  Division  of  Cum- 
berlaud  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  those 
whom  he  represents  and  the  licensed  vic- 
tualling trade  are  agreed.  It  is  not  often 
that  the  lion  lies  down  with  the  lamb  on 
matters  such  as  that;  but  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  concurrence  between  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  licensed  victuallers  on 
this  particular  point,  though  they  ap- 
proach it  from  two  different  points  of 
view.  The  hon.  Baronet  and  those 
whom  he  represents  are  content  to  leave 
licensing  in  the  hands  of  the  Justices, 
with  one  qualification  and  one  restric- 
tion— that  they  shall  have  no  power  at 
all,  and  that  power  is  to  lie  in  the  hands 
of  the  peoi)le  themselves,  who  shall  in- 
struct the  Licensing  Authority  whether 
or  not  to  grant  the  licences.  I  am  aware 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  doos  not  hold  the 
opinion  of  some  of  his  Colleagues — that 
the  ratepayers  shouM  have  the  power  of 
diminishing,  extinguishinj^,  but  also  in- 
creasing the  number  of  licences,  so  that 
the  Liceuf^ing  Justices  should  have  no 
power  of  their  own  at  all,  except  by  in- 
struction of  the  ratepayers.  When  the 
hon.  Baronet  camo  to  me  with  a  deputa- 
tion, I  was  sorry  to  hear  that  ho 
held  such  a  strong  suspicion  with 
reference  to  an  elective  body,  and  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  likely  to 
discharge  the  functions  we  proposed 
to  devolve  upon  them.  The  hon. 
Baronet  is,  no  doubt,  the  Represen- 
tative of  a  great  body ;  but  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Baronet's  confidence 
in  elective  bodies  does  not  go  so  far  as 
to  desire  that  the  question  of  licensing 
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should  bo  entrusted  to  their  hands.  But, 
Sir,  we  have  greater  confidence  in  elec- 
tive bodies  than  the  hon.  Baronet ;  we 
believe  that    there    is    no    reason  to 
doubt    that    if    this    function     is    en- 
trusted to   the   County  Council,  along 
with  their   other    administrative  func- 
tions, it  will  be  properly  exercised.     The 
licensed  victuallers,  on  the  other  hand, 
approach   the    question    from    another 
point  of  view  than  the  hon.  Baronet. 
They  do  not   want  it  touched.     They 
want  things  to  remain    as    they  are, 
because  they  have   full  confidence  in 
the    manner    in    which    the    existing 
authorities    exercise    their    powers — a 
confidence    in  which    most    people    in 
this  country  entirely  share.     We  desire 
to  deal  with    this    subject  in  a  just, 
fair,  and  equitable  manner.     We  do  not 
wish  that  the  question  should  be  rele- 
gated to  the  time  of  the  dim  and  distant 
future,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  is  not 
to  the  interest  of  any  of  those  who  are 
concerned  in  this  question  that  it  should 
continue  to  be  in  the  unsettled  position 
which  it  undoubtedly  is.    We  have  de- 
termined,  therefore,   to    make    certain 
proposals  to  the  House  which  we  believe 
will  be  fair  and  equitable,  and  it  is  for 
the  House  to  say  whether  they  are  ac- 
ceptable to  it  or  not.     We  shall  make  a 
proposal  which  we  hope  the  House  will 
accept.  If  the  House  does  not,  our  duty 
will,  at  least,  have  been  fulfilled.     The 
proposal  we  make  is  to  transfer  licensing, 
with  the  other  administrative  functions  of 
Justices,  to  the  new  representative  body. 
Some  people,  I  am  aware,  advocate  the 
establishment  of    an   authority  ad  hoc 
for  the  purpose  of  licensing ;  we  do  not 
agree  with  that  at  all.     We  think  that  if 
an  authority  is  elected  for  all  other  pur- 
poses, that  authority  ought  also  to  be 
entrusted  with  licensing.      Then  arises 
the  question,  shall  this  duty  be  thrown 
upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Local  Autho- 
rities or  the  County  Authorities  ?  We  do 
not  think  it  ought  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
Local  Authorities,  which  in  many  cases 
represent  an  extremely  small  area,  and 
we  think  it  is  more  likely  to  be  wisely 
and  judiciously  exercised    by  a   body 
elected  from   a  larger  area  than  that 
of  many  districts  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.     We  propose  to  give  over  this  duty 
also  to  the  same  body  as  that  to  which  we 
have  transferred  other  duties  of  county 
government.     But    it    may    be    asked 
whether  we  do  not  propose  some  means 
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whereby  the  locality  shall  have   some 
voice,  at  least,  in  the  decision  of  such  an 
important  question  as  that  of  licensing. 
We  propose  a  new  means  by  which  local 
interests  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  themselves  known.  We  propose 
that  the  County  Councils  shall  divide 
their  area  out  into  licensing  divisions, 
and  that  they  shall    form  a  licensing 
committee  for  each  division,  to  consist 
of  the  members  elected  to  the  County 
Council  for  the  division,  together  with 
an  added  proportion  of  selected  mem- 
bers from  the  Council.     In  order   to 
secure  that  t^a  licensing  area  may  be 
adequately  large,  we  provide   that  no 
licensing  committee  shall  have  on  it  less 
than  six  elected  members.     We  make 
this  proposal  also — that  a  town  with  a 
popiUation  of  50,000  shall  be  a  licensing 
division  of  itself,  and  that  where  there 
are  not  six  members  returned  from  that 
town  to  the  County  Council,  then  that  the 
Town  Council  of  the  borough  shall  add 
from  their  body  the  number  necessary 
to  make  up  the  number  of  six  members. 
Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  powers  we  pro- 
pose to  confer  on  the  committee  ?     We 
propose  to  confer  on  the  licensing  com- 
mittee of  the  County  Coimcil  the  power 
to  refuse  renewal  when  they  wish  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  licensed  houses.  We 
think  it  an  undoubted    defect  in    the 
existing  condition  of  the  law  that  the 
Licensing  Authority  seems  to  have  no 
power  to  reduce  the  number  of  licences, 
however  much  they  may  consider  that 
the  licences  are  out  of  proportion  to  the 
needs  of  the  population.     We  propose, 
also,  that  they  shall  have  the  power  of 
closing  public-houses  on  Sunday,  Good 
Friday,  or  Christmas  Day,  and  we  propose 
that  in  cases  where  complaint  is  made — 
complaints  which  are  necessary  for  tho 
refusal  of  the  renewal  of  the  licences 
— that  that  complaint  must  be  heard  by 
the  Justices.     We  think  that  that  is  a 
matter    which    ought    to   go  before   a 

J'udicial  tribunal.  It  will  go  to  the 
ustices  to  report,  and  on  their  reporting 
that  the  complaint  has  been  established 
and  that  the  licence  ought  not  to  be 
renewed,  the  renewal  must  be  refused. 
We  further  propose  that  an  appeal  shall 
lie  to  the  County  Council  if  the  licence 
is  refused  for  any  other  cause  than  the 
Justices'  Report.  The  County  Council 
may,  in  considering  the  question  of 
confirming  the  refusal,  take  into  account 
any  differences  of  opinion  in  the  com- 
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mittee  or  in  the  locality,  or  any  represen- 
tation by  the  Local  Authority,  or  the 
question  of  any  adjoining  licensing 
division  being  affected  by  the  refusal 
or  the  character  of  the  licensed  premises, 
or  any  special  circumstances.  Now,  Sir, 
arises  one  question  to  which  a  large 
amount  of  interest  attaches.  If  the  re- 
fusal of  the  renewal  of  the  licence  is 
confirmed  by  the  County  Council  for 
some  cause  other  than  the  Justices'  Be- 
port,  we  propose  to  enact  that  compen- 
sation must  be  paid.  I  know  there  are 
some  Members  in  this  House,  though 
I  hope  they  are  few,  who  contend  that 
there  should  be  no  provision  of  any 
kind  whatever  for  compensation  in 
this  Bill.  They  would  be  prepared 
to  sacrifice  the  whole  of  the  capital 
which  has  been  embarked  in  a  legi- 
timate business  legitimately  sanctioned. 
We  are  not  prepared  for  any  such 
step  as  that.  Unless  the  House  assents 
to  compensation  being  paid  in  cases 
where  the  renewal  has  been  refused 
under  the  conditions  named,  we  will 
not  continue  to  be  responsible  for  any 
power  being  given  to  the  County  Council 
to  refuse  the  licence.  We  are  not  pre- 
pared to  confiscate  the  property  of  those 
who,  under  the  sanction  of  the  existing 
law,  have  embarked  their  capital  in 
undertakings  of  this  character.  I  know 
that  there  are  some  who  will  con- 
tend that  as  these  licences  are  renew- 
able year  by  year  no  compensation  is 
due;  but  although  these  licences  are 
technically  renewable  year  by  year,  it  has 
again  and  again  been  held  by  the  Courts 
of  Law  that  renewals  of  these  licences 
cannot  be  refused  unless  for  fault  shown. 
We  therefore  propose  that  compensation 
shall  be  paid  to  those  whose  licences  are 
not  renewed,  because  we  think  that  it 
would  be  an  act  of  gross  injustice  if 
compensation  were  not  to  be  paid  them. 
The  question  then  arises,  What  is  to  be 
the  measure  of  compensation  ?  We  pro- 
pose that  the  question  of  the  measure  of 
compensation  shall  be  referred  to  an 
arbitrator,  to  be  chosen  by  the  parties 
interested,  who  shall  consider  what 
is  the  difference  in  the  value  of  the 
house  with  the  licence  and  of  the 
house  without  the  licence  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  it  will  be  for 
the  several  parties  who  may  be  inte- 
rested in  the  licensed  house  to  divide  the 
oompensation  between  them,  and  if 
they   cannot    agree   in    such    division 


the  matter  may  be  referred  to  the 
decision  of  a  County  Court  Judge. 
Then,  who  is  to  pay  the  compensation  ? 
It  has  been  contended  by  some  that  if 
compensation  is  to  be  paid  it  ought  to 
be  paid  by  the  publicans  who  are  left. 
In  my  opinion  that  principle,  if  well 
worked,  might  be  made  a  most  effective 
engine  of  confiscation.  Of  course,  the 
number  of  licensed  houses  closed  in  any 
district  might  be  so  great  that  if  the 
publicans  whose  licences  were  renewed 
were  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  com- 
pensation to  be  paid  to  those  whose 
licences  were  refused,  the  former  might 
be  unable  to  bear  the  burden  thrown 
upon  them,  and  the  trade  of  the  publi* 
can  might  practically  end  in  their  dis- 
establishment without  any  act  on  the 
part  of  the  authority.  That,  I  say, 
would  form  an  effective  engine  of  con- 
fiscation. We  therefore  propose  tjiat 
the  charge  for  the  payment  of  compen- 
sation shall  be  thrown  primarily  upon 
the  ratepayers  of  the  district  in  which 
the  licence  has  been  refused,  although 
power  is  given  to  the  County  Councils  in 
special  cases  to  spread  the  compensation 
over  the  whole  county,  or  over  a  smaller 
area  than  the  licensing  division.  But 
it  has  been  said  with  some  justice — "The 
licensed  victuallers  are  undoubtedly,  by 
the  operation  of  your  rule,  in  a  much 
more  secure  and  favourable  position 
than  they  occupy  at  present."  I  cannot 
help  feeling  that  there  is  some  amount 
of  force  in  that  observation.  We  there- 
fore intend  to  make  a  proposal  with 
reference  to  this  point  which,  I  think, 
will  be  considered  to  be  a  moderate  one, 
and  which,  I  hope,  will  be  acceptable  to 
the  House  and  to  the  trade  affected  by 
it.  We  say  to  the  trade — **  We  recog- 
nize your  claim  to  compensation,  and 
we  give  you  practically  a  vested  interest 
by  the  Bill ;  and  we  think  that  in  con- 
sideration of  oar  placing  you  upon  so 
much  more  secure  a  footing  than  you  at 
present  occupy,  we  may  fairly  ask  you 
to  pay  something  more  than  you  do  at 
present  for  your  licence ; "  and  we, 
therefore,  propose  to  give  power  to  the 
County  Authority  to  increase  the  licence 
duty  of  publicans  by  20  per  cent.  The 
effect  of  that  increased  charge  will  be  to 
raise  an  additional  sum  throughout  the 
country  for  the  year  of  no  less  than 
£300,000 — that  is,  if  the  power  to  be 
given  by  the  Bill  in  this  respect  is  fully 
exercised  by  the  County  Councils  throu  gh- 
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out  England.   We  think  that  a  proposal 
of  this  kind  will  meet  the  justice  of  the 
case  as  far  as  the  contribution  from  the 
trade  itself  is  concerned,  and  that  it  is  fair 
upon  the  face  of  it.     Having  dealt  with 
this  matter,  the  House  will  be  glad  to 
hear  that  I  am  now  coming  to  the  last 
subject  with  which  it  will  be  necessary 
for  me  to  deal,  and  that  relates  to  the 
important  subject  of  finance  and   the 
question  of  the  relations  that  we  pro- 
pose shall  .exist  in  future  between  the 
Imperial  and  the  local  taxpayer.     There 
is  no  doubt  that  to  this  branch  of  the  sub- 
ject, perhaps  more  than  to  any  other, 
the    minds   of    many  who   have  long 
looked  forward  to  the  production  of  a 
Local  Government  Bill  are  directed,  and 
upon  it  their  hopes  are  mainly  concen- 
trated.    I  trust  the  proposals  we  are 
about  to  make  will  show  that  we  fully 
realize  the  great  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  are  prepared  to  meet  what  we 
believe  to  be  the  just  claims  of  those 
who  have  long  urged  that  the  relations 
between  the  Imperial  and  local  taxpayer 
should  be    so  re-arranged  as   to  give 
substantial   relief    to  those   classes  of 
ratepayers  upon  whom  the   burden  of 
local  taxation,  it  is  asserted,  has  some- 
what more  hardly  pressed  than  upon  any 
other  class.     It  has  been  for  many  years 
recognized  by  Parliament  that  the  claims 
of  the    local  ratepayers   to    assistance 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  and  from 
other  sources  than  rateable  property  are 
substantial  and  just.    Those  claims  have 
been  hitherto  met  by  what  are  called 
grants  in  aid.     I  know  that  to  this  form 
of   relief  many   objections   have   been 
urged.     I  confess,  for  my  part,  I  have 
not  been  able   fully    to    agree    in    the 
objections    which    have    been     raised 
against  this  form  of  relief .     I  believe,  on 
the    whole,    these    grants    have    been 
the  means  of  greater  efficiency  in  the 
discharge    of   the   duties  devolving  on 
Local  Authorities,  which   has  resulted 
in    great  public   benefit.      But    I   am 
prepared    to     admit    that    this    form 
of  subvention  is  undoubtedly   open  to 
some  of  the  objections  which  have  been 
taken  to  it ;  and  one  objection  which  I 
have  always  felt  strongly  has  been  that 
this  form  of  relief  mixes  up  Imperial 
and   local   finance  in  a  manner  most 
inconvenient    and  confusing,   whereas, 
from   every   point   of   view,    it   is  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  the  two  questions 
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should  be   kept  entirely    distinct  and 
separate.      The  House   will,  therefore, 
be  prepared  to  hear  that  the  great  bulk 
of  the  grants  in  aid  will,  under  our  pro- 
posals, entirely  disappear.     We  propose 
that  in  the  financial  year  1889-96  the 
following  grants  in  aid  shall  disappear 
from  the  Estimates : — Disturnpiked  and 
main    roads    (England    and    Wales), 
teachers   in   Poor  Law  schools,    Poor 
Law  Medical  Officers,  Medical  Officers 
of  Health,  and  Inspectors  of  Nuisances, 
Begistrars  of  Births  and  Deaths,  Pauper 
Lunatics  (England  and  Wales),  cost  of 
Criminal  Prosecutions,   subventions  in 
aid  of  the  Police  (Counties,  Boroughs, 
and  Metropolis),  grants  to  poor  School 
Boards,  and  awards  to  Public  Vaccina- 
tors, which  make  an  aggregate  sum  of 
about  £2,600,000  in  round  numbers. 
It  is  now  necessary  for  me  to  state  to 
the  House  how  we  propose  to  fill  the 
void  in  the  local  purse  which  will  be 
created  by  the  disappearance  of  these 
grants  in  aid.  But  something  more  even 
than  this  is  expected  from  us,  and  to 
enable  me  to  ful61  this  expectation  I 
have  had  to  appeal  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who,  I  am  bound  to  say,  has  met  me  in 
a  large  and  generous  spirit.     By  his  aid 
I  am  able  to  present  to  the  House  and 
to  the  country  what  I  am  sure  they  will 
consider  a  lar&;e  and  liberal  measure  of 
relief  to   local   burdens.      As  I   have 
already  said,  the  amount  of  the  grants 
in  aid  which  will  disappear  is  £2,600,000, 
and  the  amount  of  revenue  which  we  pro- 
pose to  find  in  substitution  for  that  sum, 
if  our  Bill  passes,  is  £5,600,000,  being 
an  increase  of  £3,000,000.  This  sum  does 
not  include  the  £300,000  arising  from, 
the  20  per  cent   additional  publicans' 
licence  duty,  with  regard  to  which  we 
give  powers  to  the  Local  Authorities, 
in   the   event   of   our  proposals  being 
accepted.      Then   comes   the   question. 
How  is  this  revenue  to  be  raised  ?     We 
propose  that  the  licences  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  for  consumption  on 
the  premises,  and  grocers'  licences  for 
the  sale  by  retail  of  spirits,  beer,  and 
wine,  and  licences  to  deal  in  game,  shall 
be  collected  bv  the  Local  Authorities, 
and  form  part  of  the  revenues  of  County 
Authorities ;  these  amount  to  £1,37 8, 143. 
We  propose  also  to  hand  over  to  the 
Local  Authorities  the  produce  of   the 
following  licences : — 
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Boor  dealers 29,755 

Spirit  dealers 103,060 

Sweet  dealers 315 

Wine  dealers 43,002 

HefreshmeDt  bouse  keepers,  6,759 

Tobacco  dealers     . .      . .  63,541 

Carriages        492,779 

Armorial  bearings . .      ..  69,184 

Male  servants 1 23,500 

Dogs        317,241 

Gamo  (licences  to  kill)  . ..  139,628 

Guns        68,448 

Appraisers,   Auctioneers, 

and  House  agents      . .  65,655 

Pawnbrokers 28,905 

Plate  dealers 39,958 


Total 


£1,591,730 


These,  it  is  evident,  will  bo  much  better 
and  more  economically  collected  by  the 
Inland  Hovenue  than  by  the  County 
Authorities;  but  the  revenue  wiU,  of 
course,  bo  derived  by  every  County 
Council  from  the  licences  taken  out 
within  the  area  of  their  county.  I  have 
stated  that  the  licences  for  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors,  which  will  be 
transferred,  will  amount  to  £1,378,143, 
and  the  sum  to  be  derived  from  other 
licences  will  be  £1,591,730,  roughly 
amounting  together  to  £3,000,000.  In 
addition  to  the  existing  licence  duties, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  propose  in  his 
Budget  to  raise  other  revenue  from  other 
licence  duties  which  he  will  name, 
amounting  to  £826,000.  In  addition  to 
these  licence  duties,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  proposes  to  give  us  a  substantial 
contribution  from  personalty  amounting 
to  about  £1,800,000.  It  is  obvious 
that  it  would  be  highly  improper  for  me 
to  forestall  the  statement  to  be  made  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  by  telling  the 
House  either  the  names  of  the  new 
licences  to  be  created,  or  the  source  from 
which  he  proposes  to  derivo  the  contribu- 
tion from  personal  property ;  but  it  was 
impossible  for  me  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  re-arrangement  of  finances 
without  informing  the  House  sub- 
stantially of  the  amounts  to  be  given 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend.  It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  those  licences  and  the 
contributions  from  personalty  amount, 
in  all,  to  £5,600,000,inlieu  of  £2,600,000 
at  present  obtained.  I  have  already 
explained  to  the  House  that,  so  far  as 


licences  are  concerned,   every   county, 
including  the  Metropolis  and  the  large 
towns  I  have  named  which  will  be  made 
counties,  will  receive  all  the  licence  duties 
collected  within  its  area;  and  I  think 
we  may  fairly  hope  that  when  the  county 
itself  is  so  greatly  interested,  as  it  will 
be,  in  the  collection  of  this  revenue,  a 
greater  vigilance   on   the  part   of  the 
County  Authority  will,  to  some  extent, 
increase  the  amount  to  be  derived  to 
a    still    larger    sum.       The    question 
then  arises — "  How    is    tho    contribu* 
tion    from    personal    property    to    be 
distributed  ?  "      It  would  be  unfair,  I 
think,  that  the  contribution  in  every 
county  should    g^    to   that    particular 
county.    In  fact,  it  would  be  impossible 
so  to  allocate  it.      On  what  principle, 
therefore,  is  this  £1,800,000  to  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  counties  ?    We  have 
considered  throe  principles  on  which  it 
might  be  done — either  in  proportion  to 
population,  to  rateable  value,  or  to  the 
amount  of  indoor  pauperism.     In  our 
opinion,  neither  population  nor  rateable 
value  is  a  suffisient  test  as  to  the  need 
of  the  localities.   We  therefore  decide  on 
the  last — indoor  pauperism — as  being 
the  best  indication  we  can  find  that  the 
amount  of  relief  which  we  propose  to 
give  will  go  where  relief  is  most  urgently 
required.    The  contribution  we  propose, 
therefore,   will  be    distributed    to  the 
counties  according  to  the  proportion  the 
indoor  pauperism  of  each  county  bears  to 
the  total  indoor  pauperism  of  the  coun« 
try.     I  need  hardly  say  that  there  is  no 
class  in  the  community  which  will  benefit 
so  greatly  by  this  distribution  as  that 
class  which    I    always  think  is    most 
entitled  to  our  pity  and  sympathy — the 
smaller    class    of    ratepayers  both    in 
counties  and  boroughs ;  and  although 
this  provision  will  give  a  large  measure 
of   relief  to  the  poorer  districts  in  the 
counties,   it    will    also    give    a    large 
measure  of  relief  to  the  poorer  districts 
in  our  boroughs,  and  to  no  part  of  the 
country  more  than  to  the  poorer  districts 
of  tho  Metropolis.     When  it  is,  there- 
fore, said  that  this  question  of  the  re- 
distribution of  taxation  is  one  which 
affects  the  county    ratepayer,  and    in 
which  the  borough  ratepayer  has  little 
or  no  interest,  I  say  a  greater  mistake 
was  never  committed  than  to  make  such 
an  assertion  as  that.     I  maintain  that, 
great  as  will  be  the  boon  to  the  county 
ratepayer,  the  boon    will  not  be    less 
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great  to  those  with  whom  I  have  fully 
as  much  sympathy — the  poorer    rate- 
payers of  our  large  towns,   many    of 
whom  are  struggling  from  day  to  day 
against  heavy  rates,  and,  I  am  glad  to 
say  successfully,  to  maintain  themselves 
above  the  level  of  pauperism  to  which  the 
heavy  rates  tend  to  draw  them.    But  we 
entail  a  duty  on  the  County  Authori- 
ties of  paying  over  a  certain  portion  of 
this  amount  to  certain  local  areas  within 
their  counties.     The  House  well  knows 
that  many  contributions  from  the  Ex- 
chequer which  wo  propose  to  discontinue 
are  payable  to  Local  Authorities,  and  it 
might  be  that  there  would  be  an  ex- 
tremely unfair  incidence  of  relief  if  we 
did  not  provide  some  means  by  which 
grants  of  a  similar  character  should  be 
made  by  the  County  Council  to  the  loeal 
areas  within  their   jurisdiction.      The 
receipts  by  the  County  Authority  will 
be  subject  to  payments  for  the  following 
purposes,  on  the   same   bases  of  con- 
tribution   as  now  adopted  in    connec- 
tion with  the  Parliamentary  gprants — 
namely,  Teachers  in  Poor  Law  schools, 
£37,318;    Poor  Law   Medical  Officers, 
£147,661;    Medical   Officers  of  Health 
and  Inspectors  of  Nuisances,  £71,939 
Registrars  of  Births  and  Deaths,  £9,534 
PauperLunatic3,£479,8 15;  Criminal  Pro 
secutions,  £162,011 ;  Police,  £1,411,833 
Grants  to  poor  School  Boards,  £6,200 
Awards  to  Public  Vaccinators,  £19,000  ; 
total,   £2,345,311.      Subject    to    these 
payments,  the  revenue  will  be  appli- 
cable to  defraying  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance   of    disturnpiked     and     main 
roads  —  which    is    now    estimated    at 
about    £1,040,000 —  and    the    cost    of 
indoor  poor,  at  the  rate  of  Ad.  per  head 
per  day,  estimated  at  about  £1,200,000 
— and  any  other  charges  borne  by  the 
whole    county.     The    residue    will    be 
divided  between   the  Quarter  Sessions 
boroughs    not    contributing    to  special 
county  purposes  and  the   remainder  of 
the    county,     in    proportion     to    their 
ratea})le  valuo.     But  it  will  be  said — 
*•  Tho  Bill  cannot  como  into  operation 
until  tho  financial  year  1 889-90.    Is  there 
no  financial    relief   to    be    given    until 
then  ? "      It     is      obvious     that     we 
could  not   bring  the   full   scheme  into 
operation,   because    the  authorities    we 
propose  to  set  up  will  not  have  come 
into  office  until  March,   1889.      What, 
then,  is  the  financial  relief  we  propose 
this  year,  and  to  whom  do  we  propose 
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to  give  it  ?    We  propose,  in  addition  to 
the  grants  in  aid,  which  are  in  the  Esti- 
mates, and  which  will  continue  to  be 
paid  during  the  approaching  financial 
year,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer shall  pay  over  to  the  local  oontri- 
bution  accounta  sum  of  about  £1,1 5  0,000 
direct  contribution  from  personal  pro- 
perty,  and   an   amount    which  I  have 
named  of  about  £826,000,  the  estimated 
yield  for  the  year  of  the  new  Licence 
Duties  to  which  I  have  already  referred, 
making  together  an  amount  close  upon 
£2,000,000  for  the  next  financial  year. 
Out  of  this  sum  we  propose  to  distribute 
direct  to  Boards  of  Guardians  throughout 
the  country  4</.  per  head  per  day  for 
indoor  pauperism.     This    will    absorb 
about  £1,200,000.     Out  of  the  balance 
of  £776,000   we  propose  to   pay  over, 
as   was  done  last  year,    to    Highway 
Authorities   throughout  the  country,  a 
fourth  of  the  cost  of  repair  of  main 
roads,  and  to  the  County  Authorities 
a    similar    amount,    making   together 
a  sum  of  about  £520,000  for  the  same 
purpose.     There  remains  a  balance  of 
about  £256,000.      The  House  will  re- 
member, in  reference  to  the  extra  grant 
of  £250,000  made  last  year  for  main 
roads,  that  great  complaint  came  from  the 
Quarter   Sessions  boroughs   and  other 
areas  which  received  but  a  small  share 
of  the  contribution  because  they  had  little 
main  road  expenditure.      In  reference 
to  this  grievance,   which    we  think    a 
real  one,  we  propose  to  apportion  the 
balance  of  £256,000  on  the  basis  of  rate- 
able value  to  London  and  the  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs.  Of  course,  this  prin- 
ciple of  apportionment,  as  the  House  will 
understand,  is  only  applicable  to  the  year 
which  is  approaching.  After  the  County 
Authority  and  the  whole  machinery  is 
set  up,  the  Licence  Duties  collected  in  the 
area  and  the  amount  distributed  will  be 
the  revenue  to  be  derived  by  the  County 
Authorities.    The  House  will  also  under- 
stand, as  it  is  necessary  it  should,  that 
the  contribution  of  £520,000  for  main 
ronds  this  year  is  not  in  addition  to,  but 
in  substitution  of. the  sum  provided  for  in 
the  Estimates,  which  will  be  returned  into 
the  Exchequer.   In  the  event  of  the  Bill 
passing,  therefore,  the  additional  sums 
available  for  the  relief  of  local  taxation 
will    be,     in   the  year    1888-9,     about 
£1,700,000,   and   in  the  year    1889-90 
this  amount  will  be  increased  to  about 
£3,000,000.       The    House    will    have 
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observed  that  there  are  two  Bills  on  the 
Paper.  One  is  for  the  registration  of 
voters,  and  we  hope  the  House  will  give 
great  expedition  to  the  passing  of  that 
Bill ;  because,  if  the  other  Bill  whioh  is 
on  the  Paper  is  to  come  speedily  into 
operation,  it  is  essential  we  should 
proceed  with  the  registration,  which, 
as  hon.  Qentlemcn  know,  cannot  be 
effected  unless  the  Bill  passes  in  the 
middle  of  May  or  June.  Then  with 
reference  to  the  date  at  which  we  pro- 
pose that  our  main  Bill  shall  come  into 
operation.  We  propose  that  the  elections 
for  the  Oounty  Council  shall  be  held  in 
January  next,  although  we  do  not  pro- 
pose that  the  new  authority  shall  take 
over  the  functions  of  the  Governing  Body 
until  the  25th  of  March.  The  District 
Councils  cannot  be  elected  for  some  time 
after,  because,  as  the  House  is  aware,  we 
impose  certain  prelimioary  duties  on  the 
new  County  Council,  and  until  they  are 
performed  the  elections  for  the  rural  Dis- 
trict Councils  could  not  take  place.  We 
therefore  propose  that,  as  far  as  they 
are  concerned,  the  elections  shall  take 
place  in  the  November  following  ;  but 
that  afterwards  all  the  elections,  both 
for  the  County  Council  and  for  the 
municipal  boroughs,  rural  districts,  and 
urban  districts  shall  be  held  at  the  same 
time  in  November.  The  House,  I  am 
sure,  will  be  glad  to  know  that  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  of  my  remarks, 
and  it  is  my  duty  to  thank  the  House 
most  cordially  for  the  kind,  attentive, 
and  considerate  hearing  which  they 
have  been  kind  enough  to  afford 
me.  I  have  stated  to  the  House  what 
our  proposals  are.  They  are,  as  I  think 
the  House  will  acknowledge,  large  and 
comprehensive.  The  subjects  dealt  with 
are  numerous  and  important ;  but, 
numerous  as  they  are,  there  are  others 
with  which  some  will  have  expected  that 
we  should  deal,  and  I  say  at  once  there 
are  others  which  we  ourselves  should 
have  been  glad  to  deal  with  if  we  had 
felt  able  to  do  so  in  the  present  Bill. 
We  would  gladly  have  included  in  our 
Bill  the  remainder  of  our  scheme  for 
London  Government;  we  should  have 
been  glad  to  have  proposed  a  recon- 
struction of  parochial  organization,  a 
reform  in  the  system  of  valuation  so  as 
to  make  it  more  simple  and  more  uniform, 
a  scheme  for  the  consolidation  of  rates, 
and  many  other  matters.  If  we  have 
not  dealt  with  these  questions  in  the 


Bill,  it  is  not  because  wo  do  not  fully 
recognize  their  importance,  but  because 
"we  feel  the  absolute  necessity  of  keeping 
our  Bill  within  reasonable  and  practical 
limits,  and  of  not  unduly  over-weighting 
an  already  heavy  and  difficult  measure. 
Some  of  these  subjects  we  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  deal  with  ourselves  on  another 
occasion  ;  but,  having  set  up  a  great  and 
powerful  organization  in' every  one  of  our 
counties,  we  believe  we  shall  have  con- 
stituted an  authority  which  may  be  fairly 
called  upon  to  deal  with  others  of  them 
in  a  spirit  in  which  they  ought  to  be 
dealt  with.  Our  chief  aim  and  object 
has  been  to  extend  to  the  country  at  large 
those  municipal  privileges  which  have 
been  so  long  accorded  to  boroughs,  and 
which,  on  the  whole,  have  been  wisely 
used  and  judiciously  exercised.  No 
one  can  say  we  have  approached  this 
subject  in  a  narrow  or  niggardly  spirit ; 
no  one  can  say  we  have  approached  it  in 
a  spirit  of  distrust  of  the  people.  We 
have  approached  it  in  no  spirit  of  dis- 
trust, but  in  a  spirit  of  confidence  in  the 
sense  and  judgment  of  the  people.  We 
have  been  actuated  by  an  earnest  desire 
to  settle  the  question  on  a  broad  and 
permanent  basis,  and  we  are  satisfied 
that  no  narrower  basis  than  that  we  have 
proposed  gives  promise  of  permanence 
and  stability.  We  believe  that  by  our 
Bill  a  spirit  of  active  municipal  life  will 
be  infused  into  our  rural  population,  with 
results  salutary  and  beneficial  both  to 
themselves  and  the  country  at  large ;  and 
we  claim-T-and  with  confidence  after  the 
declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone) — the  assistance  of  both 
Parties  in  the  House  and  the  country 
in  bringing  about  so  desirable  a  con- 
summation. We  rely  with  confidence  on 
the  help  of  the  House  to  pass  this  great 
measure  of  reform  which  we  now  submit 
to  the  judgment  of  the  House  and  the 
country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  laws  relating  to  Local  Government 
in  England  and  Wales ;  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith." — {Mr,  Ritchie,) 

Ma.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
whether  the  financial  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  the  Local  Authorities  which 
were  intended  to  come  into  operation 
next  year  would  apply  to  Scotland. 

Mb.  RITCHIE:  Financial  proposals 
with  reference  to  Scotland  will  be  mad^ 
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hy  my  ri^lit  lion.  Friend  tlio  Chancellor 
of  tho  Kxclu'quor  ;  but  it  is  obvious  that 
thoy  will  bo  iu  a  dilieront  form,  looking 
at  the  fact  tliat  no  Bill  for  Scotland  can 
bo  passed  tliis  year. 

I^Fh.  l»rOKEH8aiLL  (BethnalGreon, 
S.W.)  said,  ho  roso  mainly  to  put  a 
question  to  the  ri^ht  hou.  G^entleman. 
But  as  iho  first  Metropolitan  Member 
who  had  risen,  ho  might  perhaps  be 
permitted  to  say  that  although  the  pro- 
posal of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
BO  far  as  T^ondon  was  concerned,  come 
upon  tlie  citizens  with  some  surprise,  he 
beliovt'd  his  proposals,  so  far  as  they 
went,  would  not  be  unsatisfactory.  The 
proposal  to  establish  a  directly  elected 
body  for  London  proceeded  undoubtedly 
on  the  right  line,  and  his  only  regret  was 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
had  tho  courage  to  deal  with  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London.  IIo,  for 
one,  should  not  regret  the  decease  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works;  but  there 
was  another  body  which  he  ventured  to 
think  even  more  than  that  had  forfeited 
the  confidonco  of  tho  ratepayers  of 
London.  IIo  referred  to  the  Metro- 
politan Asylums  Board,  and  ho  very 
much  regretted  that,  as  he  understood, 
that  Board  would  continue  to  exist  as 
heretofore.  The  question  which  ho  de- 
sired to  put  to  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
related  to  the  poor  rates.  He  was — 
as  hon.  Gentlemen  would  bo  aware — 
in  favour  of  equalizing  the  rate  for  the 
whole  of  London.  As  ho  understood, 
each  Union  would  be  entitled  to  receive 
from  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the 
County  Council  Ad.  per  day  in  respect  of 
each  indoor  pauper,  and  they  were  to 
have  a  County  Council  for  London, 
which  would  pay  Ad.  a-day  for  each 
indoor  pauper  under  tho  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  he  pointed 
out  that  already  each  Union  received 
^d.  a-day  out  of  tho  Metroplitan  Poor 
Fund.  That  being  so,  each  London 
Union  would  be  entitled  to  receive  9d.  a 
day  in  respect  of  the  maintenance  of 
oach  indoor  pauper,  and  lio  thought 
tluro  wore  grave  objoctions  to  such  an 
arrniigeuieiit.  In  the  first  place,  it  was 
inadequate,  because  it  made  no  pro- 
vision for  the  cost  which  was  incurred 
for  buildings,  which  was  one  of  the 
largest  burdens  on  the  poor  districts  of 
London ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  it  was 
improvident,  because  ho  believed  there 
was  not  one  Metropolitan  Union  which 

Mr.  Ritchie 


spent  80  much  as  9i.  a-day  on  the  main* 
tenance  of  its  paupers.  So  that  it  would 
result  that  the  Guardians  would  actually 
make  a  profit  out  of  their  indoor  pauper- 
ism. The  natural  effect  would  be  that 
they  would  drive  the  paupers  into  the 
Union  to  a  greater  extent  even  than  at 
present  Ho  felt  that,  whatever  might 
be  said  against  the  danger  of  outdoor 
administration,  the  cost  of  maintenance 
ought  to  bo  determined  on  its  own 
merits;  whereas  now  they  were  still  fur- 
ther extending  the  principle  of  tho 
Metropolitan  Poor  Fund,  which  to  some 
extent  induced  tho  Guardians  to  drive 
persons  asking  for  relief  into  the  poor- 
house.  That  system  which  had  been 
mischievous  they  were  now  proposing 
to  extend,  and  he  therefore  asked  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
this  aspect  of  the  question. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  London  Police  Force  was 
to  remain  as  it  was  now.  The  area  at 
tho  present  time  extended  15  miles  from 
Charing  Cross,  into  many  districts  which 
were  parts  of  other  counties  than  that 
which  was  to  be  tho  London  Council 
area.  Was  tho  present  system  to  re- 
main, or  was  the  London  Police  to  be 
consolidated  ?  He  also  asked  whether 
the  only  functions  of  the  new  Council 
for  London  were  to  bo  those  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board? 

Sm  ALBERT  ROLLIT  (Islington,  8.) 
said,  there  were  a  number  of  boroughs 
which  were  to  be  treated  as  counties  in 
themselves. 

]^[u.  RITCHIE  :  No,  Sir. 

Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT  said,  the  ob- 
ject of  his  question  was  to  know  whether 
those  boroughs  would  continue  to  be 
governed  by  the  Municipal  Corporations 
Act  of  1872,  or  under  the  new  Act  ? 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 
what  was  to  be  the  equivalent  for  Ire- 
land in  the  large  contributions  proposed 
to  be  made  to  the  Unions  for  paupers  ? 
Ireland  had  little  or  no  share  in  the 
money  which  was  given  in  England  iu 
aid  of  the  maintenance  of   highways, 
and   now  they  were  going  to  give  4r/. 
a-head  for  all  indoor  paupers  in  England. 
He  thought  the  time  had  arrived    for 
bringing  in  a  Bill  to  make  the  same 
provision  for  the  poor  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  With  reference  to 
the  last  question,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will, 
of   course,    make    a    statement    with 
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reforence  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  when 
]ie  comes  to  deal  with  finance.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Colonel  Nolan)  will  find 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  deal  with 
these  countries  in  a  strictly  impartial 
manner.'  With  regard  to  London 
paupers,  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South-West  Bethnal  Green  (Mr. 
Pickersgill)  spoke  as  if  London  would 
obtain  an  amount  far  in  excess  of  the 
cost  of  the  indoor  paupers  to  the  rate- 
payers. Nothing  is  more  fallacious. 
The  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  in- 
door poor  is  far  beyond  9d.  per  head. 
The  House  will  understand  that  the  cost 
of  housing  the  indoor  poor  in  London  is 
enormously  greater  than  the  cost  of 
housing  indoor  poor  in  the  country. 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  will  see 
the  enormous  gain  which  our  proposal 
will  bring  to  a  poor  district  such  as  he 
represents,  and  that  he  will  not  be  found 
a  dissenting  Member  in  this  matter. 
As  to  the  police,  one-half  of  the  cost  of 
their  maintenance  in  the  boroughs  will 
be  paid  from  the  county  and  the  borough 
fund,  and  one-half  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  police  in  the  counties  will  be  paid 
for  from  the  county  fund.  With  re- 
ference to  tho  question  of  the  assessment 
of  personal  property,  I  must  refer  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
will  deal  with  it  when  he  introduces  his 
Budget.  We  do  not,  as  I  have  stated, 
propose  to  touch  the  question  of  valua- 
tion now,  but  we  hope,  on  a  future  day, 
to  deal  with  it  in  a  separate  Bill.  So 
that  all  questions  of  appeals  with  re- 
ference to  valuation  will  remain  as  at 
present.  We  do  not  propose  to  make 
any  alteration  in  the  police  districts,  and 
the  contribution  now  paid  from  the  Ex- 
chequer towards  the  Metropolitan  Police 
will  be  paid  by  the  London  Council  so 
far  as  the  area  of  the  Board  of  Works 
is  concerned,  and  by  the  County  Council 
80  far  as  their  area  is  concerned.  Then 
I  am  asked  a  question  as  to  who  will 
settle  the  number  of  members  for 
London.  I  will  undertake  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  before  the  Bill 
goes  through  Committee,  a  Paper  deal- 
ing with  the  members  for  London  as 
well  as  for  the  counties,  including 
Jjondon.  Where  the  Government  hand 
over  the  power  of  Central  Departments 
to  confirm  acts  done  by  District  Councils, 
so  far  as  confirmation  is  required  in  re- 


spect of  proposals  of  Town  Councils, 
they  will  still  have  to  be  confirmed  by 
tho  Central  Councils,  because  they  could 
not  bo  fairly  asked  to  confirm  their  own 
orders. 

Mr.  W.  E.GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  The  only  question  I  pro- 
pose to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  is  that 
relating  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.  It  is 
obvious  to  everyone  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  sufficient  reason  in  ex- 
cluding altogether  from  his  statement 
even  the  mention  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, and  no  doubt  that  reason  was  to 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  concern  of 
Scotland  and  Ireland  in  the  present 
statement  is  a  financial  concern,  and  the 
Government  have  made  an  arrangement 
— which,  I  think,  is  altogether  a  wise 
and  proper  one — to  follow  up  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  to- 
day at  the  earliest  possible  opportunity 
with  the  Financial  Statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  on  the  finances 
of  the  year.  That  matter,  therefore,  I 
think,  has  been  disposed  of  for  the  pre- 
sent in  a  manner  that  is  satisfactory 
with  reference  to  the  statement  before 
us.  Now,  I  do  not  think  that,  consider- 
ing the  vastness  and  complexity  of  the 
subject,  I  should  have  said  a  single  word 
but  for  two  reasons.  One  of  those  reasons 
is  the  pointed  reference  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  to  me  in  his  state- 
ment, and  the  other  is  that  I  felt  a 
desire  to  do  justice  as  far  as  I  could  to 
the  strictly  personal  part  of  the  operation 
which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
had  to  perform  this  evening.  Undoubt- 
edly that  was  a  most  difficult  operation  ; 
and  I  think  every  feeling  of  the  House 
must  be  that  he  has  discharged  that  very 
arduous  duty  in  a  manner  which  does  him 
high  honour.  That  portion  of  the  sub- 
ject I  can  refer  to  with  unmixed  pleasure 
and  satisfaction.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  some  general  words  of 
mine  to  the  effect  that  tho  Government, 
I  thought,  would  find  on  this  side  of  the 
House  no  disposition  to  treat  their  pro- 
posals in  relation  to  Local  Government 
in  any  other  than  a  broad  and  candid 
spirit.  Well,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
time  is  oome  for  me  to  go  beyond  those 
general  words.  The  plans  of  the  Go- 
vernment are  a  great  deal  too  large  to 
admit  of  our  pronouncing  any  conclusive 
judgment  upon  them  at  present,  whereas 
to  pronounce  a  partial  judgment  might, 
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I  think,  probably  do  more  barm  than 
good.  It  is,  therefore,  my  plain  duty  to 
Bay  that  I  adhere  to  the  spirit  of  the 
words  I  used  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is 
likewise  my  duty  to  say  for  myself,  and 
for  any  that  I  may  be  supposed  to 
represent,  that,  of  course,  at  the  present 
time  we  must  retain  our  full  and 
absolute  liberty  both  in  the  mass  and  in 
the  detail  of  the  proposals  of  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman.  Still,  I  will  go  one 
step  beyond  what  I  have  stated  in  re- 
spect of  the  speech  that  has  been  made 
and  of  the  propositions  that  are  before 
us.  I  think  that  that  speech  was  a  very 
frank,  a  very  lucid,  and  a  very  able 
statement.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  thought  that  the  Govern- 
ment bad  founded  their  proposals  upon 
principles  which  are  both  broad  and 
deep,  and  be  laid  a  claim  upon  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  House. 
Well,  I  do  not  think  that,  taking  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  a  whole  in  the  claims  that  he  made, 
it  was  an  unjust  or  immodest  statement. 
I  think,  undoubtedly,  that  he  and  his 
Oolleagues  have  had  to  apply  themselves 
to  a  combination  of  subjects  so  varied,  so 
diversified,  so  complex,  and  so  weighty 
that  it  would  be  difficult,  perhaps,  to 
name  any  measure  which  has  been  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  in  which  there  has 
been  greater  difficulty  in  bringing  into 
a  focus  such  a  multitude  of  topics  so 
necessary  to  be  connected,  and  yet  pre- 
senting so  many  difficulties  in  establish- 
ing a  connection.  Undoubtedly,  as  re- 
specting many  important  portions  of  the 
statement  before  us,  it  is  only  just  that 
I  should  say  that  the  Government  have 
addressed  themselves  to  the  consideration 
of  these  points  in  a  spirit  which  is  large, 
bold,  and  just ;  and,  so  far  as  these 
portions  go,  I  cannot  but  believe  that  I 
am  expressing  the  general  sentiment  in 
what  I  have  said.  The  reservation  of 
liberty  which  I  have  made  I  must  repeat ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  it  would  have 
been  just  to  have  allowed  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  gone 
forth  to  the  world  without  making 
frankly,  and  at  once,  the  admission  that 
in  the  plan  he  has  proposed — whether  or 
not  to  be  good  or  bad  as  a  whole,  or 
whether  or  not  in  its  details  or  its  main 
details  it  can  be  supported — there  are 
embodied  many  principles  the  acceptance 
of  which,  as  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman  and  bis  Colleagues,  is  a  very 
important  fact  in  the  history  of  Parlia- 
mentary legislation.  The  good  and  pro- 
fit of  these  principles  I  should  be  sorry 
that  Parliament  and  the  country  should 
lose  through  the  existence  of  any  grudg- 
ing or  ungenerous  spirit  on  the  part  of 
those  who  sit  separate  from  the  Party 
with  which  the  right  Gentleman  belongs. 
Sir  EICHARD  PAGET  (Somerset, 
Wells)  said,  it  was  with  great  satisfaction 
that  he  had  listened  to  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone).  He,  in  common  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  felt  that  some 
liberty  of  action  must  be  retained  by 
those  who  wished  to  facilitate  the  settle- 
ment of  this  extremely  difficult  question. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  no  more  weighty 
measure  had  ever  been  introduced  into 
that  House  than  the  present.  It  was  a 
measure  bristling  with  details ;  and  he 
congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Bltchie)  on  the  evident 
success  he  had  so  far  achieved.  He  took 
this  opportunity  of  expressing  his  satis- 
faction that  at  last  a  Government  had 
been  found  ready  to  deal  with  a  difficulty 
so  long  recognized,  and  with  evils  under 
which  the  counties  had  so  long  suffered. 
He  looked  forward  with  pleasure  to  the 
g^eat  benefit  which  local  ratepayers  were 
to  derive  from  Imperial  taxation,  and 
which  he  understood  would  amount  in 
1889  to  £1,700,000  and  in  1890  to  no 
less  than  £3,000,000.  That  of  itself  was 
an  enormous  advance  on  the  action  of 
any  previous  Government,  and  one  that 
he  heartily  rejoiced  at.  There  wero, 
however,  one  or  two  questions  that  he 
would  venture  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  the  first  place,  were  the 
present  Highway  Boards  to  continue  to 
exercise  the  powers  and  authority  which 
they  now  possessed  with  the  exception 
of  those  with  reference  to  main  roads  ? 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  Police, 
was  it  intended  to  leave  it  to  the  new 
Authority  to  determine  what  the  num- 
ber of  the  Police  Forces  should  be,  tho 
rates  to  be  paid,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  to  be  equipped,  when 
the  subvention  for  the  police  and  the 
authority  of  the  Home  Office  ceased? 
He  desired  once  more  to  congratulate 
his  right  hon.  Friend  on  tho  great  bold- 
ness of  conception  on  which  this  scheme 
was  founded.      He  ventured  to  hope 
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that  when  the  new  Authority  came  into 
being,  placed  on  the  wider  and  more 
comprehensive  basis  of  popular  election, 
it  would  be  found  in  no  degree  inferior 
to  the  Body  which  it  replaced,  and  that 
its  administration  would  be  entitled  to 
the  same  amount  of  praise  as  that  which 
had  been  given  to  the  older  Body — that 
in  future  it  would  be  found  to  hare  re- 
gard for  economical  expenditure,  and 
worthy  of  being  pointea  to  as  a  Body 
having  the  interests  of  the  ratepayers 
thoroughly  at  heart. 

Mfi.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  understood  that  the 
existing  Corporation  of  London  was  to 
exist  side  by  side  with  the  General 
Council  for  London.  If  that  was  so, 
was  the  existing  Corporation  to  continue 
as  a  separate  Council  for  each  district  ? 
And,  further,  he  would  like  to  know  if 
the  Corporation  of  the  future  was  to  be 
elected  in  the  same  manner  as  the  exist- 
ing Corporation.  If  that  were  so,  with- 
out arguing  the  matter,  then  he  would 
simply  say  that  it  constituted  a  g^eat 
blot  on  the  Bill.  He  should  have  been 
glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  had  had  the 
courage  to  abolish  the  magisterial  func- 
tions of  county  gentlemen.  One  of  the 
great  grievances  of  the  present  system 
was  that  the  Justices  were  drawn 
exclusively  from  one  class;  and  that, 
among  other  things,  the  game  preservers 
were  the  men  chosen  to  try  the  poachers. 
It  seemed  to  him  strange  that  an  ano- 
maly of  this  kind  should  have  been 
E reserved.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ad  not  even  made  an  allusion  to  the 
existence  of  Ireland,  so  far  as  the  finan- 
cial part  of  the  Bill  was  concerned, 
which  was  a  question  it  was  said  must 
be  left  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
thought,  might  have  said  that  the  Bill 
was  extremely  complex,  and  that  he  was 
only  making  a  reasonable  demand  in 
asking  that  he  should  be  permitted  to 
confine  it,  for  the  moment  at  least,  to 
this  country.  If  he  had  done  that,  Irish 
Members  would  have  admitted  the  jus- 
tice of  his  case.  But  he  had  not  alluded 
to  Ireland ;  and  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
would  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  some  explanation  of 
the  postponement  of  Ireland.  At  a  sub- 
sequent period  this  question  would,  of 
course,  be  raised  in  another  form.    He 


should  reserve  his  observations  in  tlie 
meantime,  and  would  merely  say  that  it 
was  for  the  credit  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  credit  of  the  Ministry,  and 
for  the  credit  of  English  honour  and 
citizenship  generally,  that  they  should 
have  a  distinct  statement  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  postponement  of  Ire- 
land was  one  of  time,  and  not  of  prin- 
ciple. 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
(Essex,  Epping)  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  accusations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  he  thought  that 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  show, 
so  to  speak,  a  dean  bill  of  health  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  and  that  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  might  be  fairly  left  in 
their  hands.  He  had  only  to  ask  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
one  or  two  questions  on  points  about 
which  he  was  not  quite  clear.  First, 
with  regard  to  the  police  and  their 
management  in  future.  He  understood 
that  the  police  in  counties  would  be 
transferred  to  a  Body  equally  elected 
from  the  Quarter  Sessions  Bodv  and 
from  the  elected  Council.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  all  direct  control 
of  the  Home  Office  was  to  be  taken 
away,  and  whether  all  control  of  the 
Police  Force  in  future  would  be  left  to 
the  Guardians  and  the  Local  Bodies? 
He  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  told  them  how  he  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  Metropolitan  Police  when  he 
spoke  of  the  police  being  in  the  hand? 
of  the  Home  Office.  Were  the  City 
Police  to  be  amalgamated,  or  were  they 
to  remain  a  separate  foroe  as  at  pre- 
sent ?  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  other 
Eoint  which  he  had  to  mention  would 
e  answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
If  these  contributions  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  referred 
were  to  go  in  aid  of  the  locality,  how 
were  they  in  future  to  divide  the  contri- 
butions of  those  who  resided  for  half 
the  year  in  London  and  the  other  half 
in  the  country  ? 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  what  was  to  be 
the  position  of  boroughs  of  over  10,000 
inhabitants.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  mentioned 
boroughs    which,    like    Grimsby,   had 
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30,000  or  40,000  inhabitants,  and  wore 
not  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs.  He 
should  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  some  information  on 
that  subject.  Again  he  asked  for  what 
time  the  District  Committees  were 
to  bo  elected.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  mentioned  three  years  in  con- 
nection with  the  County  Committee, 
but  he  had  not  named  any  time  with 
regard  to  the  District  Committees.  Ho 
(Mr.  Heneage)  presumed  the  time  would 
be  three  years,  although  it  was  not  men- 
tioned. Ho  had  no  other  questions  to 
ask,  and  it  simply  remained  for  him  to 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
heartily  on  the  measure  he  had  intro- 
duced. 

Major  EASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  desired  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  what  relation  and  powers 
the  new  Local  Authority  would  haye 
with  reference  to  the  Allotment  Act  of 
last  year,  taking  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  under  the  present  circum- 
stances that  Act  was  utterly  useless  and 
unworkable. 

Sir  BERNHAED  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  some  grant  to 
school  boards  which  would  cease  to  be 
paid.  Ho  (Sir  Bornhard  Samuelson) 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  referred  to  the  edu- 
cation grant  which  was  made  to  school 
boards,  and,  if  not,  what  was  the  grant 
to  which  he  referred  ? 

Mr.  SINCLAIE  (Falkirk,  &c.)  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
six  or  seven  cities  which  wore  to  become 
counties  of  cities  —  Liverpool,  for  in- 
stance, was  one  of  thorn.  He  desired  to 
ask  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the  pro- 
posed Council  of  that  county  was  to  be 
the  present  Town  Council  of  the  city, 
or  was  there  to  be  constituted  a  new 
body.  If  the  old  body— the  present 
Town  Council — was  to  bo  the  Council  of 
the  county,  would  there  bo  some  pro- 
vision with  regard  to  the  election  of  the 
Council  ;  would  there  be  one  election 
every  three  years,  or  would  they  con- 
tinue on  their  present  constitution — one 
member  retiring  from  each  ward  every 
third  year  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  he  would  answer 
the  last  question  first.  The  Council  of 
a  borough  made  a  county  would  be  the 
composition  of  the  County  Council ;  it 
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would  not  have  to  undergo  re- election, 
and  they  did  not  propose  in  oases  of 
this  kind  in  any  way  to  interfere  with 
the  mode  of  election  or  with  the  term 
for  which  the  Council  was  re-elected. 
The  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Bern- 
hard  Samuelson)  asked  him  what  the 
Government  were  proposing  to  do  with 
respect  to  boroughs  which  were  not 
coterminous  with  sanitary  areas  ?  This 
was  one  of  the  questions  submitted  to 
the  Boundary  Commissioners,  and  it 
would  be  their  duty  to  make  a  report 
upon  it;  their  report  would  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  County  Council,  who 
would  take  the  matter  into  considera- 
tion, and  deal  with  it  by  way  of  Pro- 
visional Orders.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  South-East 
Essex  (Major  Easch)  asked  him  whether 
there  would  be  any  alteration  as  to  the 
authority  existing  at  present  to  ad- 
minister the  Allotments  Act?  There 
would,  of  course,  be  an  alteration.  Tho 
authority  under  the  Allotments  Act  was 
the  Sanitary  Authority;  the  Sanitary 
Authority  in  rural  districts  at  present 
was  the  Guardians.  In  future  the  Sani- 
tary Authority  in  rural  districts  would 
be  directly  elected  by  the  ratepayers, 
and  they  would  become  tho  authority  to 
administer  the  Allotments  Act.  Tho 
District  Council  would  be  the  Sanitary 
Authority. 

Sir  EICHAED  PAGET:  Of  how 
many  members  will  it  consist  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  it  was  proposed 
that  the  County  Council  should  fix  the 
number  for  each  Eural  Sanitary  Au- 
thority. Then  he  was  questioned  with 
regard  to  the  School  Board  grant.  The 
proposals  of  the  Government  had  no 
reference  to  the  grants  generally,  and 
only  a  very  small  grant  to  poor  School 
Boards  would  be  involved  in  their 
proposals.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Wells  Division  of  Somer- 
set (Sir  Eichard  Paget)  had  asked  him 
a  question  in  reference  to  the  high* 
ways.  The  District  Councils,  whether 
rural  or  urban,  would  be  the  High- 
way Authorities  of  the  future,  and  of 
course  the  existing  authorities  would 
cease  to  exercise  their  powers.  Tho 
hon.  Baronet  also  asked  him — and  a 
similar  question  was  put  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Epping 
Division  of  Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson) — whether  the  control  of  the 
police  by  the  Home  Office  was  to  cease 
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under  the  new  state  of  things  ?  No,  it 
was  not;  the  Home  Office  would  still 
exercise  supervision  over  the  police,  they 
would  still  have  to  give  their  certificate, 
and  where  they  found  that  an  efficient 
police  force  was  not  maintained  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  efficiency  necessary 
to  obtain  a  certificate,  they  would  have 
power  to  call  upon  the  County  Autho- 
rity to  remedy  the  defect.  The  hon. 
Baronet  also  put  to  him  a  question  upon 
another  point ;  he  suggested  that  the 
rates  might  automatically  increase. 
Where  would  the  increased  revenue  be 
found  ?  He  anticipated  that,  even  apart 
from  the  ordinary  and  constant  increase 
of  rovenue  to  be  derived  from  all  these 
licences,  and  also  from  the  sources  from 
which  personal  contributions  came,  there 
would  be  added  this  expectation  of  in- 
crease, that  the  Local  Authorities  within 
the  counties  having  a  direct  interest  in 
the  amount  of  revenue  raised  from  the 
licences,  would  look  very  sharply  after  the 
collection  of  the  licence  duties.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  asked 
him  what  were  the  proposals  in  refer- 
ence to  the  position  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. The  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  they  proposed  in  the  Bill  only  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  the  County 
Authority  in  London  which  was  to  be 
elected  by  all  parts  of  London.  He 
(Mr.  Eitchie)  stated  that  they  had  other 
plans  with  reference  to  districts.  Those 
plans  were  not  before  Parliament,  but 
he  might  inform  the  hon.  Gentlgman 
that  so  far  as  the  City  of  London  was 
concerned  it  would  occupy  within  the 
County  of  London  precisely  the  same 
position  as  a  Quarter  Sessions  borough 
would  continue  to  occupy  in  an  ordinary 
countv. 

Mb!  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
extremely  anxious  to  know  how  the  Lon- 
don Authority  was  to  be  elected  ? 

Mb.  eitchie  said,  they  did  not  pro- 
pose to  deal  with  the  smaller  areas  in 
London  in  the  present  Bill  at  all,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
expect  him  to  state  how  they  proposed 
to  deal  with  the  City  of  London  when  it 
came  to  be  considered  as  a  District 
Council  with  reference  to  itself. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  was 
particularly  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  elections  in  London  would  be 
conducted  on  the  popular  princi- 
ple? 


Mb.  eitchie  said,  he  was  afraid  he 
had  not  made  himself  understood  ;  they 
recognized  the  importance  of  that  par- 
ticular branch  of  their  work,  but  as  he 
stated  in  his  speech  they  did  not  feel 
able  to  deal  with  that  question  in  this 
Bill  because  it  would  unduly  have  over- 
weighted it.  They  proposed  to  deal  not 
only  with  the  City  of  London  but  with 
other  areas  in  London  subsequently. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor)  answered  his  own  question  when 
he  said  the  Bill  was  one  which  did  not 
profess  to  deal  with  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Eitchie)  should  be  quite  out  of  Order  if 
he  attempted  to  state  to  the  House  what 
were  the  proposals  which  they  hoped  at 
some  future  time  to  make  respecting 
Ireland.  Then  a  question  was  asked 
with  reference  to  the  City  Police— whe- 
ther they  were  to  be  amalgamated  ? 
The  House  knew  that  the  City  had  al- 
ways maintained  its  own  police,  and  it 
had  always  declined  to  submit  to  the 
supervision  of  the  Home  Office.  That 
being  so,  they  did  not  propose  to  in- 
clude the  City  of  London  among  tho 
police  that  were  to  be  maintained  at  the 
cost  of  the  county.  The  question  the 
Member  for  Great  Qrimsby  (Mr.  Hene- 
age)  asked  him  was,  what  would  be  the 
position  of  boroughs,  not  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs,  with  a  population  of  over 
10,000?  They  would  be  precisely  in 
the  position  they  at  present  occupied. 
All  municipal  boroughs  would  retain 
their  powers  and  their  duties  other  than 
those  which  were  excepted  exactly  as 
they  possessed  them  now. 

Mb.  HENEAGE  asked  if  they  would 
retain  the  power  of  licensing  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  he  thought 
he  had  told  the  House  clearly  that  such 
boroughs  would  exercise  all  the  duties 
they  exercised  now  other  than  those 
which  were  excepted.  They  had  not 
got  the  power  of  licensing  now  except 
through  their  Justices.  They  were 
powers  which  would  be  in  the  future 
exercised  by  the  County  Council. 

Mb.  HENEAGE :  Then  borough  Jus- 
tices will  be  superseded  by  County  Jus* 
tices  ? 

Mb.  EITCHIE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  the  Go- 
yerment  proposed  to  take  away  licen- 
sing as  a  portion  of  the  administrative 
functions  they  took  away  from  the  Jus- 
tices. Of  course,  the  Justices  of  Quarter 
Sessions  boroughs  will,  in  common  with 
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Justioes  of  counties,  lose  their  lioen- 
sing  powers— [Mr.  Heneage  :  And  the 
City  of  London  ?] — Yes,  and  the  Jus- 
tioes of  the  City  of  London.  A  question 
was  asked  as  to  the  mode  of  election  to 
the  District  Councils.  In  the  multipli- 
city of  the  questions  with  which  he  had 
had  to  deal,  he  had  forgotten  to  say  that 
the  District  Councils  would  be  elected  for 
the  same  time,  and  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances as  Municipal  Councils  ;  two- 
thirds  would  retire  annually.  He  had 
now,  he  thought,  answered  all  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him,  but  he  could  not  sit 
down  without  expressing  his  thanks  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
for  the  kind  and  handsome  way  in  which 
he  had  spoken  of  the  way  in  which  he 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  had  performed  his  duty 
to-night.  He  assured  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that,  however  much  they  dif- 
fered on  political  questions,  he  very 
greatly  appreciated  the  compliment 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
good  enough  to  pay  him  to-night. 

Mk.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Basset- 
law)  said,  he  desired  to  address  a  ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rela- 
ting to  finance.  The  present  County 
Authorities  raised  capital  by  mortgages 
on  the  rates,  and  that  was  a  very  cum- 
bersome mode  of  raising  money,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  all  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  intro- 
duce a  clause  in  the  Bill  empowering 
County  Authorities  to  create  a  county 
stock.  Such  a  stock  would  be  very 
popular  in  every  county,  and  its  exist- 
ence would  save  a  great  deal  of  the 
trouble  and  expense  connected  with  the 
present  system  of  raising  money. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Hitohie)  had  dealt  with  the  Municipal 
Authorities  and  great  Local  Boards,  but 
there  were  other  authorities  which  gave 
great  trouble  in  the  great  controversy 
upon  looal  government,  and  they  were 
the  Improvement  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  Acts  of  Parliament. 
The  condition  of  these  bodies  was  ex- 
tremely anomalous,  and  he  (Mr.  F.  S. 
Powell)  would  greatly  rejoice  to  see  an 
end  put  to  their  corporate  existence. 
At  present  they  might  be  entirely  abo- 
lished by  a  Provisional  Order  which 
gave  power  to  alter  a  local  Act,  but  he 
was  anxious  to  know  whether  the  Go- 
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yernment  would  not  take  advantage  of 
this  great  opportunity,  and  put  an  end 
once  and  for  ever  to  these  most 
anomalous,  and,  he  thought,  in  many 
oases  most  inconvenient  authorities? 
He  hoped  he  might  be  allowed  ag  one 
who  had  had  the  honour  of  being  for 
eight  years  a  member  of  the  London 
vestry  to  congratulate  the  Government 
on  taking  in  hand  the  cause  of  local  re- 
form in  London.  He  was  sure  that 
whatever  were  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  took  part  in  this  debate, 
they  would  all  agree  in  thanking  tho 
Government  for  the  courage  with  which 
they  had  dealt  with  this  part  of  this 
very  great  problem.  He  had  rather 
hoped  that  in  the  course  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  they  would 
have  heard  some  more  in  detail  respect- 
ing local  areas.  This  was,  of  course,  too 
large  a  subject  to  discuss  at  this  late 

Seriod  of  a  preliminary  debate,  but  he 
oped  that  in  the  course  of  a  few  years 
the  anomalies  in  local  boundaries  would 
bo  terminated,  and  that  there  would  be 
some  symmetrical  system.  He  trusted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend 
that  the  areas  for  local  government 
should  hereafter  be  equal  in  size  or  in 
population.  For  political  purpose  no 
doubt  areas  of  the  same  uniform  size 
were  desirable,  but  for  administration 
local  circumstances  differ  so  much,  anfl 
there  is  so  much  diversity  in  the  local 
wants,  that  variety  rather  than  unifor- 
mity should  be  sought.  He  could,  if 
time  permitted,  have  given  illustrations 
in  support  of  his  view,  but  he  thought 
that  it  was  right  in  the  course  of  a 
discussion  like  this  to  be  as  brief  as 
possible,  and  merely  to  indicate  a  few 
leading  ideas  which  had  occurred  to  his 
mind. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  he  desired  to  put  one  question  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
that  was  whether  there  would  be  any 
proposals  in  the  Bill  affecting  the  present 
government  of  parishes  ?  Whether  the 
power  now  possessed  by  Vestries  would 
be  altered  by  the  Bill,  and  whether  any 
powers  at  present  existing  or  any  other 
powers  within  the  parishes  would  be 
given  by  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  to  the 
new  District  Councils  ? 

Mr.  jasper  more  (Shropshire, 
Ludlow)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  extend 
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the  distumpiked  roads  grant  to  those 
roads  disturn piked  sinoe  1870?  He 
wished,  too,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  kindly  state  what  was  to  be 
the  position  of  those  small  boroughs 
which  he  alluded  to — namely,  those 
with  a  population  under  3,000  which 
still  had  a  mayor  and  corporation  of  their 
own  ?  He  desired  also  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  would  consider 
whether  he  could  cause  a  plan  to  be  pre- 
pared showing  the  amount  of  the  revenue 
derivable  from  the  licences  which  would 
fall  to  the  lot  of  the  several  county  dis> 
triots  ? 

Mr.  LLEWELLYN  (Somerset,  N.) 
said,  he  agreed  that  it  was  somewhat 
inconsiderate  to  further  ply  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  questions,  although 
there  were  one  or  two  points  upon  which 
he  would  like  further  information.  He 
could  not  refrain  from  congratulating 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  measure  they  had 
introduced,  and  he  could  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  approval 
wnich  would  be  felt  all  over  the 
country  of  the  mode  of  relief  he  had 
suggested  with  regard  to  the  pay- 
ment of  capitation  grant  for  indoor 
poor.  The  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment  in  that  respect  would  not  only 
be  received  with  great  satisfaction  by 
all  Poor  Law  Guardians,  but  would  add 
very  considerably  to  the  economical 
carrying  out  of  the  Poor  Law.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt  in  his  speech 
with  the  subject  of  the  constitution  of 
the  proposed  County  Boards.  He  (Mr. 
Llewell3rn)  knew  that  the  minds  of  a 
great  number  of  people  for  a  consider- 
able time  had  been  exercised  as  to  what 
part  the  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  counties 
were  to  play,  and  he  was  heartily  glad 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  tackled 
the  matter  in  the  way  he  bad.  He  had 
no  doubt  certain  magistrates  would  feel 
somewhat  disappointed  and  perhaps 
concerned  that  they  were  not  to  be 
members  of  the  Board  by  virtue  of  their 
position,  but  the  majority  of  the  people 
m  the  country  would  be  thoroughly 
satisfied  with  the  way  these  Boards  were 
to  be  constituted — namely,  to  be  purely 
elective.  He  did  not  think  any  magis- 
trates who  took  interest  in  county 
matters  need  feel  at  all  that  their 
services  would  no  longer  be  required. 
Where  magistrates  took  to  the  work, 
and  stuck  to  the  work,  and  were  fit  for 


the  work  of  Boards  of  Guardians  and 
similar  bodies,  thoy  would  find  that  on 
account  of  their  leisure  and  of  their  fit- 
ness plenty  of  employment  would  bo  put 
in  their  way.  His  own  idea  was  that 
not  only  on  the  District  Boards  but  on 
the  Oounty  Councils  the  magistrates 
who  hitherto  had  taken  an  active  part 
in  the  administration  of  the  Poor  Law 
and  in  county  matters  would  find  plenty 
of  work,  and  that  their  services  would 
be  appreciated  and  sought. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  was  very  unwilling  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
an  additional  question,  but  there  was 
one  point  which  he  had  altogether 
omitted  to  notice.  It  was  commonly 
thought  that  the  County  Council  was  to 
be  charged  with  the  great  question  of 
elementary  education.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  omitted  to  deal  with  that 
subject.  If  he  would  state  at  once  what 
it  was  proposed  to  do,  it  would  be  very 
interesting  to  those  who  were  engaged 
in  the  question. 

Mr.  J.  C.  STEVENSON  (South 
Shields)  said,  he  wished  to  thoroughly 
understand  what  was  the  authority 
which  would  regulate  the  matter  of 
Sunday  Closing  in  ordinary  large 
boroughs  which  were  not  Quarter  Ses- 
sions boroughs — whether  the  existing 
borough  magistrates  would  settle  the 
matter,  or  whether  the  authority  would 
be  the  County  Justices  in  the  settlement 
of  the  question  of  Sunday  closing  ? 

Mr.  EITCHIE  said,  that  he  explained 
to  the  House  that  the  whole  question  of 
dealing  with  licensing  and  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  would  be  entrusted 
to  the  County  Council.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  University  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot)  asked  him  a  question  re- 
specting education.  He  was  sorry  if  he 
had  omitted  to  state  what  was  to  be 
done  in  that  respect.  He  had  intended 
to  state  that  it  was  not  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  question  in  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Channing)  had 
questioned  him  with  regard  to  parishes. 
That  was  one  of  the  matters  with  which 
the  Government  would  have  been  glad 
to  deal  had  they  had  time,  but  they  did 
not  think  they  could  deal  in  this  Bill 
with  the  many  questions  arising  in  con- 
nection with  parishes.  Their  size  varied 
so  much  that  no  measure  dealing  with 
parishes  could  have  dealt  with  them  in 
a  satisfactory  manner  unless  there  was 
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some  means  by  which  amalgamations 
oould  have  been  brought  about.  The 
County  Councils,  he  hoped,  would  con- 
sider matters  of  that  kind  for  them- 
selves, and  suggest  in  many  cases  altera- 
tions of  the  law  which  might  be  readily 
made.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Lud- 
low Division  of  Shropshire  (Mr.  Jasper 
More)  asked  whether  they  proposed  to 
extend  the  grant  for  main  roads.  No  ; 
thoy  proposed  to  leave  the  question 
exactly  as  it  stood  now,  and  so  far  as 
this  and  many  other  matters  wore  con- 
cerned he  might  say  they  did  not  pro- 
pose to  alter  the  existing  law.  Their 
main  object  was  to  create  new  authorities 
and  to  transfer  to  them  the  administra- 
tion of  the  existing  law.  If  they  had 
begun  to  amend  the  various  laws  con- 
nected with  local  management  in  this 
Bill,  they  would  have  made  it  such  a  Bill 
as  it  would  have  been  totally  impracti- 
cable to  pass  in  a  Session.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wigan  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Powell)  asked  what  they  pro- 
posed to  do  with  the  Improvement 
Commissioners?  He  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  allude  to  Improvement 
Act  areas  as  well  as  Local  Board  areas, 
but,  of  course,  what  he  said  with 
reference  to  Local  Board  areas  applied 
also  to  Improvement  Act  areas.  They 
would  become  District  Councils  elected 
in  precisely  the  same  way  as  all  other 
District  Councils  and  the  Improvement 
Commissioners  would  disappear.  His 
hon.  Friend  also  asked  whether  the  areas 
for  Local  Government  were  to  be  equal 
in  population.  As  far  as  possible  they 
did  not  propose  to  make  any  alteration 
whatever  in  the  areas  of  local  districts. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Bitohie)  was  to  be  congratulated  upon 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  he  had 
introduced  his  measure  to  the  House. 
He  could  not  help,  however,  expressing 
his  regret  that  they  had  not  heard  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
or  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  some  words  about  the  simulta- 
neity in  the  laws  relating  to  England  and 
Ireland.  The  Government  were  to  be 
congratulated  upon  the  measure,  speak- 
ing, of  course,  as  it  were  upon  the  first 
blush.  In  his  opinion,  the  measure 
showed  a  considerable   amount  of  ez- 
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pansion  upon  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  he  did  not  think  he  would 
be  accused  of  ill-feeling  when  he  said 
that  he  and  his  Friends  expected  that 
some  reference  would  have  been  made 
to  Ireland.  There  was  no  Government 
more  charged  with  the  duty  of  ex- 
tending Local  Government  in  Ireland 
than  the  Unionist  or  Conservative  Go- 
vernment. The  Irish  Members  had  ex- 
pected, as  compensation  for  the  rejection 
of  the  measures  in  which  thoy  were 
specially  interested,  that  the  Government 
would  drop  some  word  of  comfort  to 
them  on  the  great  subject  of  Local  Go- 
vernment, because  they  had  been  told 
over  and  over  again  that  while  the 
Government  were  opposed  to  setting 
up  a  separate  Parliament  in  Dublin, 
they  felt  that  something  was  necessary 
to  be  done  to  extend  the  same  principles 
of  Local  Government  which  existea  in 
England  to  Ireland.  Speaking  for  him- 
self, he  should  have  been  very  glad  if 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Office  had  seen  his 
way  to  introduce  for  Ireland  a  measure 
as  promising — ho  did  not  say  it  was  suf- 
ficient—as the  measure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  introduced  for  England 
and  Wales.  He  admired  the  facility  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  deal- 
ing with  the  particular  questions  of 
areas,  boundaries,  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  and  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
have  projected  his  mind  into  the  ques- 
tion as  regarded  Ireland  ho  would  have 
found  there  was  not  a  single  difficulty  in 
his  way.  In  extending  this  measure 
almost  as  it  stood  to  Ireland,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  found  no 
difficulty  as  regarded  areas  or  boun- 
daries. If  any  person  acquainted  with 
the  subject  were  given  two  or  tbreo 
hours  he  could  easily  have  made  this  Bill 
applicable  to  Ireland,  and  tlieroforo  be 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  greatly  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  not  seen  fit  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Eossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  speaking  some 
time  ago  upon  Local  Government,  spoke 
of  the  great  advantage  which  would  be 
gained  by  his  dealing  with  the  question 
as  regarded  England ;  but  ho  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  did  not  think  there  was  any  prin- 
ciple— of  course,  there  were  some  omis- 
sions in  the  Bill  which  out  to  be  inserted 
if  it  were  applied  to  Ireland — which  they 
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would  not  have  gladly  seen  extended  to 
Ireland.  He  had,  however,  one  com- 
plaint io  make  from  a  financial  point  of 
view.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  would  soon  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  his  financial  proposals, 
and,  of  course,  he  did  not  expect  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  now  ex- 
actly what  he  proposed  to  do  ;  but  they 
had  seen  reliefs  extended  to  the  local 
taxpayers  of  England  and  Wales, 
especially  in  regard  to  disturnpiked 
roads,  while  nothing  of  the  kind  had 
been  done  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 
He  was  sure  he  could  appeal  with  con- 
fidence to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon  this 
point,  as  being  a  point  entirely  outside  the 
domain  of  Irish  politics.  If  they  were 
to  be  denied  for  12  months  or  two  years, 
or  Heaven  knew  how  long,  the  benefits 
of  local  self-government,  he  trusted  that 
at  some  period  of  this  discussion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bo  good 
enough  to  inform  them  what  was  the 
measure  of  financial  relief  the  Irish 
people  were  about  to  have  extended  to 
them  under  his  scheme.  He  knew  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  on   finance  had   no 

Eolitics,  and  he  asked  him  and  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  to  bear  in 
mind  the  important  fact  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  desired  the  relief  to  be  in 
aid  of  the  county  cess  instead  of  the  poor 
rate.  He  did  not  know  how  it  was  pro- 
posed to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
poor  rate  in  this  country,  but  he  pre- 
sumed that  the  relief  afforded  would  be 
relief  to  the  occupier.  But,  be  that  as 
it  might,  the  disparity  between  England 
and  Ireland  on  this  important  point  was 
80  great  that  the  4e/.  it  was  proposed  to 
grant  by  way  of  relief  to  the  occupiers 
in  this  country  would  in  Ireland  suffice 
for  the  maintenance  of  all  the  paupers. 
But  it  was  proposed  to  relieve  the  local 
taxpayers  of  England  in  respect  to  a 
whole  series  of  burdens.  Where  was  the 
relief  of  a  similar  kind  for  Ireland  ?  He 
was  sure  he  should  not  be  asking  too 
much  if  he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
anticipate  in  some  slight  degree  the 
Statement  he  must  make  in  the  course  of 
two  or  three  days  by  saying  where  was 
the  equivalent  relief  they  in  Ireland  were 
to  get.   He  congratulated  the  right  hon. 

YOL.  OOOXXni,    [therd  sb^im.] 


Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  upon  the  breadth 
of  his  scheme,  and  also  on  having  in- 
cluded the  women  householders.  He 
knew  that  in  this  country  women  suf- 
frage was  supposed  to  be  a  Tory  pro- 
posal ;  but  in  Ireland  they  would  be  very 
glad  to  have  women  voters.  It  was,  un- 
fortunately, the  fact  that  women  house- 
holders in  Ireland  had  increased  to  a 
large  extent  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
the  landlord  party,  instead  of  recognizing 
the  eldest  son  as  the  tenant  in  case  of 
tho  father's  decease,  had  recognized  the 
widow.  In  that  way  Ireland  had  been 
denied  much  masculine  franchise,  and, 
there  being  no  feminine  franchise  to 
take  its  place,  real  occupiers  had  been 
denied  altogether  the  right  of  a  vote. 
Tho  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  seemed  a  courageous  scheme,  and 
entitled  to  a  large  measure  of  success.  It 
Eeemed  to  him  that  the  Government  had 
introduced  it  as  a  House  of  Common's 
scheme  rather  than  as  a  Party  scheme, 
and  that  they  were  disposed,  if  they  were 
beaten  by  their  own  Party,  to  rely  upon 
the  good  sense  of  the  House  of  Commons 
at  large.  While,  of  course,  he  did  not 
bind  himself  in  the  least  degree,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  if  there  were  Gen- 
tlemen upon  the  Government  side  of  the 
House  who  were  not  prepared  to 
support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
proposals  upon  what  might  be  called 
the  licensed  victuallers'  taxation  portion 
of  the  scheme,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  rely  upon  a  large  amount  of 
general  support.  Indeed,  he  believed 
that  tho  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  find  himself  supported 
upon  the  main  principles  of  his  Bill  by 
the  general  sense  of  the  House  as  a 
whole.  In  Ireland  they  took  consider- 
able interest  in  the  question  of  licensing. 
The  Nationalist  Party  had  been  attacked 
as  being  more  or  less  the  publicans' 
party,  but  there  was  no  man  less  of  a 
publican  party  man  than  he  was.  At 
the  same  time,  he  confessed  that  he  was 
not,  as  at  present  advised,  in  favour  of 
extinguishing  a  publican's lioenee,  unless 
upon  grounds  of  fault  on  the  part  of  the 
publican  himself,  without  giving  com- 
pensation, although  it  was  for  the  State 
to  say  whether  higher  licence  duties, 
having  necessarily  a  restricting  effect, 
should  not  be  imposed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
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Gk>yemment  Board  would  probably  find 
considorable  diversity  of  opinion  upon 
this  particular  subject;  but  as  far  as 
they  in  Ireland  were  conoemed — and 
they  had  been  charged  with  being  the 
publicans'  champions — he  would  be  glad 
if  the  licensing  proposals  were  extended 
to  Ireland.  He  thought  the  Government 
inclined  to  act  reasonably  on  the  whole 
question,  and  ho  trusted  that  when  they 
came  to  deal  with  Ireland  they  would  bo 
animated  with  the  same  spirit. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  cannot  dis- 
cuss in  any  detail  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  the  Irish  Members  did 
oxpect  some  statement  from  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  question  of 
finance  at  least. 

The  CHANOELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  would  not 
follow  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
over  what  he  might  call  the  broader 
part  of  his  speech,  but  confine  his  re- 
marks to  the  question  of  finance.  The 
Government  wore  duly  sensible  of  the 
importance  of  the  question  of  finance. 
It  was  impossible  for  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  I^ocal 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie),  con- 
sidering the  enormous  range  of  subjects 
he  had  to  deal  with  in  his  speech,  to  deal 
also  with  the  question  of  Irish  and 
Scotch  finance  in  relation  to  the  new  dis- 
tribution of  Imperial  and  local  taxation. 
He  (Mr.  Goschen)  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
that  he  had  given  the  greatest  possible 
attention  to  the  question  as  to  how 
Scotland  and  Ireland  could  be  treated 
simultaneously  with  England  as  re- 
garded the  question  of  finance.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  not 
oxpect  him  to  anticipate  the  Statement 
he  would  have  to  make  on  Monday  next; 
but  he  might  now  tell  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  he  (Mr.  Goschen) 
started  from  this  basis — **  No  change  in 
the  contributions  made  to  English  local 
finance,  and  no  variation  in  the  system  of 
levying  taxation,  shall  bear  prejudicially 
either  upon  Scotland  or  upon  Ireland." 
He  maintained  that  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land should  derive  the  same  benefits  as 
were  conferred  by  this  measure  upon 
the  English.     As  to  the  mode  by  which 

Mr.  T.  M.  Bealy 


that  might  be  accomplished,  he  trusted 
tho  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
not  expect  him  to  speak.  He  only 
spoke  generally.  Full  financial  justice 
should  be  done,  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment could  possibly  do  it,  to  all  parts  of 
the  Empire. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  that 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
illustrated  very  strongly  indeed  the  in- 
convenience of  the  course  adopted  by 
the  Government.  They  could  not  give 
Ireland  any  terms  in  regard  to  local 
finance  which  would  at  all  equal  the 
terms  given  to  England,  because  of  the 
manner  in  which  local  finance  was  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland.  The  administra- 
tion of  local  finance  in  Ireland  would 
simply  result  in  corruption,  jobbery,  and 
waste.  He  could  not  understand  how 
satisfactory  relief  was  to  be  given  to 
local  finance  in  Ireland  as  long  as  the 
administration  of  local  finance  in  that 
country  remained  in  the  hands  of  the 
present  authorities.  That  being  so,  he 
thought  the  probability  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  when  coming  to  deal 
with  this  matter,  would  find  that  he  had 
to  face  a  very  considerable  and  difficult 
problem.  He  thought  it  right  to  point  out 
that  it  was  the  custom  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  in  introducing  any 
great  or  wide  measure  of  reform  deal- 
ing with  England  and  Wales  alono,  to 
state  to  the  House  in  tho  opening  por- 
tion of  his  statement  the  grounds  on 
which  the  Government  confined  the 
measure  to  England  and  Wales,  and 
did  not  extend  it  to  Scotland  or 
Ireland.  If  that  had  been  so  in  tho 
past,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  rea- 
son for  the  continuance  of  the  cus- 
tom by  the  present  Unionist  Govern- 
ment was  tenfold  stronger,  because  what 
was  it  they  were  told  was  the  object  of 
the  present  Government?  They  were 
told  over  and  over  again  that  the  object 
of  the  Government  was  to  sink  as  rapidly 
as  they  could  all  distinction  between  the 
Three  Kingdoms,  and  to  treat  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland,  as  one  and  the 
same  United  Kingdom.  That  was  matter 
of  common  statement  on  public  plat- 
forms, and  it  was  considered  a  strange 
thing  that  a  Minister,  so  far  from  ad- 
vancing in  that  direction,  should  dis- 
tinctly depart  from  the  custom  by  intro- 
ducing a  great  measure  like  this,  con- 
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fining   its  operation  to    England  and 
WaloBy  and  oznitting  to  make  the  smallest 
reference  to  Ireland,  and  omitting  to 
say  on  what  grounds  Ireland  was  ex- 
cluded from  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 
He  had  not  the  slightest  intention  to 
enter  into  this  question  in  detail.     An 
opportunity    undoubtedly   would    arise 
hereafter  on  which  the  whole  'of  this 
great  and  vast  question  could  be  dis- 
cussed at  great  length.    At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  it  would  be  unreason- 
able   to  expect  that    this    opportunity 
should  be  allowed  to  pass  without  a  word 
or  two  being  said  upon  the  Bill.     What 
was  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President    of   the    Local    Governmont 
Board  said  ?    He  said  that  one  of  the 
remarkable  features  with  regard  to  this 
groat  measure  of  reform  was  that  there 
existed  in  England  no  great  or  pressing 
demand  for  the  measure  at  all,  and  he 
said  that  it  was  a  very  sound  Constitu- 
tional principle  to  bring  in  a  measure  of 
reform  before  the  public  demand  for  it 
became  very  pressing  or  urgent,  in  order 
that  they  might  secure  for  the  measure 
that  amount  of  calm  consideration  which 
the  Bill  deserved.      That  was  a  very 
good  principle  undoubtedly,  but  it  was 
one  which  had  not  been  generally  acted 
upon    by  the  Tory  Party  in  the  past. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  how 
that  statement  was  likely  to  *  be  viewed 
by  Irishmen  ?  The  statement  was  viewed 
by  them  as  an  argument  of  unanswer- 
able force  that  the  Irish  Bill  should  be 
introduced  first. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  i 
must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  his 
observations  aie  entirely  irrelevant  to 
the  subject  of  the  introduction  of  an 
English  Bill.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  himself  pointed  out,  he  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  this  question 
at  another  time.  Ho  is  quite  out  of 
Order,  upon  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
relating  to  England  and  Wales,  to  make 
such  constant  reference  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  DILLON  asked  if  he  would  be 

in  Order  in  referring  to  the  question  why 

Ireland  should  be  excluded  h^m  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  think  it  is  out  of 

Order  on  the  introduction  of  this  Bill. 

Mb.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  when  the  Bill  would  be 
printed  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long) 
(Wilts,  Devizes) :  Early  nQxt  week. 


Mr.  STANSPELD  (Halifax)  said,  he 
would  like  to  know  on  what  day  it  was 
proposed  to  take  the  second  reading  ? 

Mb.  long  said,  that,  in  the  absence  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  he  could 
not  say  when  the  second  reading  would 
be  taken. 

Mr.  STANSFELD  said,  he  rose  in  no 
spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Bill,  for  he 
admired  a  great  part  of  its  construction. 
He  thought,  however,  it  was  desir- 
able that  full  time  should  be  given 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill,  not 
only  by  hon.  Members  of  the  House, 
but  by  the  country  at  large.  He  believed 
that  if  full  time  could  be  given  now,  it 
would  prove,  on  the  whole,  an  economy 
of  time.  He  did  not  think — ^judging 
from  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  judging  from  the 
nature  of  the  Bill  itself — that  there  was 
any  intention  to  smuggle  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  If  it  went  through  the 
House  it  must  go  through  on  its  merits, 
and  it  would  require  all  the  support  it 
could  get.  For  all  these  reasons  he 
hoped  that  ample  and  sufficient  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  by  the  country. 

Baron  DIMSDALE  (Herts,  Hitchin) 
said,  he  thought  it  was  very  desirable 
that  the  Bill  should  be  thoroughly 
discussed  at  Quarter  Sessions.  Nobody 
would  be  so  much  affected  by  the  Bill 
as  Quarter  Sessions,  and  therefore  it 
was  very  important  that  they  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  tho 
Bill  in  all  its  bearings.  The  next  Quarter 
Sessions  took  place  in  Easter  week,  and 
therefore  he  trusted  that  the  second 
reading  would  not  be  taken  until  after 
the  Easter  Recess. 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ritchie,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer,  Mr.  Se- 
cretary Matthews,  and  Mr.  Long. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  182.] 
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Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) 
said,  it  would  be  remembered  by  the 
Members  of  the  Government  that  this 
Committee  was  granted  at  the  desire  of 
those  who  considered  that  the  working 
of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Acts  ought 
to  be  investigated — it  was  at  the  desire 
of  people,  some  of  whom  believed  that 
the  Act  had  not  fulfilled  the  intentions 
of  its  promoters,  and  some  of  whom  be- 
lieved that  it  had.  It  was  thought,  on 
all  sides,  that  there  should  be  a  strict 
and  impartial  investigation ;  and  his 
contention  was  that  the  Committee,  as 
it  appeared  upon  tbo  Paper,  was  incom- 
petent to  make  an  impartial  investiga- 
tion. Why  did  he  make  that  statement  ? 
For  the  reason,  first  and  foremost,  that 
there  were  only  four  Members  of  the 
Party  to  which  he  belonged  who  were 
proposed  as  Members  of  the  Committee. 
The  Irish  Nationalist  Party  was  only  to 
furnish  one-fourth  of  the  Committee,  yet 
it  represented  five-sixths  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  That  was  not  a  fair  represen- 
tation of  the  Party  representing  such  a 
large  number  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Again,  there  were  five  Members  of  the 
Committee  taken  from  above  the  Gang- 
way on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House. 
Those  five  Members  were  men  who  were 
actually  pledged  to  support  Sunday 
closing  and  the  suppression  of  the  liquor 
traffic  in  all  its  phases.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Derbyshire  (Mr. 
Jacoby)  was  against  the  liquor  traffic. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Darlington  (Mr. 
Theodore  Fry)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Rowntree)  were 
also  opposed  to  the  liquor  traffic.  They 
were  very  pronounced  upon  the  subject. 
He  made  no  objection  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lea), 
because  he  had  a  right  to  be  on  the 
Committee,  inasmuch  as  there  was  a 
Bill  referred  to  that  Committee  in 
which  he  was  interested.  But  there 
was  another  Member  above  the  Gangway 
whom  it  was  proposed  to  put  on  the 
Committee,  and  that  was  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Bussell).  How  was  it  possible  to  expect 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
could  bring  to  the  investigation  of  this 
subject  an  impartial  mind  ?  He  it  was 
who  brought  up  the  evidence  and  con- 
ducted the  agitation  which  produced  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.  It  was  proposed 
to  put  upon  the  Committee  a  Gentleman 
who  was  responsible    for  the  present 


measure;  and  was  it  reasonable  or 
human  to  expect  that  he  would  bring  to 
the  investigation  of  the  operation  of  that 
Bill  a  fair  and  impartial  mind  ?  It  was 
not  at  all  to  be  expected  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  go  into  the  Committoe 
to  smother  his  own  child ;  aad  he  (Mr. 
J.  O'Connor)  questioned  the  good  taste 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  allowing  his 
name  to  appear  among  the  Members  of 
the  Committee.  He  trusted  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  reconsider  his  decision 
in  that  respect ;  and  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  also  reconsider  their 
decision — he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  have  the  good  taste  to 
retire  from  the  Committee,  and  that  the 
Government  would  accept  his  resigna- 
tion. There  were  some  Members  also 
proposed  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  There  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Mad- 
den). The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  a  fair  and  impartial  mind ;  and  ho 
(Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  had  no  doubt  he 
would  use — at  any  rate,  he  hoped  he 
would  use— his  best  endeavour  to  come 
to  a  correct  decision  on  the  matter.  He 
made  no  objection  to  the  presence  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  upon  the 
Committee. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth)  rose  to  Order.  He 
asked  if  it  was  not  the  Bule,  when  one 
name  was  nominated  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, that  the  remarks  made  should  be 
upon  that  particular  name  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEB:  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor) 
objects  to  the  name  of  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  because  the  Ques- 
tion I  have  to  put  is — **  That  the  Soli- 
citor General  be  a  Member  of  the  Select 
Committee?" 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  thought 
it  would  expedite  matters  if  he  said  now 
what  he  had  to  say  with  regard  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  would  be  more 
regular  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  object 
to  any  particular  name. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  said  that  that 
would  only  multiply  his  speech. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  William  Johnston  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  said  Committee." 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  said  ho  desired  to 
take  exception  to  the  name.    They  all 
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knew  the  temperament  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  a  man  of  a  very  enthusiastic 
cast  of  mind.  He  brought  to  bear  upon 
all  subjects  he  contemplated  a  very  en- 
thusiastic temperament,  to  say  the  least 
about  it,  and  he  had  made  himself  the 
champion  of  measures  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  doing  iojustice  to  classes  of 
people  who  had  been  acknowledged  by 
law.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  was  a  man  who,  in  the  measures 
he  had  introduced  in  the  House,  had 
never  considered  the  justice  of  the  claims 
of  the  people  who  had  vested  interests 
in  the  liquor  traffic  to  compensation  in 
case  they  were  deprived  of  their  means 
of  livelihood.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
shown  himself  almost  a  fanatic  in  the 
matter.  He  (Mr.  J.  O'Connor)  there- 
fore considered  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
an  unfit  and  improper  person  to  serve 
on  this  Committee,  and  he  charged  the 
Government  with  not  having  a  very 
just  desire  to  evoke  and  elicit  the  truth 
in  suggesting  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry. 

Mr.   p.  Mcdonald  (siigo,  n.) 

said,  he  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  such  as 
this  ought  to  be  thoroughly  impartial, 
and  ought  to  be  free  from  any  bias  in 
any  direction  whatsoever.  So  far  as  he 
could  gather  from  the  antecedents  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston),  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  could  bring  to  this  inquiry  a 
fair  and  clear  mind.  The  hon.  Member 
had  preconceived  notions  antagonistic 
to  the  trade  that  was  to  be  brought 
under  review.  He  ("Mt,  P.  McDonald) 
considered  that  no  Member  of  the  House 
who  had  preconceived  notions  ought  to 
be  nominated  on  the  Committee  unless 
his  conclusions  were  considered  to  be 
thoroughly  impartial,  and  he  heartily 
supported  his  hon.  Friend  in  objecting 
to  the  name  of  Mr.  William  Johnston. 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoto)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  said,  that  perhaps  on  this 
particular  Motion  he  ought  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  the  general  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee.  He  did  not 
know  whether  he  should  be  in  Order 

in 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  in  Order.  We  have 
now  arrived  at  a  particular  name— the 


name  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Belfast,  and  the  discussion 
must  be  confined  to  the  qualifications  of 
that  Gentleman  to  servo  upon  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'That 
Mr.  Agg-Gardner,  Mr.  Gent-Davis,  Mr. 
Muntz,  Mr.  Rowntree,  Mr.  Jacoby,  Mr. 
Theodore  Fry,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  and  Mr. 
Lea  be  Members  of  the  said  Committee,'' 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  T.  W.  RuesoU  be  a  Member 
of  the  said  Committee." 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  a  while 
ago,   in   his    general  observations,    he 
stated  what  he  wished  to  repeat  now — 
namely,  that  he  considered  it  impossible 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  to  bring  to  the  in- 
vestigation  a  fair  and  impartial  mind. 
He  said  a  while  ago,  and  he  repeated  it 
now,  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  had 
come  into  the  House  since  that  time,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  was 
a  man  who  was  most  engaged  in  pro- 
ducing the  measure  they  wore  to  inves- 
tigate.    Ho  was  the  man  who  organized 
the  evidence  that  was  adduced  before 
the  Committee  who    investigated    the 
question  originally,  and  he  was  the  man 
who  agitated  the  subject  as  the  official 
of  the  Association   that  promoted   the 
measure  —ho  was  the  representative  of 
the  United  Kingdom  Alliance  in  Ireland. 
He    (Mr.    J.     O'Connor)     maintained 
that,  under  all  these  circumstances,  the 
hon.  Member  was  utterly  incompetent 
to    bring  to  the  investigation  of    tho 
subject   a    fair    and    impartial    mind. 
Whilo  this  Committee  was  in  course  of 
construction  he  stated  these  facts  to  tbo 
Whips  of  the  Parties,  and  he  asked  for  a 
fairly  constituted  Committee.     He  asked 
for  a  fair  proportion  of  hon.  Members 
sitting  below  the  Gangway,  but  they  had 
only  been  granted  one-fourth  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Committee,  although  they 
represented  five-sixths  of  the  population 
of  Ireland.     He  protested  against  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  being  included  in  the  Committee, 
and  he  repeated  the  charge  he  made  a 
while  ago,  that  he  did  not  think  that  it 
was  consistent  with  the  best  taste  pos- 
sible that  the  hon.   Gentleman  should 
allow  himself  to  be  nominated  for  the 
Committee.    He  was  an  hon.  Member  of 
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the  House,  no  doubt,  but  etill  he  defied 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  bring  to  the  in- 
vestigation of  this  subject  that  fair  and 
impartial  mind  which  it  was  necessary 
to  do,  in  order  to  inyestigate  the  truth 
upon  this  yery  large  and  yexed  question 
in  Ireland.  He  had  no  object  in  these 
remarks  except  the  eliciting  of  the  truth. 
He  had  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
liquor  traffic,  but  he  had  heard  it  stated 
in  Ireland  that  there  was  much  hardship 
due  to  the  existence  of  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act,  and  he  was  anxious  to  find  out 
whether  that  was  so  or  not.  [^  Cries  of 
"Order,  order!"]  He  was  arguing 
upon  the  constitution  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  That  is  not  the 
Question  before  the  House.  The  Ques- 
tion is  the  qualification  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone  to  be  a  Member  of 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had  stated 
his  reasons  for  considering  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman disqualified  from  sitting  upon  the 
Committee.  He  protested  against  the 
hon.  Member  being  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  and  he  should  certainly  go 
to  a  Division  if  the  Motion  was  per- 
severed in. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  ho 
thought  it  was  very  extraordinary  that 
these  names  should  be  opposed.  One 
would  think  that  the  Committee  had 
been  brought  together  in  an  improper 
way — that  it  had  been  got  together  by 
Peter  the  Packer  himself.  He  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not  apprehend 
anything  of  that  kind.  The  Committee 
had  been  got  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  was  objecting  to  some  of  these 
names.  The  House  would  recollect  that 
last  year  it  was  at  the  instance  of  Gen- 
tlemen who  took  a  great  interest  in  the 
liquor  trade  that  this  Committee  was 
assented  to,  and  that  it  was  accepted 
with  great  acclamation  and  delight  by 
those  opposed  to  the  trade.  So  far  they 
were  all  harmonious.  The  publicans 
alleged  that  this  Act  had  caused  great 
drinking  in  Ireland,  and  upon  that 
ground  they  opposed  it.  That  was  one 
of  the  most  unselfish  things  he  had  oyer 
heard  of.  But  whether  it  was  unselfish 
or  not,  the  publicans  took  a  very  strong 
view  against  the  Act  and  its  working. 
Now,  if  anyone  looked  at  the  Committee, 
they  would  see  what  men  the  publicans 
had  got  upon  it.  Anyone  who  knew  as 
much  about  the  matter  as  he  did  must 

Hr.  J.  0'  Cftnar 


know  that  those  men  ooold  be  thoroughly 
trusted.  There  were  upon  the  Com- 
mittee four  or  five  of  the  staunchest 
publicans — 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Baronet 
must  confine  himself  to  the  qualification 
of  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  he 
was  sorry  if  ho  had  transgressed  in  any 
way,  and  he  would  speak  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  Tho  hon. 
Member  was  objected  to  because  he 
knew  more  about  this  question  than 
anybody  else.  He  was  the  man  who 
had  the  most  to  do  with  carrying  the 
Sunday  Closing  Act  through  the  House, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  the  very  man  to 
inqufre  into  how  it  had  worked.  [  Cries 
o/**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Yes ;  quite  as  much  as 
the  men  who  opposed  it.  Those  who 
objected  to  the  hon.  Member  being 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  said — 
'*  Oh,  no  ;  do  not  let  him  come  on  tho 
Committee,  because  he  has  strong 
opinions.*'  Had  not  everyone  strong 
opinions  on  some  subject  or  other? 
Then  they  said — *'But  he  is  not  im- 
partial." In  his  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson's) 
opinion,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  was  the  most  impartial  of  men. 
One  day  he  was  writing  letters  in  favour 
of  the  Irish  tenants,  and  the  next  day 
ho  was  voting  with  the  Irish  landlords. 
If  any  man  could  see  two  sides  of  a 
question  better  than  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
did  not  know  where  to  find  him.  He 
objected  altogether  to  the  idea  of  keep- 
ing people  off  Committees  because  they 
had  opinions.  Everyone  had  opinions. 
If  they  were  to  take  people  who  had  no 
opinions  at  all,  they  would  have  a  Com- 
mittee of  idiots.  He  did  not  agree  with 
his  hon.  Friends  in  objecting  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  It  was 
a  great  reflection  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  say  that  he  was  not  fit  to  serve  on 
this  Committee.  The  Committee  was 
not  to  legislate,  but  it  was  to  make  in- 
quiries, to  get  hold  of  the  facts,  and  re- 
port them  to  the  House,  and  there  was 
no  one  better  fitted  for  that  purpose  than 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone.  He 
heartily  supported  the  hon.  Member's 
name. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Remainingnames,  Mr.  John  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Tuite,  Mr.  Biggar,  and  Mr.  Peter 
Macdodaldi  agreed  to. 
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Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  de- 
sired to  move  that  two  more  Members 
bo  added  to  the  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  That  is  not  possible. 
There  has  been  no  Notice  given  of  it. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  give  Notice 
of  it  now. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
can  put  it  on  the  Paper  in  the  usual 
way  if  he  wishes  to  add  to  the  number 
of  the  Committee,  which  is  now  15. 

Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAY. 

TARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  LORD  LIEUTENANT  OF  IRE. 
LAND  [SALARY,  &c.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  it  is  czpcdiont  to  make  rcguIatioDS  f or 
tho  ofBco  of  Under  Secretary  and  of  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.'* — iMr.  Arthur  Balfour.) 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he  had 
boen  very  much  surprised  indeed  to  see 
this  subject  on  the  Paper,  because,  after 
the  discussion  which  took  x^l^ce  a  few 
nights  ago,  he  had  felt,  and  other  hon. 
Members  had  felt,  that  the  Government 
would  first  have  dealt  with  a  matter  of 
a  more  urgent  character — that,  namely, 
which  related  to  allowances  to  divisional 
magistrates  in  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment had  admitted  that  they  were 
bound  to  make  every'possible  exertion, 
consistently  with  the  progress  of  Public 
Business,  to  push  forward  a  measure  on 
that  subject;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  said  that,  if 
there  was  time,  such  a  Bill  would  be 
passed.  There  was  time  at  that  mo- 
ment to  proceed  with  the  Bill ;  but  the 
measure  was  not  forthcoming,  and  in  its 
place  they  had  the  present  highly  con- 
tentious and  obnoxious  proposal.  There 
were  unanswerable  arguments  in  favour 
of  postponing  the  consideration  of  this 
Motion  and  pressing  forward  more 
urgent  Business.  They  knew,  on  the 
personal  authority  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
Kin&;-Harman),  that  he  was  proud  of 
serving  his  country  without  any  salary 


at  all.  Only  the  other  day  tho  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  stated  that  ho 
was  proud  to  work  for  14  hours  a-day 
without  receiving  a  shilling  for  his 
labour.  The  proposal  was  of  an  emi- 
nently contentious  character ;  and  whilst 
the  Gladstonians,  the  Irish  Nationalists, 
and  tho  Liberal  Unionists  were  all 
hostile  to  it,  not  a  single  non-official 
Member  of  the  Tory  Party  had  spoken 
in  support  of  it,  and  there  had  been  no 
strong  expression  of  opinion  from  any 
Member  of  the  Government,  except  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in  its  favour.  Was  it 
not  absurd  that  the  time  of  the  House 
should  be  wasted  in  the  discussion  of  a 
Bill  which  had  not  received  the  support 
of  a  single  Irish  Member  on  either  side 
of  the  House  ?  Under  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  the  Government  were  bound 
either  to  withdraw  the  Bill  or  to  keep  it 
back  until  they  were  in  a  position  to 
show  the  Committee  that  it  had  some 
measure  of  support  .from  some  class  of 
people  in  Ireland.  It  was  said  that  an 
Under  Secretary  was  needed  to  perform 
certain  Parliamentary  duties,  and  that 
he  would  be  expected  also  to  discharge 
certain  extra  -  Parliamentary  duties. 
These  extra-Parliamentary  duties  were 
never  mentioned  until  the  other  day. 
Until  the  other  day  it  was  supposed 
that  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
was  simply  a  Question- answering  ma- 
chine ;  and  if  it  took  him  18  hours  a-day, 
as  it  seemed  to  do,  to  prepare  for  an- 
swering Questions,  it  was  difficult  to 
see  how  he  was  to  find  time  for  the  per- 
formance of  other  duties.  But  it  would 
be  well  that  the  Committee  should  know 
what  case  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  could  make 
out  in  favour  of  the  contention  that  his 
duties  were  of  so  absorbing  a  character 
that  he  could  not  reply  to  Questions  put 
in  the  House.  There  was  no  Irish 
Business  going  on  now,  and,  according 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleihan's  own 
account — idthough  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  did 
not  believe  that  account  to  be  true — 
Ireland  had  been  reduced  to  a  state  of 
absolute  peace  and  quiet.  There  really 
seemed  never  to  have  been  an  Irish 
Secretary  who  had  less  to  do  than  had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  present 
time.  He  protested  against  the  claim 
of  the  Government  that  fresh  Offices, 
with  salaries  of  £1,000  a-yoar  attached 
to  them,  could  be  created  in  that  House 
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without  any  real  excuse.  It  seemed  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
(Oolonel  King-Harman)  was  to  be 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland — in  point  of  fact, 
that  he  was  to  be  the  Local  Government 
Board  himself.  This  made  the  appoint- 
ment all  the  more  objectionable,  because 
that  Board  had  been  condemned  by  every- 
body who  had  ever  looked  into  the  ques- 
tion. It  hadbeen  condemned  by  all  of  them 
who  belonged  to  the  National  Party, 
and  it  was  not  possible  to  get  a  single 
Irish  Liberal  Unionist  to  defend  it.  It 
was  two  years  ago  since  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Ohurchill)  stood  up  in  his  place 
as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  de- 
precated all  further  criticism  on  the  point, 
on  the  ground  of  the  express  pledge 
which  had  been  given  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  that  the  Board  would  be 
swept  away  on  the  earliest  possible 
opportunity.  That  was  the  past  history 
of  the  Irish  Local  Government  Board. 
It  stood  condemned  in  the  mind  of  every 
intelligent  man  who  had  studied  its  work- 
ing. Well,  it  was  now  proposed  to  place 
at  the  head  of  this  Board — which  en- 
joyed  anything  but  the  confidence  of 
the  public — the  man  who,  above  public 
men  in  Ireland,  enjoyed  the  smallest 
share  of  the  confidence  of  the  Irish 
people.  He  (Mr.  Dillon),  on  behalf  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  protested  4igainst 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
being  imported  into  the  Irish  Local 
Government  Board,  which  was  bad 
enough  at  present  without  such  an  ac- 
quisition. It  was  composed  of  men  who 
were  incompetent,  and  men  who  were 
shipped  over  into  that  country  in  order 
that  berths  might  be  found  for  them ; 
but,  bad  as  it  was,  and  intensely  as  the 
Irish  people  disliked  it,  public  feeling 
against  it  would  be  immensely  intensi- 
fied if  they  were  to  have  at  the  head  of 
it  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Itle  of  Thanet.  Ho 
(Mr.  Dillon)  maintained  that  if  they 
wished  to  increase  the  unpopularity  of 
this  system  of  Boards  in  Ireland  they 
could  not  possibly  hit  upon  a  better 
method  than  by  placing  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
this  Board.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  not  only  unfitted  for  the 
post  by  intense  unpopularity  in  Ireland 
and  for  the  reasons  already  explained^ 

Mr.  Dilhn 


but  he  was  unfitted  for  it  for  another 
reason.  What  training  had  he  had  in 
the  administration  of  local  government 
in  Ireland  ?  None ;  and  yet  he  was  to 
be  put  at  the  head  of  a  complicated 
system  of  local  government  in  Ireland, 
a  system  to  which  there  was  no  analogy 
whatever  in  England.  They  were  to  put 
at  the  head  of  such  a  Board  a  man  who, 
as  far  as  was  known  to  the  Irish  people, 
had  absolutely  no  knowledge  whatever 
of  the  administration  of  a  Public  Office. 
At  this  advanced  period  of  his  life  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wished 
to  undertake  the  duties  of  this  important 
Public  Office,  and  to  administer  a  large 
part  of  the  affairs  of  Ireland  without  the 
smallest  degree  of  experience,  or  without 
there  being  any  reason  in  the  public 
mind  for  supposing  he  was  fit  to  do 
work  of  the  kind.  Everyone  in  Ireland, 
whether  Unionist  or  Nationalist  or  Tory 
or  Liberal,  would  condemn  the  whole 
thing  as  a  disgraceful  job.  He  (Mr. 
Dillon)  called  on  the  Government  to 
ask  such  a  Member  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Oolonel  Saunderson), 
for  instance,  to  stand  up  in  his  place 
and  state  his  approval  of  the  appoint- 
ment which  they  were  making.  He 
thought  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber was  bound,  as  representing  a  certain 
section  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  com- 
mit himself  to  this  scheme  if  he  ap- 
proved of  it — he  was  bound  to  get  up 
and  let  the  people  of  Ireland  know  how 
ho  stood  in  this  regard.  Having  said 
so  much  as  to  the  views  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
he  (Mr.  Dillon)  now  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  Eesolution.  The  Re- 
solution was  such  that  it  was  impossible 
for  them,  from  the  strange  way  in  which 
the  business  had  been  conducted,  to  di- 
vorce the  consideration  of  this  measure 
from  the  consideration  of  the  antece- 
dents and  character  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  was  to  fill 
the  post  which  was  to  be  made.  It  was 
the  usual  custom,  he  understood,  in 
transactions  of  this  character,  to  bring 
in  the  measure  before  the  person  was 
nominated  to  fill  the  Office.  The  step 
taken  in  the  present  case  had  been  most 
unusual,  for  the  Government  had  first 
got  the  Gentleman  appointed  to  the 
Office,  and  then  they  brought  in  the 
Bill.  They  appointed  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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the  Isle  of  Tbanet  to  a  nominal — an 
UDneeossarj — Office  without  a  salary; 
and,  having  made  an  appointment  on 
that  ground,  they  now,  in  another  Ses- 
sion, introduced  a  Bill  to  enable  them  to 
give  a  salary  to  the  person  already  occu- 
pying the  position.  That  being  so,  the 
Government  could  not  complain  \i  the 
past  career  and  the  qualifications  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
already  occupied  the  Office  were  dis- 
cussed by  the  House  when  their  Bill 
was  brought  forward.  It  was  objected, 
the  last  time  this  question  was  before  the 
House,  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  was  a  strong  partisan.  He  (Mr. 
Dillon)  must  say  that  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  Govemment  and  the  House  had 
seriously  underrated  the  importance  of 
the  step  Her  Majesty's  Advisers  were 
now  taking  in  appointing  this  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  to  answer  Irish 
Questions  in  tho  House,  and  thus  to 
assume  a  responsibility  which  ought  to 
devolve  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, because  if  there  were  a  hope — 
though  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a 
hope — of  carrying  on  the  Unionist  sys- 
tem of  Government  in  Ireland  success- 
fully, it  was  to  sail  the  ship  on  an  even 
keel.  That  was  a  phrase  used  in  a  late 
Administration.  But  could  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  say,  in  the  face  of  Ire- 
land and  England,  that  they  were  en- 
deavouring to  sail  tho  ship  on  an  even 
keel  when  they  put  on  the  Front  Bench, 
as  a  responsible  Minister  to  reply  to 
Irish  Members,  a  man  who  had  been  a 
most  outspoken  and  uproariouschampion 
of  the  Orange  Party,  and  who  had  re- 
cently denounced  the  Nationalists  on 
many  platforms,  using  language  the 
very  strongest  which  bad  been  used  by 
the  partizans  of  the  Orange  Party  ?  He 
(Mr.  Dillon)  had  seen  it  stated  recently 
that  within  the  last  18  months  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
subscribed  to  some  of  the  associations 
which  were  now  struggling  for  tho  mas- 
tery in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  denying  that,  if  he  could  deny 
it.  Ho  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Orange  Party  as  their  champion  and 
banner  bearer  at  the  time  the  Execu- 
tive was  obliged  to  interfere  and  put 
down  meetings  and  agitations  in  wmch 


the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  one  of  the  most  prominent  partici- 
pants. This  was  the  sort  of  roan  they 
were  going  to  tell  the  people  of  Eng- 
land the  Irish  people  were  going  to  get 
equal  justioe  from.  Let  him  (Mr. 
Dillon)  tell  the  Committee  that  people 
in  England  were  getting  too  well  in* 
structed  in  Irish  matters  to  swallow  any 
such  monstrous  thing  as  that.  He 
warned  the  Government  that  in  taking 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  on 
board  the  Unionist  ship  they  were 
taking  in  a  cargo  which  would  sink  the 
craft  before  it  had  gone  far  on  its  jour- 
ney. The  Irish  Members  had  struggled 
against  this  appointment,  and  would 
continue  to  do  so  so  long  as  they  pos- 
sibly could,  though,  truth  to  tell,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  danger  to  the 
Unionist  Party,  he  was  rejoiced  at  the 
Government  having  fallen  into  so  great 
a  blunder  as  to  make  the  appointment. 
He  should  like  the  Government  to  con- 
sult the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell),  and  those  who  took 
that  hon.  Member's  view  of  the  matter, 
and  see  what  they  thought,  from  tho 
Unionist  point  of  view,  of  this  appoint- 
ment. He  (Mr.  Dillon)  had  pointed 
out  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  was  a  partizau.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  a  strong 
political  partizan,  as  had  been -already 
shown — he  was  a  man  who,  from  tho 
very  nature  of  his  position,  was  com- 
pelled to  be  a  violent  partizan  on  the 
questions  which  socially  must  tear 
asunder  Irish  society.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  at  this 
moment  at  war  with  his  own  tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  it  was  only  two  or  three 
months  ago  since  a  deputation  of  his 
tenants  waited  on  one  of  his  (Mr. 
Dillon's)  friends  in  Ireland  asking  him 
to  enable  them  to  adopt  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  against  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  Was  that  the  man 
who  was  to  be  put  at  the  head  of  the 
Irish  Local  Govemment  Board,  and  who 
was  to  administer  justice  evenly  between 
contending  parties  in  that  country  ?  Was 
an  Irish  landlord,  and  an  Irish  land- 
lord who  was  a  violent  partizan,  an 
Irish  landlord  whose  rents  nad  been  re- 
duced 20  ^r  cent  within  the  past  six 
months,  K^  man  who  was  at  war  with  his 
own  tenants,  a  man  who  was  threatened 
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with  the  adoption  of  a  combination  on  his 
estate — a  combination  which,  whatever 
might  be  said  about  its  legality  or  illega- 
lity, many  Englishmen  would  thoroughly 
approve  of  if  they  went  over  to  Ireland 
and  examined  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  case — was  this  the  man  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  such  a  post  ?  These  facts,  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  contended,  were  facts  which 
ought — in  the  minds  of  any  sensible 
Unionists  who  wished  to  carry  on  the 
government  of  Ireland  decently  and 
sensibly — to  render  the  appointment  of 
such  a  man  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  absolutely  impossible.  It 
was  a  monstrous  thing  to  ask  the  tax- 
payers to  pay  £1,000  a-year  in  order 
that  they  might  got  an  Orangeman  to 
control  an  important  part  of  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  and  give  imsatis- 
faotory  and  misleading  and  monstrous 
answers  to  Questions  put  by  the  Irish 
Members  in  the  House,  thereby  enor- 
mously increasing  the  difficulty  of  go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  He  believed  firmly 
that  the  curse  of  their  government  in 
Ireland  all  throughout  this  century  had 
been  the  fact  that  they  had  allowed 
themselves — perhaps  it  was  impossible 
to  avoid  it  under  the  circumstances — 
to  be  dictated  to  by  the  very  class  whom 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
represented.  That  had  been  the  cause 
unvaryingly  from  the  beginning.  He 
could  not  look  into  the  mind  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  so  far  as  he  could 
judge  he  did  not  think  very  highly  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  goodwill; 
but  whether  he  was  possessed  with  good- 
will towards  Ireland  or  not,  it  was  the 
faction  who  were  represented  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  who 
would  ruin  his  Government  even  if  they 
had  gone  to  Ireland  with  good  intentions. 
They  had  seen  Minister  after  Minister 
who  had  been  obliged  to  contend  against 
the  efforts  of  that  faction — the  late  Mr. 
Forster,  for  instance.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
had  never  said — and  he  challenged  any- 
one to  find  anywhere  in  his  speeches  any- 
thing to  the  contrary — that  he  did  not 
believe  that  Mr.  Forster  had  gone  to  Ire- 
land with  the  best  intentions.  But  what 
was  the  result  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's administration  ?  He  was  seized 
on  by  the  faction  which  was  represented 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  l5e  of  Thanet— by 
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the  Castle  and  landlord  faction — and 
in  the  course  of  a  very  short  time  even 
Mr.  Forster,  strong-willed  man  as  he 
was,  was  made  their  tool.  They  blinded 
his  eyes,  and  ultimately  made  him  do 
their  work.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  did  not 
know  to  what  extent  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Irish  Secretary 
was  the  willing  tool  or  the  unwilling 
tool  of  this  faction;  but  he  declared 
that  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  the  more 
enlightened  people  of  England,  would  hail 
this  appointment  as  the  outward  sign  of 
the  process  which  had  been  the  ruin  of 
all  the  attempts  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  rule  Ireland  in  the  past.  They 
would  take  it  as  a  sign  that  what 
Edmund  Burkecalled  the  Junta  in  Dub- 
lin Castle  had  got  firmly  into  the  saddle. 
There  sat — pointing  to  Front  Ministerial 
Bench — the  Representative  of  the  Junta 
who  had  ruled  since  the  time  of  Edmund 
Burke  up  to  the  present  day.  They 
were  going  to  have  the  right  and  gallant 
Gentleman — the  most  unpopular  man  in 
Ireland — as  their  mouthpiece  in  that 
House  in  order  to  insult  the  Eopreson- 
tatives  of  the  Irish  people.  Ho  only 
desired  further  to  say  that  it  was  per- 
fectly true  that  they  would  object  alto- 
gether to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  being  mixed  up  with  the  govern- 
ment  of  Ireland  on  account  of  his 
Orangeism  and  partizanship ;  but  they 
had  another  and  a  deeper  objection,  and 
if  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  now 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  had  any  of  that 
statesmanship  which  he  could  assure 
them  it  would  take  great  deal  to  sottlo 
this  question,  they  would  at  least,  while 
denying  to  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
National  rights  they  claimed,  studiously 
avoid  unnecessarily  insulting  their  Na- 
tional sentiments  and  sympathies  which 
were  so  deeply  seated  in  the  hearts  of 
Irishmen.  The  Government  of  Ireland 
were  not  content  with  denying  to  the  Irish 
people  all  National  rights  and  liberties 
and  that  power  to  legislate  which  they 
might)  deem  dangerous  to  the  Empire, 
but  they  added  gratuitous  injury  and 
insult,  which  rankled  in  the  minds  of 
the  Irish  people.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  had  not  only  his  reoent 
record,  but  he  had  his  previous  record  ; 
and  they  knew  very  well  that  if  there 
was  was  one  thing  more  offensive  than 
another  to  the  Irish  people  it  was  a  turn- 
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coat  and  a  traitor.  l)he  Irieb  pM>ple 
could  not  forget  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentlemaa  bad  beea  one  of 
the  most  Tenement  adrocatee  of  Home 
Bule  or  Repeal.  The  right  hou.  and 
gallant  Oeotleman  had  stated,  even  in 
writing  to  the  papers,  that  he  did 
not  care  whether  it  waa  Home  Bule 
or  Bepeal.  When  he  (Ur.  Dillon) 
was  a  boy  he  remembered  going  to 
bear  the  right  bon.  and  gallant  Uen- 
tloman  at  certain  great  meetingB  in 
the  Botunda.  He  romemberod  hearing 
him  and  cheering  him  when  he  thun- 
dered out  Bontiments  of  Nationality 
that  Beemed  rather  in  advance  of  his 
Leader,  and  at  times  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
thought  rather  shocked  his  Leader. 
Writing  to  the  Press  on  the  4th  of  Jane, 
1870,  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  said — 

"  Long  before  I  addressed  a  word  throagh 
your  paper  to  the  men  of  Irclaiid,  long  before  I 
ventured  to  place  myeelf,  a  yoang  and  nearly 
untriod  man,  before  the  country  a*  an  advocate 
of  Home  Rule,  I  had  conndered  not  only  the 
neceasity  bat  the  pouibility  o(  obtaining  for 
our  Nation  the  only  chance  of  prosperity — 
Iriih  UoTemmeDt  in  Irish  aSain ; '' 

and  then  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  gone  on  to  say  that  he  agreed 
with  a  perBon  whom  he  named — a  per- 
son notorious  for  hia  extremeviewe — and 
went  further  than  him  in  declaring  that 
Associations  of  Nationalists,  of  advocates 
of  Home  Bule,  of  Hepealera,  call  them 
what  they  would,  but  comprised  in  the 
phrase  "lovers  of  our  country,"  should 
join  for  this  purpose.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentleman  had  stated  that 
what  was  wanted  was  a  fusion  of 
Catholics  and  Protestants,  and  a  purer 
patriotism  than  they  had.  He  had  said 
that  they  should  not  only  aBsociate  to 
promotethegreatobjeotthsyhadinriew, 
but  that  each  and  all  of  them  should 
cast  aside  personal  ambition,  and  be 
content  to  work  for  the  common  weal, 
be,  for  one,  having  already  fought,  and 
being  prepared  to  fight  again.  The 
righthon.andgallant  Gentleman  wrote — 
"  I  think  I  have  a  claim  upon  the  Nationaliati 
of  thia  country.  It  yon  can  bring  forward  a 
better  man  he  will  have  my  support." 
H«  also  wrote— 

"Let  none  be  for  a  Party,  bat  all  for  the 
Bbrte;" 

And  later  on,  again— 

"Let  eve^one  who  ii  for  a  free  beland 
nnito,  for  on  Ireland  nnited  u  an  Ireland  £r««," 
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'  Elsewhere  the  words  written  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  wore 
written  for  the  instruction  of  such  as 
himself  (Mr.  Dillon).  Ho  bad  read 
thom  when  be  was  growing  up,  and 
they  bad  done  their  part  in  instructing 
him  in  the  path  of  Irish  Nationality, 
and  they  were  words  which,  if  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  were  to  write  them  in  the  present 
day,  the  Associations  to  which  the 
right  bon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  sub- 
scribed would  print  them  and  placard 
tbem  all  over  the  country,  in  the  endea- 
vour to  show  that  he  was  something 
more  than  a  Home  Buler.  He  did  not 
know  that  the  right  bon.  and  galtaut 
Qentleman  was  aa  young  when  ho  wrote 
the  words  he  had  quoted  as  he  (Mr. 
Dillon)  waa  now,  but  certainly  tbe  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  waa  not 
guarded  in  his  expresBiouB  in  thoaedays. 
Was  this  the  man  the  Irish  people 
were  now  to  bave  imposed  upon  them  as 
a  petty  despot  F  The  Orange  Party  in 
Ireland,  who  read  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  writings  in  days 
gone  by,  would  now  impose  bim  as  a 
petty  despot  upon  people  whom  lio  had 
encouraged  to  go  on  in  a  course  which, 
eincehe  found  that  it  en  tailed  self-abnega- 
tion, left  them  to  go  under  the  operation 
of  the  Ooercion  Act  by  thomselves.  He 
(Mr.  Dillon)  maintained  that  auch  it 
course  would  make  the  operations  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  in 
Ireland,  as  the  Bepresentative  of  a  Coer- 
oion  Government,  utterly  and  absolutely 
odious  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  The  right 
boD.  aad  gallant  Qentleman  would  be 
called  on  to  aid  in  administering  in  that 
House,  and  to  justify  the  application  of 
coercion  to  men  whose  only  crime  waa 
that  tboy  followed  the  advice  which  he 
himself  had  given  them — to  men  who 
had  not  turned  tail,  as  bad  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  but  stood 
firm  to  their  principles  and  utterances, 
and  were  prepared  to  take  the  conse- 
quences. Ho  (Mr.  Dillon)  asked  boo. 
UemberB  whether  it  was  to  be  expected 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
patiently  submit  to  be  ridden  over  by  a 
tumooat  Orangeman  like  this  ?  He  Baid 
they  would  not,  and  that  by  making 
this  appointment  the  Govemment  were 
merelv  pouring  oil  upon  the  fii-e,  and 
that  tney  oould  only  expect  it,  as  a  conse- 
quence, to  blaze  higher  and  higher.  Ho 
should  oppose  tbe  Bill  on  every  stage, 
and  abonld  point  out  its  objeotionable 
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character  to  the  people  of  England  and 
the  people  of  Ireland  on  every  possible 
opportunity.  At  the  same  time,  he  made 
the  Government  a  present  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He  was 
pleased  to  think  that  they  had  made 
what  he  considered  a  fatal  blunder. 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETAB Y  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) 
said,  it  was  not  his  intention  to  follow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  into  the  major  part 
of  the  statement  he  had  just  made,  and 
it  was  only  the  desire  of  self-preserva- 
tion, or  to  make  a  personal  explanation, 
which  induced  him  to  rise  at  all.  The 
hon.  Member  had  spoken  tolerably 
coolly,  and  with  a  certain  amount  of 
accuracy,  up  to  the  latter  part  of  his 
speech ;  but  when  he  came  to  his  (Colonel 
King-Harman's)  connection  with  the 
Home  Rule  movement,  he  made  a  state- 
ment and  a  charge  which  were  more  im- 
Eortant  than  his  previous  statements — 
e  had  made  a  suggestion  which  he 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  was  justified  in 
making  a  very  brief  reply  to.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  he  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  had  left  the  Home  Rule  Asso- 
ciation when  danger  threatened  its  mem- 
bers. He  threw  that  statement  back  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  teeth  with  the 
scorn  and  contumely  it  deserved.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  he  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  had  stuck  to  Home  Rule 
when  there  were  no  Coercion  Acts,  but 
tho  hon.  Member  knew  perfectly  well 
when  Coercion  Acts  were  passed.  The 
hon.  Member  said  he  had  listened  to  his 
(Colonel  King-Harman's)  speeches  when 
he  professed  to  be  an  adherent  to  the 
policy  of  Home  Rule.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber knew  perfectly  well  that  he  was  one 
of  the  few  who  had  laid  down  money, 
and  had  sacrificed  political  and  personal 
friendship  in  the  hot  days  of  his  youth, 
on  the  altar  of  Home  Rule,  because  he 
then  believed  that  there  was  honesty 
among  those  men  who  were  agitating 
for  Homo  Rule,  and  that  it  was  only 
when  he  found  that  there  was  no  honesty 
among  them  that  he  found  himself 
obliged  to  reconsider  the  ideas  of  his 
hot  youth.  It  was  no  craven  fear  had 
made  him  leave  the  ranks  of  the  Home 
Rule  Party.  He  could  honestly  say 
that  he  had  never  gained  a  penny  out  of 
his  adherence  to  Home  Rule,  and  he 
had  certainly  never  been  paid  a  sixpence 
for  sitting  on  the  Benches  below  the 
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Gangway  opposite.  The  hon.  Member 
and  every  man  in  Ireland,  every  honest 
Nationalist — aye,  and  every  Fenian  in 
Ireland,  for  there  was  more  honourable 
feeling  among  Fenians  than  among  those 
who  sat  below  the  Gangway  opposite — 
knew  what  his  sacrifices  in  the  cause  of 
Home  Rule  had  been  when  he  was  a 
hot-headed  young  man,  and  that  it  was 
only  when  he  found  that  it  was  best  for 
his  country  to  give  up  that  cause  that 
he  ceased  to  be  a  Home  Ruler.  He  had 
been  tempted  into  speaking,  perhaps, 
rather  hotly  in  reference  to  this  matter ; 
but  he  confessed  that,  whatever  other  ac- 
cusations might  have  been  made  against 
him,  he  had  certainly  not  expected  to  be 
taunted  with  cowardice.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  none  of  the  hon.  Members  who 
sat  on  the  Government  side  of  the  House, 
and  that  none  of  his  countrymen  in 
Ireland,  would  endorse  the  accusations 
which  had  been  brought  against  him  in 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  0'KELLY(Roscommon,N.)said, 
he  had  been  very  glad  to  hear  from  the 
right  hon.  and  gallantGentleman(  Colonel 
King-Harman)  his  confession  that  ho 
had  been  something  more  than  a  Home 
Ruler.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  taken  them  into  his 
confidence,  and  had  made  admissions  as 
to  facts  which,  without  his  confession, 
hon.  Members  might  have  had  some 
difficulty  in  laying  before  this  Assembly, 
for  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  accused  himself  of  that  which, 
if  it  had  come  from  other  quarters  with 
any  amount  of  force,  might  possibly 
have  had  the  effect  of  causing  him  to 
occupy  a  different  position  than  a  seat 
on  the  Ministerial  Bench.  Personally, 
he  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  had  no  objection  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
receiving  this  salary  as  a  mero  employ i 
of  the  Government.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was,  unfortu- 
nately, one  of  his  (Mr.  O'Kelly's)  con- 
stituents, which  fact  established  a  kind 
of  freemasonry  between  them,  and  ho 
certainly  should  not  have  opposed  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  re- 
ceiving tho  salary.  From  his  (Mr. 
O^Kelly's)  personal  point  of  view,  ho 
thought  it  very  desirable  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should 
receive  a  salary,  for  he  was  one  of  those 
Gentlemen  whom  they  were  obliged  to 
support,  and  he  would  very  much  rather 
that  the  burden  of  supporting  him  should 
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be  transferred  to  the  backs  of  the  Eng- 
lish ratepayers  rather  than  that  it  should 
lie  on  the  backs  of  the  poor  peasants  of 
North  Hoscommon.  But  there  was  one 
aspect  in  which  he  did  strongly  object  to 
the  appointment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  and  to  his  position  in 
connection  with  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  Ireland.  As  President  of  the 
Irish  Local  Government  Board,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  have 
to  deal,  amongst  other  bodies,  with  a  body 
in  Ireland  known  as  the  Boyle  Town  Com- 
missioners. Now,  what  had  been  the 
relations  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  with  that  body  ?  For  some 
years  the  Town  Commissioners  had  had 
a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  getting  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
pay  his  rates,  and  the  whole  force  of 
the  Government  of  Ireland  had  been 
brought  into  operation  to  protect  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  from 
the  necessity  of  paying  his  rates  to  the 
Town  Council  of  Boyle. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  here  to  make  a  per- 
sonal explanation.  I  have  never  refused 
to  pay  the  Town  Commissioners'  rates, 
but  there  is  a  body  in  Boyle  who  call 
themselves  Town  Commissioners  whom 
we  do  not  recognize. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  :  The  matter  lies  in 
this  way 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The 
matter  is  suhjudiee. 

Me.  O'KELLY  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  found  it  to 
his  interest  to  gain  over  or  subsidize  a 
gentleman  who  was  Town  Clerk,  and 
who  defied  the  Town  Commissioners  of 
Boyle  in  a  way  which  would  never  be 
permitted  in  any  civilized  society,  and 
the  whole  authority  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment had  been  used  to  support  this 
man  in  his  shameful  defiance  of  the 
Town  Commissioners.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  supported 
that  gentleman,  who  had  claims  upon 
him  which  went  beyond  those  of  Home 
Hule.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  knew  what  he  (Mr.  0' Kelly) 
was  talking  about. 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  be- 
fore  the  Committee  is  that  it  is  expedient 
to  make  provision  with  reference  to  the 
Office  of  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  Strictly  speaking,  the 
Question  ought  to  be  confined  to  the 
question  of  the  expediency  of  making 


this  provision,  and  ought  not  to  be  at  all 
of  a  personal  character.  Considering, 
howover,  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  has  de  facto  filled  the  Office 
hitherto,  and  may  be  considered  as 
designated  to  fill  it  in  the  future,  I  have 
not  thought  it  beyond  the  limits  of 
Parliamentary  discussion  to  allow  dis- 
cussion of  the  political  antecedents  of  tho 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  But 
I  think  it  would  be  altogether  an  abuse 
of  that  liberty  to  allow  it  to  go  beyond 
what  is  described  as  the  political  ante- 
cedents of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman. 

Me.  0*KELLY  said,  that  he  had  not 
gone  beyond  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  political  antecedents,  and 
he  thought  that  tho  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  admit  that  he 
had  not  even  gone  as  far  into  his  politi- 
cal antecedents  as  he  could  have  done, 
because  he  knew  a  great  deal  more 
about  them  than  did  the  Chairman  or 
the  House.  But  that  was  not  the  point 
upon  which  he  had  been  going  to  speak. 
He  had  passed  from  that  point,  and  was 
simply  about  to  deal  with  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  future  position 
in  relation  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  new  position  would 
bring  him  unquestionably  into  connec- 
tion with,  and  give  him  considerable 
power  over,  the  Boyle  Town -Commis- 
sioners, and  he  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  wished  to 
explain  to  the  House  how  it  was  that 
the  exercise  of  that  power  might  work 
evil  to  a  few  persons  to  whom  tho  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  in  poli- 
tical opposition.  The  Town  Commission 
of  Boyle  was  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  and  in  his  new  position  as 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man would  have  certain  power  and 
influence  over  that  Town  Commission. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  O'Kelly)  wanted 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  entirely  appre- 
ciate  the  line  of  argument  which  the 
hon.  Member  is  pursuing,  but  I  must 
rule  it  as  quite  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  that  should  be  so,  but  it  had  struck 
him  that  he  might  be  in  Order  in  point- 
ing out  what  use  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  might  make  of  the  posi- 
tion for  which  the  House  was  called  upon 
to  vote  him  a  salary.  But  independent 
of  that  question,  which,  as  the  Chairman 
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had  ruled  out  of  Order,  he  would  not 
pursue,  they  had  the  fact  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  been 
connected  in  Irish  politics  not  merely 
with  the  Home  Eule  Party,  but  with 
Gentlemen  who  held  still  stronger  views 
than  the  Homo  Bulers.  Consequently, 
the  effect  of  the  appointment  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would  be 
to  create  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people 
a  feeling  and  a  conviction  that  the  House 
was  indifferent  to  the  principles  of  the 
men  they  happened  to  employ,  and  that 
they  were  only  anxious  to  buy  men  to 
serve  them  in  Ireland.  Now  he  thought 
that  that  would  be  a  most  unhappy  im- 
pression to  make  on  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  very  well  said 
that  he  had  never  been  paid  for  any 
political  service  he  had  rendered.  Well, 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
posed  as  a  rich  man,  and  he  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  saw  no  inconvenience  in  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in 
that  capacity  as  a  rich  man  continuing 
in  his  voluntary  service,  as  he  now  dis- 
charged it,  without  coming  on  the 
country  for  any  payment.  He  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  was  sure  that  the  nobility  of 
his  views  would  be  sufficient  payment 
for  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man in  the  future  as  it  had  been  in  the 
past.  They — the  Irish  Nationalists — of 
course,  could  not  free  their  minds  from 
the  reflection  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  been  one  of 
them. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  No,  no ! 

Mr,  O^KELLY  :  Well,  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not  been  as 
respectable  as  most  of  them,  but,  at  any 
rate,  he  was  a  man  who  had  occupied  a 
place  in  their  ranks.  He  had  occupied 
a  place  in  their  remks  in  a  way  that  a 
spy  very  often  occupied  a  place  in  the 
ranks  of  an  Army  to  which  he  did  not 
belong.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  come  to  them  pretending 
that  he  was  a  Nationalist,  speaking  the 
speech  of  Nationalism,  giving  voice  to 
the  sentiments  of  Nationality,  and  at  the 
very  first  moment  that  he  got  an  oppor- 
tunity he  betrayed  them.  Now  they 
saw  why  he  had  betrayed  them.  He 
had  been  betraying  them  for  pay.  This 
Gentleman,  who  talked 

The  CHAIKMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  indulging  in  language  which 
is  wholly  unbecoming  in  the  House. 

Mr.  0' Kelly 


Mb.    O'KELLY   said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  he  had  felt  called  upon  to  use 
strong  language.    He  was  very  sorry 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  betrayed    the    Nationalist   Party, 
and  woula  much  rather  that  he  had 
remained  in  the  ranks  to  which  he  had 
allied   himself.      The    right  hon.   and 
gallant  Gentleman  might  still  have  con- 
tinued to  represent  the  county  of  Sligo. 
But  there  was  this  point  to  which  ho 
(Mr.  O'Kelly)  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  English  people.     The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  posed  hero 
as  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Unionist 
element     in    Ireland.       Well,     there 
was    a  certain  Unionist     element    in 
Ireland  which   he  (Mr.  O'Kelly)    re- 
spected— the  men  who  honestly  believed 
that     the    Union     between     the    two 
countries  was  best  preserved  by  that 
country  remaining  in  a  position  of  servi- 
tude and  degradation.      That   was    a 
stupid  belief,  perhaps,  but  still  he  held 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  people 
in  Ireland  stupid  enough  to  believe  that. 
But  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  not  that  excuse.     He  had  had 
enlightenment ;  he  had  found  salvation ; 
he  had  had  experience.    Notwithstand- 
ing that,  ho  had  made  this  double  turn, 
and  had  got  back  to  the  position  in  which 
the  unconverted  Orangeman  stood.  Now, 
one  could  respect  the  Orangeman — the 
man  who  from  sheer  belief  was  in  the 
position  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  stood — but  he  (Mr. 
0' Kelly)  thought  no  one  on  either  side 
of  the  House  could  have  any  respect  for 
a  man  who,  having  been  reared  in  the 
Orange  faith,  had  announced  himself  as 
converted  from  that  faith  and  had  joined 
the    Nationalist  ranks,  and  had  even 
fought  in  them,  and  had  then  gone  back 
to  Orangeism.     He  said  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  fought  in 
the  Nationalist  ranks ;  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman was  a  great  cudgel  man.     He 
had  broken  a  great  number  of  heads  in 
the  cause  of  Home  Eule.     He  thought 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  been  in  the  Longford  Election  with 
himself. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  I  was 
not  in  the  Longford  Election. 

Several  hon.  Members  :  He  was ;  he 
was. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  I  was 
not  in  that  election, 
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Mb.  O'KELLY  :  I  wiU  not  make  that 
charge. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Yes  ;   he  was.     [  Cries  of  "  Order !  "] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
must  know  that  he  is  not  entitled  to  use 
that  language,  and  I  must  call  upon  him 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Shall  I  be  in 
Order  in  asking  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  whether  he  Toted  for 
John  Martin  ?    It  was  open  voting. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  rose  to 
answer  the  question—— 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
No  such  question  can  be  put.  I  have 
asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  withdraw  the  language  he  has  used. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  he  did 
not  vote  for  John  Martin,  I  will  withdraw 
the  language  I  used. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Ros- 
common (Mr.  O'Kelly)  made  a  state- 
ment which  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  denied.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  has  ques- 
tioned the  truth  of  that  denial,  and 
I  ask  him  to  withdraw  the  words  he 
used. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  If  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  says  he  did  not 
vote 

The  chairman  :  That  is  quite  un- 
permissible.  I  again  call  upon  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  unequivocally 
to  withdraw  the  language  he  used. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Certainly,  Sir. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  there  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  election  fighting,  and  it 
was  only  to  be  expected  that  one  would 
get  confused  as  to  who  took  part  in  it. 
He  believed  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gfUlant  Gentleman  did  take  part  in  the 
Longford  Election  in  this  sense — that  he 
had  subscribed  to  the  funds. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  No, 
no! 

Mr.  O'KELLY  said,  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  denied  it,  and, 
of  course,  he  would  not  persist  in  the 
statement,  as  he  had  no  wish  to  accuse 
anyone  wrongfully.  There  ^7ere  a 
sufficient  number  of  strong  f  aots  against 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
without  his  desiring  to  place  anything 
upon  him  which  was  unfair.    He  did 


say,  however,  that  it  was  a  very  unfortu- 
nate thing  for  the  Government  of  Ireland 
that  a  Gentleman  who  had  occupied  the 

Eosition  in  Irish  polities  which  the  right 
on.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  occu- 
pied, and  whom  the  Irish  people  had 
regarded  as  a  political  renegade — and 
in  using  that  word  he  did  not  wish  to 
give  offence  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman — should  be  put  into  a  posi- 
tion of  power  in  Ireland.  Renegades 
in  all  countries  and  at  all  times  had 
been  regarded  as  detestable  creatures, 
and  as  persons  not  entitled  to  the 
honours  of  war.  Ho  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  say  this  of  one  of  his  own 
constituents,  but  truth  compelled  him 
to  do  so.  From  the  point  of  view  of 
the  Irish  people,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  certainly  a  re- 
negade, and  in  that  character  they  ob- 
jected to  his  being  put  into  power  in 
their  country.  Personally,  he  (Mr. 
O'Kelly)  did  not  object  to  the  bitterest 
Tory  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
being  put  into  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  position.  He  would  rather 
see  the  hon.  Member  for  Ballykilbeg,  or 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson),  put  into 
the  position.  Of  the  two,  ho  would 
prefer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh.  That  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  a  fighting  man,  and  one 
might  disagree  with  a  fighting  man, 
but,  after  all,  one  could  arrange  with 
him  better ;  but  he  certainly  objected,  and 
objected  strongly,  and  he  thought  all 
Ireland  would  object  strongly,  to  the 
continuance  in  power  of  a  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  had  dis- 
tinguished himself  on  many  occasions 
as  a  most  prominent  and  bellicose  Home 
Ruler,  and  to  his  being  put  in  Ireland 
to  administer  a  Coercion  Act.  Such  a 
thing  was  a  disgrace  to  this  country. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.)  said, 
he  did  not  desire  to  detain  the  Committee 
at  any  length  on  this  point,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
had  challenged  the  opinion  of  Irish 
Members  sitting  on  that  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House— in  regard  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet.  He  (Mr.  Macartney)  regretted 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  was  not  in  his  place  to 
take  up  the  challenge;   but  he  (Mr. 
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Maoartnej)  knew  that  on  this  oooasion 
he  spoke  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Qentleman,  and  not  only  his 
opinion,  but  that  of  all  his  hon.  Friends 
from  Ireland.  They  supported  and  ap- 
proved the  appointment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet. 
They  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  that 
appointment  was  uncongenial  to  their 
supporters,  and  they  had  had  ample  op- 
portunities of  ascertaining  it  if  ithad  been 
so.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  not  now  assuming  the  duties  of  his 
Office  for  tho  first  time.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  was  appointed  last  year,  and 
during  the  time  he  had  been  discharging 
his  present  Office  they  had,  all  of  them, 
had  opportunities  of  acquainting  them- 
selves with  the  opinions  of  their  sup- 
porters ;  and  he  believed,  as  ho  said,  that 
every  one  of  his  hon:  Friends  would 
say  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  appointment  was  one  they 
agreed  with.  He  admitted  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  that  the 
Unionist  Party  were  largely  interested 
and  very  greatly  concerned  in  the  good 
government  of  Ireland ;  but,  from  that 
point  of  view,  they  saw  no  reason  to 
object  to  the  appointment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
Having  regard  to  the  special  duties 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
mem  would  have  to  perform  in  connection 
with  the  Local  Government  Board  of 
Ireland,  they  believed  that  the  interests 
of  the  country  would  be  efficiently 
served  by  the  appointment.  He  (Mr. 
Macartney)  only  intervened  in  order  to 
correct  the  false  impression  which  might 
arise  from  the  silence  of  himself  and 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  face  of  the 
accusation  and  complaint  which  had 
proceeded  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite. 

Mb.  CLANOY  (Dublin  Oo.,  N.)  said, 
he  was  glad  they  had  had  the  speech  to 
which  they  had  all  just  listened,  as  they 
knew  now  that  the  Orange  Party  was 
satisfied  with  the  taste,  tone,  and  manner 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
He  wondered  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  not  risen  to  answer  the  complaint 
which  had  been  addressed  to  him  from 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
— that  this  Bill  was  a  distinct  violation 
of  a  solemn  pledge  made  in  the  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  On  the 
14th  of  April  last  the  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  Macartney 


the  Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr. 
Sexton)  put  a  Question  with  reference  to 
the  then  recently  created  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  after 
him  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morloy)  intervened  with  another  Ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast said — 

**  1  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Troa- 
Bury,  Whether  Notice  of  Motion  No.  1,  standing 
to-day  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  has  been  given  by  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government ;  and,  if  so,  under  what  law 
the  Oflice  he  holds  is  constituted ;  and  whethor 
the  acceptance  of  that  Offico  vacates  his 
seat  ?  " 

**  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  was  about  to 
rise 

**  When  the  right  hon. Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastlo-upon-Tyne  said :  May  I  interrupt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  I  was  going  to  ask 
him  by  what  authority  the  Office  of  Pariiamen- 
tary  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  constituted;  and 
whether  he  will  lay  on  theTable  of  the  House  any 
document  describing  the  nature  of  the  duties  of 
the  new  Office,  and  the  conditions  under  which 
it  is  to  be  held  ;  whether  it  is  proposed  to  attach 
any  salary  to  the  Office ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
it  is  contended  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  there  is  a  power  without  limit  of  consti- 
tuting unpaid  Parliamentary  Offices  ?  " 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  said, 
in  reply — 

"  I  cannot  give  a  full  answer  to  the  Question 
which  involves  some  legal  points ;  but  I  may 
say  that  there  is  no  salary  attached  to  the  Office. 
The  Government  have  taken  every  pains  to  see 
that  the  course  they  have  adopted  is  legal,  and 
they  have  taken  the  highest  legal  advice  on  the 
subject."— (3  Ifantard  [313]  887-8.) 

That  was  to  say,  he  had  taken  legal 
advioe  as  to  whether  the  appointment,  if 
unpaid,  would  be  a  legal  one,  and  they 
found  that  it  would  be  legal  if  unpaid. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  Hear,  hear ! 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  admit  that.  He  had 
given  that  solemn  pledge  in  the  face  of 
the  country,  and  had  appointed  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  Under  Secretary 
on  the  distinct  understanding  that  he 
should  not  be  paid.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  with  his  accus- 
tomed acuteness,  suspected  the  existence 
of  a  Buppressio  veri  in  the  glib  utterance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  he  put  this  question — 
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"IsUie  leat  to  be  Tocated?" 

"  Mr.  A.  J,  Balfoob  :  No,  Sir.  ■ 

"  Mr.  W.  E.  Oladhtonr  :  Will  there  be  some 
(tatement  laid  before  the  Hoaee  to  shov  tht- 
grotuidi  on  which  the  seat  ie  not  to  bo  vacated  f 

"  Mr.  A,  J,  BUFOUB ;  I  believe  the  grounds 
•re  that  it  ia  not  an  Office  of  profit  nader  thC' 

"  Mr.W.  E,  GLAnsTONE :  I  can  only  aay  this 
—that  I  once  had  Oie  honour  of  sorvioR  a  Con- 
•ervative  Govemment  ns  Commiuioner  fur  the 
Ionian  lalanda  for  a  very  few  daye  ;  and  under 
the  advice  ol  the  I*w  Officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment, thoagh  I  received  no  salary,  yet  my  scat 
for  the  UniTorsity  of  Uxford  was  vacated,  and 
1  was  re-elected.     That  was  in  1860. 

"  ftlr.  A.  J.  BALrouR  :  I  would  suggest  that 
the  best  course  would  bo  to  put  a  QutstioD  to 
tho  hon.  and  Icomod  Gontlcmaa  the  Attorney 
Ueaotnl  for  England."  —  (a  [lamaid,  [313] 
18S7-8.) 

How  the  right  hoc.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secrotarj  can  have  the  face  to  come  here 
after  these  declarations  of  last  apriag, 
and  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  pa; 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  a 
ealary,  when  such  a  short  lime  ago  they 
would  not  hare  dared  to  appoint  him  at 
a  salary,  and  as  to  whom  they  had  ob- 
tained legal  adrice  that  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  bo  illegal,  ho  (Mr.  Clancy) 
was  at  a  loss  to  imagine.  On  tho  day 
following  that  on  which  tho  Questions  he 
had  referred  to  had  been  put,  another 
Question  was  put  to  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Oeutle- 
mau  the  Member  for  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne  asked — 

''By  what  authority  theOffico  of  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  boon  con- 
■tituted ;  whether  any  document  will  be  laid 
before  Parliacnent  deecribiog  tho  nature  and 
duties  of  the  Office,  and  tho  conditions  nndor 
whii^it  is  held;  and  whether  it  is  contended 
that  (he  GovemiDont  has  the  pewsr  to  create 
unpaid  Parliamuatary  Offices  without  limit  ?  " 

And  now  he  (Ur.  Clancy)  begged  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  answer. 
The  first  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said— 

"Mr.  Speaker,  the  Uoder  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieiitentint  has  been  appointed  by  virtue 
et  the  authority  which  exists  in  tho  Executive 
Government  of  the  day  to  appoint  Assistant  Bs- 
cretaries  in  order  to  carry  out  in' nn  efficient 
manner  the  dutiea  cast  upon  any  Department  of 
the  State,  subject,  in  certain  cases,  to  statutory 
control,  respecting  the  vacating  of  seats,  the  right 
to  sit  in  Parliament,  and  (he  payment  of  salanea, 
it  any.  No  documcot  will  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament describing  the  nature  and  duties  of  the 
Office,  01  the  conditions  under  which  it  ii  held : 
but  it  is  right  to  state  distinuUy  that  no  salary 
or  profit  is  attached  to  tha  Office.  The  last 
Queation  being  one  of  abstract  law,  the  right 
hon.  OBntleman  ii  perfectly  able  to  form  his 
own  oondusion  upon  it. 

TOL.  QCCXXni.    [third  esRiEs.J 


"  Mr,  John  Mouley  :  Well,  Sir  ;  bat  is  the 
House,  then,  to  have  no  means  of  knowing  what 
are  the  functions,  duties,  and  conditions  of  the 

"  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ;  Tho  Hght  hon.  Gentlo- 
man  is  well  acquainted  with  tho  duties  of  Pub- 
lic Offices  which  have  to  bo  discharged  by  the 
Executive  Govemmont.  Ho  is  also  aware 
what  arc  tho  duties  which  ordinarily  Call  to 
Under  Secretaries  in  a  Public  Office.  — (Ibid. 
1002-3.) 

It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Clancy),  there- 
fore, that  the  statement  made  last  year 
amounted  to  a  distinct  pledge,  as  dis- 
tinct as  any  pledge  could  be,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  tho  Isle  of  Thanet  was  to 
hold  his  Office  without  salary,  and  on 
that  ground  he  would  not  bo  oaked  to 
vacate  hia  seat;  but  now,  in  the  face  of 
that  pledge,  the  Government  came  to 
tho  IIouBo  of  Commons  and  asked  them 
to  rote  a  salary  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  and  did  not  give  the 
slightest  information  as  to  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
be  called  upon  to  vacate  his  seat  if  he 
were  paid  a  salary.  He  (Mr.  Clancy) 
did  not  pretend  to  be  a  Constitutional 
lawyer;  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Gentleman  who  signed  the  cheque  for 
the  first  quarter's  salary  for  the  Parlia* 
mentary  Under  Secretary  would  stand 
'n  danger  of  having  an  action  brought 

fainat  him,  and  probably  might  bo 
liged  to  pay  back  tho  money  to 
the  Treasury.  He  certainly  hoped  he 
would. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  matter 
had  been  very  fully  discussed  the  last 
time  it  was  brought  before  the  House. 

Mb.  OLANOY  :  Sir,  it  is  very  incon- 
venient for  me  to  be  interrupted  before 
I  have  finished  my  speech. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
Tho  lion.  Member  distinctly  sat  down. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
of  his  remarks,  and  that  he  had  delivered 
tho  peroration  of  hia  eloquent  speech. 
If  be  has  anything  further  to  say  he 
will  be  able  to  continue  after  I  have 
made  a  few  remarks  with^the  view  of 
otearing  up  the  mistake  into  which  tho 
hon.  Qentlem^  and  many  of  hia  Friends 
appear  to  have  fallen.  He  has  quoted 
certain  questions  and  answersi  which 
had  been  given  in  the  House  last  Session 
with  regard  to  the  Offioe  of  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary.  The  questjona 
related  to  the  Office  aa  it  was  then 
constituted ;  and  what  hon.  Oentlemea 
35 


1731         Parliamentary  Under       {COMMONS}       Secretary  ^Salary,  Sfe."].    1732 


wished  to  know  was  whether  the  Qo- 
Temment  had  legal  powers  to  appoint 
an   Under  Secretary,   and  whether,   if 
they  had  such  power,  the  Under  Secre- 
tary had  or  had  not  to  vacate  his  seat  ? 
The  Government  replied,  speaking  with 
such  advice  as  they  could  command, 
that  they  had  power  to  appoint  an  Under 
Secretary,  and  that  as  ho  would  not  be 
paid  he  would  not  vacate  his  seat.    Had 
they  provided  out  of  the  Votes  a  salary, 
without  providing  that   the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman   should  vacate 
his  seat,  they  would  have  violated  the 
law.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had, 
no  doubt  unintentionally,  twisted  the 
answer  given  as  to  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  into  a  pledge  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  should 
give  his  unpaid  services  to  the  country 
indefioitely.     That  was  a  thing  which 
the  Government  never  conceived.    They 
had  never  concealed  from  the  House 
that  their  desire  was,  as  soon  as  the 
state  of  Public  Business  would  permit 
it,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which  would  put 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  into 
the  position  of  every  other  Under  Secre- 
tary. [An  hon.  ME^roEB :  You  never  said 
80.]    Was  there  a  single  Member  of  the 
Ilouse  who  seriously  supposed  that  the 
Government  would  ask  any  Gentleman 
to  go  on  indefinitely  fulfilling  the  duties 
of  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland,  where 
the  labour  was  far  heavier  than  that  of 
any  other  Under  Secretary  in  the  House, 
without  giving  him   the  salary  which 
other  Under  Secretaries  received  ?    If 
hon.  Members  would  look  at  what  I  said 
last  Session,  they  would  see  that  the 
answers  I  had  given  were  simply  with 
reference  to  the  action  the  Government 
were  then  taking  as  to  the  Under  Se- 
cretary.    They  showed  that  the  action 
of  the  Government  was  perfectly  legal. 
Mb.  CLANCY  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
made  a  statement  which  he  thought  the 
House  must  have  listened  to  with  the 
utmost  possible  astonishment — namely, 
that  the  Government  had  intended  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  pay  this  salary.     Not 
a  single  word  had  ever  been  said  in  that 
House  or  out  of  it  to  that  effect,  and 
the  person  to  be  benefited  by  it  himself 
understood  that  he  was  not  to  be  paid  so 
recently  as  two  months  ago.     The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  addressed 
the  electors  at  Margate  and  said  he  was 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour 


then  working  18  hours  a  day  for  nothing; 
that  he  ^as  not  paid  like  the  Irish 
Members ;  that  ho  gave  his  services  to 
the  public  for  nothing,  and  when,  ac- 
cording to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, he  must  have  known  that  there 
was  a  Bill  in  preparation  to  pay  him  a 
salary.  He  (Mr.  Clancy)  supposed  that 
the  next  thing  would  be  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  to  pay  the  salary  from  April 
last,  [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  The  Bill  is 
not  retrospective.]  He  thought  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that,  after  all  that  had 
fallen  from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SCJRY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  never  said  anything  of 
the  kind.  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  say 
when  I  said  that  ? 

Mr.   CLANCY  said,  that  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  had   made  so  many 
speeches,  short  and  long,  and  that  he, 
not  having  a  secretary  to  write  them 
down,  could  not  recollect  the  particular 
speech.     He  pointed  to  the  significance 
of  this  appointment.     It  was  said  as  an 
argument  against  Irish  Members  that 
under  Home  Rule  they  would  commit 
the  atrocity  of  handing  over  the  minority 
to  the  will  of  the  majority.    He  did  not 
think   that  was   very  unusual  in  any 
country ;  but  here  they  had  the  majority 
handed  over  to  the  rule  of  the  minority. 
But  he  thought  that  was  a  fact  on  which 
they  might  reflect  with  some  advantage 
in  considering  who  were  the  rulers  in 
Ireland  at  present — namely,  that  not  one 
man  in  the  Government  of  Ireland  could 
be  said  to  represent  what  could  be  fairly 
called  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people.     Every  single  office  in  Ireland 
was  filled  up  by  men  who  would  not  be 
elected  in  any  one  of  86  constituencies 
in  Ireland.     The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary   was  an    Orangeman.      The 
Local  Government  Board  was  a  nest  of 
I  Orangemen,  and  the  Board  of  Works 
was  the  same.     They  had  listened  to 
some  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman's political  antecedents,  and  the 
Chairman  had  ruled  that  these  might  be 
referred   to.     He  asked  the  House  to 
listen  to  some  extracts  from  a  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
on  the  subject  of  Home  Rule  against 
which  the  Unionist  Party  would  cry  out 
anathema  mar  an  atha.    In  August,  1870, 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemazi 
said — 
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**  That  a  man  who  would  fight  for  the  Oppo- 
flition  candidate  on  that  election  would  fight 
and  shout  for  the  perpetuation  of  the  Union 
which  was  forced  by  fraud  upon  the  country  ; 
that  he  came  forward  neither  as  a  Whig  or 
Tory,  and  was  of  no  political  opinion  what- 
ever, but  simply  an  Irishman  ;  Ireland  alone 
was  his  motto — the  shamrock,  the  green  im- 
mortal shamrock  ;  with  the  gproen  and  the 
orange  united  they  would  win  their  glorious 
freedom  ;  he  believed  that  if  a  Parliament  was 
established  on  Collego  Green  in  which  Irish- 
men could  manage  their  own  affairs,  Ireland 
would  become  rich  and  prosperous." 

The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  contradicted  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
when  he  said  that  he  took  part  at  the 
Longford  election,  but  in  the  course 
of  the  speech  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  said  that  he  had 
fought  the  battle  at  Longford. 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  The 
hon.  Member  knows  perfectly  well  what 
I  alluded  to. 

Me.  CLANCY  said,  he  was  quoting 
from  a  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  himself,  and  he  did 
not  know  to  what  else  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  alluded.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said — 

**  It  did  not  matter  a  scrap  to  him  personally 
whether  he  was  returned  or  not,  but  if  they 
returned  a  Nationalist  to  Parliament,  the  whole 
of  Ireland  would  respond ;  that  when  Ireland 
claimed  her  just  rights  and  claimed  to  manage 
their  own  affairs,  he  asked  would  England  dare 
to  refuse  them ;  when  the  day  came  for  them 
to  vote,  let  them  not  vote  for  him,  but  for  Ire- 
land ;  let  the  green  be  over  their  head,  and  their 
cry  be,  God  Save  Ireland." 

Lrish  Members  had  been  charged  with 
preaching  separation  in  the  past,  and 
when  such  expressions  as  these  were 
quoted  from  the  speeches  of  Irish  Mem- 
bers they  were  set  down  as  advocating 
rebellion  in  Ireland ;  but  here  was  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  using 
the  very  language  for  which  they  would 
be  condemned.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  on  the  13th  of 
August,  1870,  declared  that  he  could 
not  understand  any  man,  knowing  any- 
thing of  his  country,  and  knowing  any- 
thing of  the  career  of  O'Connell  and 
Grattan,  doubting  that  Home  Bule  or 
some  substitute  for  it  was  the  only 
panacea  for  the  evils  of  Ireland.  Some- 
one at  the  time  said  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  promises  were 
very  fine,  but  insincere;  and  then  he 
asked  plainly  what  he  had  to  gain  by 
insincerity  7  He  asked,  if  he  were  elected 


to-morrow,  whether  any  Government, 
Conservative  or  Liberal,  would  give  him 
any  honour  or  place  when  he  came  to 
them  as  the  avowed  opponent  of  English 
rule ;  that  whatever  his  connections  were 
they  been  against  the  Union,  and  that 
his  relatives  had  moved  an  Amendment 
to  that  infamous  Act ;  that  the  Conser- 
vatives said  he  was  abandoning  his 
principles,  and  that  he  told  them  it  was 
they  who  were  abandoning  their  prin- 
ciples, and  not  he,  for  in  former  days 
the  Conservatives  were  for  the  people, 
and  now  they  were  against  them.  And 
here  he  (Mr.  Clancy)  came  to  the 
point  of  his  speech  which  had  a  most 
particular  interest  with  reference  to  the 
matter  they  were  discussing.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  on  that  occa- 
sion concluded  his  speech  by  saying  that 
ho  would  never,  never  take  Office  or 
pension  from  any  Government.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
said  that  these  things  were  uttered  in 
the  days  of  his  hot  youth.  But  he  was 
then  over  30  years  of  age ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  said  that  at  that  time  of  life 
men  formed  very  deliberate  opinions. 
The  Irish  people  had  made  a  mistake  in 
thinking  that  he  was  sincere  in  making 
those  statements,  and  they  distrusted 
him  now  because  he  was  a  renegade, 
and  because  he  was  the  chaoipion  of  the 
Orange  Party  and  gave  that  Constitu- 
tional advice  to  them  to  keep  their  hands 
on  their  triggers,  who  incited  them,  in 
other  words,  to  civil  war.  Did  the  Com- 
mittee think  that  this  man,  who  was  an 
inciter  to  violence  and  crime,  and  was 
engaged  in  the  combination  of  landlords 
and  Orangemen,  was  fitted  for  the  Office 
to  which  he  had  been  appointed?  It 
was  an  insult  which  the  Irish  people 
would  not  forget— that  he  had  been  set 
over  the  rest  of  the  Irish  people  to 
govern  them. 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
he  should  like  to  make  a  few  remarks 
with  regard  to  this  subject.  Those  who 
came  from  his  part  of  the  country  had 
complete  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland.  They 
were  all  perfectly  aware  of  the  Home 
Bule  antecedents  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  which  had  been 
made  so  much  of  in  that  House;  and 
not  only  that,  but  they  were  aware  of 
the  circumstances  which  had  led  up  to 
those  views.    At  the  time  those  opinions 
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were  expressed,  they  were  smarting  under 
what  was  considered  to  be  the  injustioe 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church ;  and  some  of  them  took  coun- 
sel together  as  to  whether  or  not,  after 
the  breach  of  one  of  its  most  important 
provisions,  tho  Union  was  to  their  ad- 
vantage ;  for  10  minutes  he  had  him- 
self entered  into  that  conspiricy.  His 
conversion  had  come  rather  quicker  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, who  was  a  younger  man  than 
himself  by  10  years.  On  the  occasion  he 
referred  to,  he  (Colonel  Waring)  said — 
'^  Gentlemen,  nothing  will  induce  me  to 
row  in  this  boat ; "  and  he  then  left. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  taken  a  longer  time  to  dis- 
cover his  position,  but  in  the  end  arrived 
at  tho  same  conclusion.  The  people  of 
tho  North  of  Ireland  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was 
performing  his  duty  without  favour  or 
affection,  and  was  doing  good  service  to 
his  Queen  and  country. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  the  other  day  the 
right  hon.  GcDtleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  stated,  in  reply  to  a 
Question  he  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  him- 
self had  addressed  to  him,  that  there 
was  a  rule  against  any  Member  of  the 
English  Civil  Service  belonging  to  an 
Orange  Lodge  or  Society.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also,  on  another 
occasion,  stated  that  the  same  rule  ap- 
plied to  all  Departments  of  the  Civil 
Service.  He  desired  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  the  fact 
that  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  was  a  notorious  Orangeman, 
was  or  was  not  reconcilable  with  tho 
view  of  the  rule  or  understanding  which 
prevailed  in  the  Civil  Service,  and 
whether  it  would  be  necessary  to  modify 
the  rule  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  remained  in  his  present 
position  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  can  hardly  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  speaking  seriously ; 
these  rules  are  held  to  apply  to  gentle- 
men who  are  not  engaged  in  political 
controversy.  Those  Gentlemen  who 
hold  seats  in  this  House  are  an  excep- 
tion, because  they  are  unfortunately 
compelled  to  take  part  in  political  con- 
troversy. 

Colonel  Waring 


Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  aaked  if 
he  was  to  understand  that  there  was  no 
objection  to  a  member  of  an  Orange 
Lodge  being  the  head  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  Ireland,  while 
every  other  officer  and  member  of  tho 
Inland  Revenue  as  well,  was  prohibited 
by  the  rule  enforced  from  belonging  to 
that  Society  ? 

[No  reply.] 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  he  thought  the  point 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend  was  one  which 
needed  a  ratlior  more  serious  answer 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  given  it.  They  must  remember 
that  to  belong  to  an  Orange  Lodge  was 
to  belong  to  a  political  organization  com- 
pared with  which  none  that  they  had  in 
England  possessed  any  weight  or  force. 
The  Primrose  League  was  mere  pan- 
tomino  as  compared  with  an  Orange 
Lodge,  and  it  was  a  remarkable 
thing  that  the  Government  should  have 
appointed  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  in  Ireland  a  Gentleman  who  was 
associated  with  that  society.  Therefore, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  have  taken  a 
much  more  serious  view  of  the  point. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  below 
the  Gangway  opposite  (Colonel  Waring) 
had  shed  a  very  curious  light  upon  the 
breadth  and  depth  of  the  Unionist 
sentiments  of  himself  and  Friends,  when 
he  said  that  they  had  turned  towards 
Home  Rule  because  they  thought  that 
the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Pro- 
testant Church  was  bad  for  them. 

Colo:n^el  waring  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gontlemem's  pardon  ;  I  said  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  said  that  in  the  indig- 
nation occasioned  at  the  time  by  what 
we  deemed  an  insult  to  our  Church,  we 
had  for  a  moment  considered  whether 
Home  Rule  might  not  be  for  our  advan- 
tage. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  he  did 
not  understand  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  to  deny  that  in  consequence 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Irish 
Church  they  had  considered  whether  the 
Union  would  be  good  or  bad  for  them. 

Colonel  WARING:  I  said  it  was 
suggested  that  such  was  the  case,  and 
that  after  10  minutes'  consideration  I 
came  to  the  opposite  conclusion. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  could  not  deny 
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that  he  and  his  Friends  were  prepared  to 
throw  over  the  Act  of  Union,  just  as  the 
ri^ht  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  him- 
self (Ck)lonel  ^ng-Harman)  had  been 
prepared  to  do. 

The  CHATRMAN:  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  address  his  remarks 
to  the  subject  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOKLEY  said,  he 
thought  that  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentieman  (Colonel  Waring)  had  been 
allowed  to  address  himself  to  that  subject, 
he  was  not  out  of  Order  in  referring  to 
it.  Well,  they  had  now  at  last  from  the 
Government  a  plain  announcement, 
made  for  the  first  time,  that  the  Bill  was 
not  to  be  retrospective.  He  could  not 
help  asking  himself  how  far  this  de- 
cision on  the  part  of  the  Government 
not  to  make  the  Bill  retrospective  was 
due  to  the  action  which  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House  had  taken.  The 
point  he  rose  to  press  sprang  from  the 
answer  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land as  to  the  announcement  which  he 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  made 
last  year  on  the  subject  of  salary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  appeared  to  him  to 
have  put  a  most  extraordinary  con- 
struction upon  what  passed  last  year, 
and  he  (Mr.  Morley)  submitted  that  in 
his  replies  to  his  Questions  on  the  14th 
and  15th  of  April,  he  made  a  statement 
which  was  universally  understood  in 
that  House  to  mean  that  this  was  to  be 
an  unpaid  OMce.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  when  he  (Mr.  Morley)  put 
his  Question,  he  raised  a  legal  point. 
No  doubt,  he  did  raise  a  legal  point ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  put  aside 
and  dismissed  that  legal  point  without 
an  answer,  and  then  he  went  on  to 
say — ''I  may  say  that  there  is  no 
salary  attached  to  the  Office.''  That 
answer  distinctly  dissevered  the  question 
of  salary  from  that  legal  point  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  asserted 
was  raised  by  the  Question.  He  had 
every  desire  to  speak  respectfully  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  he  must  think 
that  the  answers  he  and  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  who  now  sat  next  him  gave 
last  year,  in  the  light  of  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  a  quarter  of  an 
hour  ago,  was  nothing  more  or  less  than 
trifling  with  the  House.  [Zatf^A/^r.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  smile 
— "  and  smile "—[Xaii^A^w'] — buthehad 
placed  the  question  now  in  a  position 


from  which  it  would  become  him  to  lose 
no  time  in  extricating  it  and  extricating 
himself. 

Mr.    a.    J.    BALFOUE    protested 
against  the  tone  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  adopted.     He  had  never  heard 
a  speech  delivered  with  more  *'  sound 
and   fury,"   and   which   signified  less. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  first  of  all, 
fastened  upon  one  most  extraordinary 
misunderstanding,  and  having  done  that 
and  been  called  to  Order  by  the  Chair- 
man, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded 
to  insinuate  that  the  Government  had 
intended  to  make  the  Bill  retrospective, 
but,  alarmed  by  the  eloquence  of  the 
right  hon.  GenUeman  and  his  Friends, 
the  Government  retired  in  terror  from 
the  position  they  had  taken  up.     But, 
unfortunately  for  that  theory,  the  Bill 
existed  in  its  present  shape  long  before 
those  outbursts  of  eloquence  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.     It 
had  never  occurred  to  the  Government, 
and,  in  fact,  he  had  only  discovered  that 
night  that  any  right    hon.  Gentleman 
entertained  the  idea  that  the  Bill  was 
to  be   retrospective.     He   should  have 
thought  they  would  never  have  enter- 
tained such  a  fantastic  notion,  for  he 
should  have  thought  they  would  have 
made  themselves  acquainted  with   the 
laws  of  England,  and  would  have  known 
that  to  make  the  Bill  retrospective  would 
be  practically  committing  a  fraud  on  the 
Statute.     But  as  the  Government  never 
intended  to  do  that,  it  never  entered  into 
his    head    in  the   wildest    moment  to 
attempt  to   give    his    right    hon.   and 
gallant  Friend  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
a  retrospective  salary.     They  knew  per- 
fectly   well    that    his   right    hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  not  receiving  a  salary, 
was  not  under  the  necessity  of  vacating 
his  seat ;  but  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  having  occupied  his  seat  all  last 
year,  for  the  Government  to  come  to 
Parliament  this  year,  and  by  a  Bill  give 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
salary  for  the  year  passed,  thus  enabling 
him    to     occupy    a    place    of    profit, 
and  not  to  resign  his  seat,  would  be 
nothing  less    than  a  fraud    upon    the 
Statute.    But  such  was  the  standard  of 
morality  that  obtained  among  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  that  nothing  seemed 
more  natural  than  a  manoQuvre  of  that 
kind.    The  Government,  however,  had 
a  somewhat  different  standard  of  moral- 
ity to  that  which  appeared  naturally  to 
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suggest  itself  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  never  entertained  such  an 
idea.  He  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  go  over  the  ground  he  had 
more  than  once  traversed  in  regard  to 
the  Question  and  answer  in  reference  to 
the  salary  of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  They  answered  the  Question 
with  regard  to  the  legal  point,  and 
never  made  any  concealment ;  he  could 
say  that  with  confidence,  and  if  right 
hon.  Qentlemen  would  only  consult 
their  memories,  they  would  find  that  the 
Government  never  entertained  the  ex- 
travagant, absurd,  [and  ridiculous  notion 
that  they  were  going  indefinitely  to  ask 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to 
come  to  the  House,  and  bear  the  burden 
and  heat  of  the  day,  that  every  man 
must  boar  who  had  a  seat  on  that  Beach, 
without  receiving  a  single  sixpence  of 
salary.  Such  an  idea  never  crossed  his 
mind,  and  let  hon.  Members  consult 
their  recollections,  and  they  would  find 
they  never  credited  the  Government  with 
entertaining  any  such  notion.  He  was 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
made  accusations  and  insinuations  such 
as  appeared  in  his  speech,  and  he  felt 
sure  that  when  cooler  moments  returned 
to  him,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
see  they  were.not  justified. 

Sir  CHAELE8  EUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  said,  in  his  judgment  this  matter 
was  much  more  serious  than  might  be 
supposed  from  what  he  might  almost 
call  the  flippant  manner  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  answering  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley).  The  House 
now  learned  that  when  on  three  several 
occasions,  the  14th  April,  15th  April, 
and  12th  May,  this  subject  came  up  for 
reference  in  the  House,  and  on  each  of 
those  occasions  the  Hepresentative  of  the 
Government  assured  the  House  that  the 
question  of  election  did  not  arise  because 
it  was  not  a  paid  Office — hon.  Members 
were  now  informed  they  must  be  fools  to 
suppose  that  when  it  suited  the  con- 
venience of  the  Government,  it  was  not 
to  cease  to  remain  an  unpaid  Office.  All 
he  could  say  was  that  if  the  Government 
intended  to  make  this  a  paid  Office,  they 
took  the  most  extraordinary  pains  to 
conceal  their  intention  from  the  House. 
He  would  like  to  ask  when  the  Govern- 
ment changed  their  minds  ?  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfouh:  Never.]  Never!  Then  at 
the  very  time  that  they  were  assuring 
the  House  that  no  election  was  neces- 
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sary,  because  there  was  no  salary  at- 
tached to  the  Office  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was   appointed,    they 
had  at  that  very  time  formed  the  inten- 
tion of  making  it  a  paid  Office  !     Then 
he  would  ask,  appealing  to  that  high 
standard  of  morality,  of  which,  forsooth ! 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  claimed  for  his 
Party  the  exclusive  possession,  he  asked 
why  did  the  Government  on  those  three 
several  occasions,  by  the  mouths  of  two 
responsible  Ministers,  if  they  had  that 
intention,  employ  such  language  as — 
and  this  he  would  say  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly— misled  a  large  portion  of  the 
House  ?     Then  a  word  or  two  on  the 
appointment  itself.     He  objected  to  it 
in  the  first  plaee,  because  there  was  no 
proved  necessity  for  it;    in  the  next 
place  because  of  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  attempted  to  be  foisted  on  the 
House ;  and  he  objected  to  it  lastly  (and 
he  regretted  to  introduce  the  personal 
element  for  a  moment),  because  of  the 
person  who  was  designated  to  fill  the  post. 
As  to  the  manner  in  which  it  had  been 
brought  about,  he  had  indicated  to  the 
House  his  objection  and  as  to  the  present 
necessity,  he  would  say  a  word  or  two. 
When  this  matter  was   mentioned   on 
April  14th,  if  hon.  Members  would  refer 
to  Hansard^  they  would  see  that  a  spe- 
cial reason  was  given  why  the  services 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  King-Harmau)  were  called  in 
aid  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  the  reason 
being  a  pressure  of  work — but  a  pres- 
sure stated  to  be  of  a  temporary  nature 
— then  supposed  to  be  put  upon  the 
Chief  Secretary.     It  would  be  seen  also 
— and  he  called  especial  attention  to  this 
in  connection  with  the  intention  from  the 
first  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  avowed — that  the  language  then 
pointed  not  to  a  permanent  position  of 
Assistant  Secretary  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, but  merely  to  a  temporary  or  pass- 
ing necessity  to  relieve  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  his  then  work.     Then,   again, 
he  asked  the   Chief  Secretary   to  re- 
consider the  statement  he  made  inter- 
rupting him  (Sir  Charles  Bussell)  when 
he  said  the  Government  always  had  the 
intention  of  making  this  a  paid  Office, 
for  the  language  used  so  far  from  dis- 
covering that  intention  referred  to   a 
passing  necessity  for  which  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  for  a 
certain  undefined  time  ,to  be  called  in 
aid.    As  to  the  necessity  for  the  ap- 
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pointment,    he    (Sir   Charles    Eussell)  i 
utterly  denied  that  the  present   Chief 
Secretary  was  worked  to  a  greater  de- 
gree than  hie  Predecessors.     In  many 
respects,  ho  was  much  better  oiT  than 
his  Predecessors.      It   was   quite   true 
that  his  light  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  had  not    the   odious  work  of 
piloting  a  Coercion  Bill  through   the 
House.    Because  he  had  some  sympathy 
with  Irish  feeling,    and  treated  Irish 
Members  with  some  respect  and  decency, 
he  was  able  to  get  through  the  duties  of 
his  Department  without  creating  great 
obstruction,  yet  he  was  in  the  singular 
position  that  he  had  not  a  single  Law 
Officer  from  Ireland  to  assist  liim,  and 
was  obliged  to  answer  all  the  Questions 
put  in  the  House  to  whatever  branch 
of  the  Irish  administrative  system  thoso 
questions  referred.     The  post  of  Assis- 
tant Secretary,  he  repeated,    was    not 
necessary,     and    he     moro     especially 
thought  tho  Chief  Secretary  should  not 
be  relieved  from  the  duty  of  answeriDg 
Questions  in  the  House.     He  thought 
it  would  much  better  become  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  were  to  come  up 
to  the  opinion  he  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
once  formed  of  him,  when  he  occupied 
a  seat  below  the  Gangway  as  a  Member 
of  the  Fourth  Party,  and  desired  really 
to  inform  his  mind  conscientiously  and 
thoroughly  about  his  duty  to  the  Irish 
people,  to  go  into  these  questions  and 
inform  his  mind,   instead   of    treating 
questions  put  from  below  the  Gangway 
as  merely  so  many  incidents  of  a  ne- 
cessarily unpleasant  character,  to  be  met 
by  official  answers  by  anyone  giving  as 
little   information   as  possible,  and  as 
little  respectfully  as  possible.   The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  very  little  about 
Ireland.     His  position,  unhappily — and 
it  was  not  altogether  his  own  fault,  it 
was  the  position  of  most  Irish  Secre- 
taries— isolated  him  from  contact  with 
National     sympathies     and     National 
opinion,   with    no    means  of    gauging 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  getting  his 
information  from  a  purely  official  class 
dependent  upon  that  class  and  upon  that 
only.  It  woiud  do  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man good,  if  he  had  the  desire  honestly  to 
discharge  his  duty  to  the  Irish  people  in 
the  Office  he  hold,  if  he  were  to  occupy 
his  time  in  the  useful  work,  drudgery 
though  it  might  seem,  of  getting  up  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Coercion 
Act  was  being  put  in  foroe  in  many  in- 


stances, and  tr}?ing  to  realize  that,  after 
all,  matters  which  seemed  to  him  trivial 
and  unimportant—  [  Cries  of* '  Question !"] 
—  he  was  speaking  straight  to  the 
question — which  seemed  trivial  and  un- 
important, were  matters  which  touched 
closely  the  daily  life  of  the  Irish  people 
and  the  public  peace  of  tho  country.  It 
would  help  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
realize  what  ought  to  be  his  primary 
duty,  to  inform  himself  by  personal 
inquiry  and  observation  of  the  way  in 
which  the  Act — odious  as  he  (Sir  Charles 
Russell)  believed  it  to  bo— was  being 
administered.  This  new  Office,  then,  was 
not  one  to  which  the  House  should  lend 
its  sanction.  And  then  as  to  the  ri|>ht 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who  was  to 
fill  the  post.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  believe  him  when  he  said  he  was 
exceedingly  reluctant  to  make  these  per- 
sonal references,  and  had  they  been 
avoidable  he  would  gladly  have  avoided 
them.  He  sincerely  regretted  that  he 
had  to  say  even  so  much  as  he  was 
about  to  say.  The  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  said  he  had  changed 
opinions  formed  and  acted  upon  in  his 
hot  youth.  Well,  his  youth,  he  must 
say,  was  not  a  very  hot  one,  when  in 
1877  he  walked  up  the  floor  of  the 
House  introduced  by  Mr.  Isaac  Butt. 
He  must  have  been  about  40  years  of 
age  at  that  time. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  beg 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  par- 
don. I  was  not  introduced  by  Mr.  Butt, 
but  by  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  and  Mr. 
Walter  Spencer  Stanhope. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
accepted  the  correction  ;  but  his  infor- 
mation was  that  on  one  occasion  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Butt  and  the  present  Lord 
St.  Oswald. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  AUow 
me  to  say  that  my  statement  is  an  abso- 
lute fact,  and  I  stake  my  veracity  against 
the  information  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
of  course  accepted  that  statement  at 
once.  But  though  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  might  not  have  had 
the  oompanionship  of  Mr.  Butt  in  walk- 
ing up  the  floor,  he  certainly  had  the 
support  of  Mr.  Butt  when  seeking  elec- 
tion to  a  seat  in  the  House.  [Colonel 
Kinq-Habman  assented.]  Of  course 
that  was  the  point  of   his  argument. 
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^Laughter,']    Of  oourse  it  was  the  point 
of  his  argument,  the  question  of  who 
walked  up  the  floor  was  comparatively 
trivial  and  unimportant.     It  could  not 
be  denied  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  seconded  the  Motion  of  Mr. 
Butt  on  the  Home  Eule  Question.  Well, 
he  said  he  had  changed  the  opinions  of 
his    hot   youth,   and  he  (Sir   Charles 
Bussell)  would  not  dwell  on  that  further. 
Accepting  that,  assuming  that,  did  it 
make  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man a  less  objectionable  person  for  a 
high  official  Office  in  the  eyes  of  the  Irish 
people?   It  did  not.    Assuming  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
changed  his  opinions  from  thoroughly 
conscientious  motives,  accepting  his  state- 
ment, that  was  not  the  way  in  which 
he  was  regarded  in  Ireland.     He  was 
regarded  there  as  a  man  who,  having 
secured  a  seat  in  the  House  by  the  pro- 
fession of  political  opinions  in  harmony 
with  the  aspirations  of  the  Irish  people, 
turned  his  back  on  those  opinions,  and 
he  must  not  be  astonished  to  find  that 
he    was    looked    upon    in    their    eyes 
as   a  traitor   to   the    National    cause. 
More  than  that.     He  did  not  know  how 
long  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  held  a  position,  an  important 
position  in  the  Orange  body,  a  body 
which  had  done  more  to  keep  asunder 
and  divide  the  Irish  people  than  any 
that  had  existed  in  the  history  of  the 
country — not  even  excepting  the  landlord 
class — a  society  for  which  there  may 
have  been  some  pretence  of  reason  years 
ago,  but  the  existence  of  which  in  the 
Ireland  of  to-day  was  a  standing  insult 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  a  standing  re- 
flection on  the  government  of  Ireland. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  May  I 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
what  position  he  alludes  to  as  being 
held  by  me  in  the  Orange  body. 

Sirf  CHARLES  EUSSELL  said, 
member  of  an  Orange  Lodge,  probably 
Master  of  an  Orange  Lodge  ;  ho  was  not 
acquainted  with  the  degrees  in  the 
Society.  Then  take  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  in  another  relation. 
He  was  a  landlord.  In  that  position  he 
honestly  believed,  like  a  great  many 
landlords  in  Ireland,  he  was  suffering 
not  for  his  own  sins  nearly  so  much  as 
for  the  sins  of  those  who  had  gone  be- 
fore him.  He  honestly  believed  that 
to  be  true  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman ;  but  still  he  was  a  represen-  I 
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tative  of  the  landlord  class,  and  had  him- 
self received  rather  rough  treatment  at 
the  hands  of  the  Irish  Land  Commis- 
sion.   Was  this  the  man  to  be  entrusted 
with,  or  to  have  a  powerful  voice  in 
the  nomination  of,  or  selection  of,  men 
to  administer  the  Land  Act  ?    It  was 
impossible  to  think  so.    Further,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  took 
an  influential  part  in  other  parts  of 
the  administrative  system  of    govern- 
ment in  Ireland  to  which  the  people  so 
strongly  objected,   the    nomination    of 
magistrates,  the  Grand  Jury  system  of 
which,  no  doubt,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  in  his  county  was  a 
prominent  member.     Looking  at  it  from 
any  point  of  view,  no  candid  man  could 
deny  that  if  it  were  desired  to  select  a 
man  emphatically  a  persona  ingrata  to 
the^Irish  people,  this  would  be  the  man 
to  select.     Of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  personal  qualities,  he  did 
not  speak ;  he  knew  nothing  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and  speaking 
seriously,  it  was  no  pleasure  to  him  to 
have  to  say  what  he  had  said.  Finally,  he 
had  to  say  this.  Not  long  since  a  speech 
was  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  the  most  recent 
acquisition  to  the  ranks  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  Member  for  West  Bristol. 
He  had  never  himself  attached  the  great 
importance  to  that  speech  that  some  of 
his  Friends  did.     A  great  many  thought 
it  was  a  new  revelation,  a  declaration  of 
a  new  policy  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  but  he  never  so  regarded  it ;  but 
that  speech  struck  one  healthy  key-note 
— a  note  that  until  the  present  holder  of 
the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  struck,  he 
would  never  have  the  satisfaction,  or 
deserve    to    have    the   satisfaction,    of 
feeling  that  he  was  properly  fulfilling 
the  duties  of  his  Office.     The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said  that  at  least  an  attempt 
ought  to  be  made  to  make  the  laws 
and  to  ad  minister  the  laws  and  affairs 
of  Ireland  in  sympathy  with   the  just 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 
He    did    not    take   that    at   all   as   a 
confession  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  going  in  for  Home  Eule ;  nothing 
of  the  kind.     But  it  did  mean  this — 
that  so  far  as  the  Party  could,   they 
would,  if  they  were  wise,  consistently 
with  their  opinions  upon  Home  Bule, 
do  everything  they  could  to  convey  to 
the    world,  to  satisfy   their  own   con- 
sciences and  those  of  their  followers, 


1745        Parliamentary  Ohder    { March  20,  Id 88}     iSeerelary  [Salari/,  ^o.}.  1746 


govern  Ireland  regardful  of  the  wishes, 
mindful  even  of  the  prejudices,  of  the 
people,  though  withholding  that  self- 
go  Yemment  thoy  desired.  If  he  had 
any  compensation  for  the  strong  feeling 
he  had  against  the  present  tenant  of  the 
Office  of  Ohief  Secretary,  it  was  that,  in 
his  heart,  he  believed  that  his  action  in 
administration,  and  in  this  his  latest 
example,  was  making  it  clear  to  thought- 
ful minds  that  this  system  and  policy  in 
relation  to  Ireland,  disregarding  the 
wishes  of  the  people,  could  not  be  perse- 
vered in.  The  appointment  of  unpopular 
persons  to  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try could  not  be  persisted  in,  though  a 
majority  might  allow  it  to  be  pursued 
for  a  time.  In  the  end,  you  must  fall 
back  on  that  which  was  the  only  true, 
solid,  and  abiding  principle  of  popular 
government,  reliance  on  the  wishes, 
wants,  support,  and  moral  sanction  of 
the  people  governed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  159  ; 
Noes  103:  Majority  56.— (Div.  List, 
No.  44.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Ohairman  do  report  these 
Eesolutions  to  the  House.'' 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  at  this  stage 
of  the  proceedings,  he  thought  those 
who  objected  to  the  Bill  should  enforce 
their  opposition,  as  they  should  at  every 
stage.  That  was  his  own  intention, 
and  whatever  stage  offered  opportunity 
of  opposition  he  should  avail  himself  of. 
The  Irish  Chief  Secretary  made  at  one 
stage  of  these  proceedings  a  remarkable 
statement,  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
he  had  made  in  his  remarkable  career. 
He  said  that  every  statement  that  had 
been  made  against  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  had  been  denied.  But  he  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Heal  J )  should  like  to  know  what 
had  really  been  denied  ?  Meanwhile  he 
would  make  a  further  statement  in  re- 
ference to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  a  matter  that 
had  occurred  since  his  connection  with 
the  Irish  Local  Government  Board,  and 
within  the  last  ten  days.  He  challenged 
a  denial  of  this  statement.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  made 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Well,  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
called  upon  to  submit  two  names  to  the 


Fairs  and  Markets  Commission,  which 
had  to  report  on  the  question  with  re- 
gard to  taking  tolls  and  payments 
for  the  sale  of  cattle  in  Ireland  at  fairs. 
This  demand  was  made  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  since  the  Chief 
Secretary  said  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  made  head  of 
that  department. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  never  said 
that  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  appointed  head  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  On  the  contrary,  I  said 
he  was  not,  and  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
remained  the  President.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  raising  this  point  in 
a  particularly  inconvenient  way. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  these  were 
inconvenient  questions,  and  that  was 
why  they  were  raised.  He  could  assure 
hon.  Members  that  he  deeply  regretted 
that  they  were  obliged  to  share  this  in- 
convenience. If  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  not  been  made 
the  head  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  had  he  been  made  the  tail  of 
it,  or  what  was  he.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Vice  President.]  What  was 
the  statement  made  about  him  ?  He 
was  connected  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  some  way.  Vice  Presi- 
dent was  suggested,  and  he  adopted  that. 
The  specific  statement  he  had  to  make 
was  in  regard  to  his  position  at  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  could  be 
traced  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman.  The  Fairs  and  Markets 
Commission  asked  for  the  names  of  two 
Commissioners  to  be  sent  over  to  Ireland, 
to  inquire  into  the  question  of  tolls  at 
Fairs  and  Markets.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion that  had  been  keenly  agitating  the 
public  mind  for  some  time  and  Lord 
Middleton  had  interested  himself  in  the 
subject,  and  for  seven  years  there  had 
been  contention  on  the  point  of  the 
legality  of  fairs  held  by  the  people  who 
wished  to  sell  their  cattle  without  put- 
ting money  into  the  pockets  of  the  land- 
lords. A  Boyal  Commission  being  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  as  to  how  far  these 
tolls  were  le^al  or  illegal,  that  Com- 
mission asked  the  Irish  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  the  names  of  two 
Gentlemen,  from  which  they  would  select 
one  to  go  over  to  Ireland  for  purposes 
of  inquiry.  Who  was  the  Gentleman 
recommended  ?  One  was  a  Mr.  Kelly, 
from  the  West ;  but  the  other,  the  first 
of  the  two,  was  Colonel  Caleb  Bobinsoui 
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J.P.,  the  ex-ugont  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  When  did  this 
Gentleman  cease  to  be  agent?  Trish 
Members  were  told  they  must  be  careful, 
before  they  charged  corruption  or  im- 

Eeached  the  action  of  the  Government, 
ut  here  they  found  that  within  a  few 
days,  after  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
stated  that  his  Colleague  and  coadjutor 
was  appointed  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  while  he  was  scarcely  warm  in 
his  Office,  came  the  nomination  of 
Colonel  Caleb  Robinson,  J.P.,  D.L., 
and  all  the  rest  of  it  of  the  County  of 
Eoscommon.  Why  was  he  selected  for 
a  Sub-Commissioner  ?  Because  he  was 
the  ex-agent  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentieman,  and  ho  would  become 
his  mouthpiece  on  the  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion in  Ireland.  When  the  Chief 
Secretary  made  his  general,  not  to  say 
flippant,  denial  the  other  day,  it  would 
have  been  well  if  the  charges  denied 
had  been  specified.  Was  it  denied  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  an  Orangeman  ?  Here  was  a  report 
of  a  speech  of  his  made  at  Eathmines 
in  1884,  in  which,  unlike  others,  such  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston)  who  never  made  this  a  reli- 
gious question,  but  said  they  were 
Orangemen  for  the  defence  of  their 
country  by  force  of  arms,  he  imported 
religious  animosity  into  his  Orangeism. 
In  his  speech  at  Kathmines,  as  reported 
in  The  JDaily  JExpress,  in  reference  to  the 
removal  of  Lord  Bossmore  from  the 
magistracy,  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said — 

"  Their  enemies  were  dotcrroinod  to  spring  a 
Burpriso  on  them,  and  at  the  present  time  it 
therefore  behoved  them  to  keep  eon  trios  on  the 
watch,  fires  lighted,  and  cartridges  in  the  riflos. 
It  was  not  enough  for  the  men  of  the  North 
to  stand  together  ;  the  Orange  Association,  of 
which  he  was  a  Member,  was  a  strong:  bond 
of  union  for  men  professing  one  faith  in  the 
country." 

There  was  not  only  a  political  complexion 
given  to  Orangeism,  but  a  religious 
complexion  also.  He  had  read  Orange 
speeches  and  Orange  songs,  some  of 
them  very  good  ones ;  but  by  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  for  the 
first  time,  so  far  as  he  was  aware,  was 
religious  faith  imported  into  the  higher 
branch  of  current  politics  by  any  note- 
worthy person.  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  put  forward,  pro- 
bably, as  a  representative  of  the  Irish 
landlords.     But  he   was  not  a  repre- 

Mr.  T.  If.  Eealy 


sentative  of  tolerable  Irish  landlords, 
and  his  own  words  before  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Lords  showed  this. 
Beplying  to  Question  7,522,  on  June 
18th,  1882  (he  was  asked  by  the  Chair- 
man as  to  what  were  his  relations  with 
his  tenants),  he  answered — ''  I  do  not 
think  there  is  a  man  in  Ireland  on  worse 
terms  with  his  tenants."  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  did  not  think 
there  was  a  man  in  Ireland  on  worse 
terms !  Not  even  excepting  Lord  Clan- 
ricarde,  of  pious  memory !  And  yet  this 
man  was  selected  to  bo  Under  Sooretary 
for  Ireland !  What  statements  had 
been  denied?  Was  it  denied  that, 
avowing  himself  a  Home  Buler,  he  was 
elected  by  the  Home  Rule  Party  ?  Was 
it  denied  that  he  pledged  himself  on  the 
hustings  at  Sligo,  before  the  parish 
priest,  never  to  accept  Office  under  the 
British  Government?  Was  it  denied 
that,  on  a  particular  occasion,  he  adopted 
the  name  of  Wilkinson 

And  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman 
rose  to  interrupt  the  Business : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  William  H£nry 
Smith  rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to 
move,  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 
[6Vi>«o/-"  Too  late!"] 

Mr.  PAENELL  (Cork)  rose  to  Order. 
He  submitted  the  fact  that  the  Chair- 
man had  risen,  the  clock  pointing  to  1 2 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rose  to 
make  his  Motion.  Was  it  not  the  Kulo 
that  Opposed  Business  could  not  be 
taken  after  12? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  evidently  not  acquainted  with 
the  Eule.  The  Eule  provides  that  the 
Speaker  or  the  Chairman  interrupting 
the  Business,  the  closure  may  then  be 
moved.  That  is  to  say,  that  immediately 
on  the  interruption  of  Business  by 
Speaker  or  Chairman,  the  closure  may 
be  moved  and  put. 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  146  ; 
Noes  86:  Majority  60.— (Div.  List, 
No.  45.) 

Question  put,  <'  That  the  Chairman  do 
report  these  Eesolutions  to  the  House." 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  144; 
Noes  86:  Majority  58.— (Div.  List, 
No.  46.) 
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(1.) -Kno'veif,  That  it  ii  expedient  toauthariBs 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliamoot,  ot  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutemint  of 
Ireland. 

(S.)  Raolvtd, Thai  it  is  expedient  to  make  regi 
Wione  for  the  olEce  ot  Under  Secretair  and  of 
FarliamentaTT  TJDder  Secrelary  to  the  Lord 
Ideatenant  ol  Ireland. 

BesolutioQS  to  be  reported  To-morroto, 
»t  Two  of  the  clock. 

BDROH  POLICE  AND  HEALTH  (SCOT- 
LAND)  BILL,-[Bu.L  118.] 

{_Tht  Lord  Advaeale,  Mr.  Sotieitor  Ointral  for 

StoUand,  Hir  Hcrbirt  Maxuiclt.) 

SECOND  BEASIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Ksading  read. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.),  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether,  considering 
the  Bill  contained  an  enormous  number 
of  cUuaes,  he  would  agree  to  refer  it  to 
a  Select  Oommitteo.  If  he  agreed  to 
that,  it  might  be  anticipated  there  vould 
be  no  difficult;  in  the  Bill  paseing  this 
Btage. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Maccokald)  (Edinburgh  and 
St.  Andrew's  Universities]  said,  he 
would  be  very  glad  to  consider  that 
suggestion.  The  Bill,  however,  had 
passed  mote  than  one  Select  Committee. 

Second  Beading  deferrti  till  Tkurtiay. 

SUPREME    COURT     OF     JUDICATUBE 

(IllBLAND)  BILL-tBiii.  131] 

{ifr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Xr.  SolieiM  General  for 

Inland,  Colmul  King-llarman.) 

SECOND   BBADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  would  he  be  in  Order  in  moving 
the  adjournment  ? 

Mb.  speaker  said,  it  would  not  be 
in  Order  to  interpolate  that  Motion  on 
the  reading  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thurtday. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
now  make  the  Motion  for  Adjoummeat, 
in  order  to  remind  the  Govemmeot  that 
an  engagement  had  been  given  that  no 
oontentious  Business  would  be  taken  at 
a  Morning  Sitting.  He  was  not  qiiite 
sure  wheUier  the  next  stage  of  the  Far- 
liamentaiy  Under  Seoietary  to  the  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  Bill  oame  within 
that  eategory.  It  might  save  time  to 
hare  a  reply. 


I  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — 
I  (J/r.  T.  Jir.  JTealy.) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  ron  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Jfan- 
chester.E.)  said,  theBill  to  which Ihehon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  would 
not  be  taken  at  the  Morning  Sitting  on 
the  morrow. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraicn. 
ARSIY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  Gmrgc  UamilloH, 
Tic  Judge  Advocate  Genera!,  Mr.  Jlredriei.) 

[bill  179.]       SBOOND  &8ADJN0. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  BIGOAB  (Cavan,  W.)  objcclod. 

MB.SFEAKKB:  The hon. Gentleman's 
objection  does  not  hold  good  to  a  Bill 
of  this  nature,  which  is  in  pursuance  of 
the  provisions  of  a  Statute. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thuriday. 

COPYRIGHT  {MUSICAL  COMPOSITIONS) 

BILL. 

{Mr.  Addieon,  Mr,   Bartley.  Mr.  Lillwyn,  Mr. 

Lbkboii.) 

[bill    1S6.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  HicKa-BEACii) 
(Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  was  sorry  to  object ; 
but  he  must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Addison)  to  put  it  off  for, 
say  a  fortnight,  to  allow  of  the  consider- 
ing and  drafting  of  the  necessary  Amend* 
ments. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford.  N.) 
asked  why  objection  should  be  taken  to 
the  formal  stage. 

Me.  SPEAKER;  Objection  being 
taken,  the  Bill  of  nocessity  stands  over. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

CIT7  OF  LONDON  (fIRB  INQUESTS)  BILL. 
Mr.  Elton,  Mr.  Laweon,  Mr.  Murphy,  Sir 
Qeorge  Rnuoll,  and  Mr.  Woodsll,  iwainaUd 
Members  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Citj 
of  London  (Fire  Inqueita)  Bill.— (JTr.  Sluarl- 
WoTlUy.) 

MOTIONS. 

OLBBE   LANDS    BIJX. 


be  brought  in  by  itz.  Secretary  Stuihope,  Mr. 
Raikee,  and  Mr.  fltuart-Wortley. 
BillfrMMi  tw^  and  nad  the  am  bme.  [Bill  180.] 


(iiO^DS) 
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WAT  a  AND   UEAK8. 
COHHOLIDATED    FUMD  (uO.    1)  BILL. 

KoBolutions  [Msrcli  16]  rtporttd,  aai  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordcrtd  toto  brought  in  by  Mr.  Courtney, 
Ur.   Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer,   and   Mr. 
Jackson. 
BiU  prtttttUd,  and  read  the  fltit  time. 

LOCAL  aOVERNUENT  (ENOLAni)   AND 

waleb)  electors  bill. 

Oa  Uotion  of  Mr.  Ritchie,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  qnolificatioD  and  reRistration  of  Elsctors 
for  the  purposes  of  Local  Ooyernment  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  ordered  to  he  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Kitchio,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  tha  Eichoqucr,  Mr.  Seorotory 
Matthew*,  and  Mr.  Long. 

BilljviMfaf,  and  read  the  flrst  time.  [Bill  181.] 


NAVY 

Oriered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Navy 
EatimateB  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Uomhers. 

Lord  George  Hamilton,  Mr.  Forwood,  Mr. 
Uanbory,  Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean,  ColonelHill,  Mr. 
Coddington,  Admiral  Mayne,  Lord  Charles 
Bereaford,  Mr.  Coiue,  Mr,  Sutherland,  Mr. 
CampheU-BannenDaii,  Mr.  Duff,  Sir  Edward 
Heed,  Sir  William  I'lowdeo,  Sir  Edward  Grey, 
Dr.  Tannor,  and  Mr.  Crilly  Nomi'iio(nf  Members 
of  the  Committee,  with  power  to  sond  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  Tliat  Fivo  be  the  quotum. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuetiay,  20M  March,  1888. 


MiN(JTES.l-PuBLicBiLL8-Sen)»iiBearf<*ny- 

LandlVansforC^]]. 
Report — Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  (22-18). 
Third   Ecadiag—BtcioUi  Liw  Revision"  (35), 

and  paind. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{The  Lord  ChaneelloT.) 
(KO.  22.)     ItEPOBT  OF  AUBNDUENTS. 

Amcndmenta  rtporttd  (according    to 
Order). 

Further  Ameodment  moved  and  nega- 
lived. 

Eabl    81'ENCEE,   in     moving    the 
following  Amendment:  — 

"  Where  an  agreement  has  been  entered  inl 
shall  heraarier^enleredinto,  between  the  i 
mitlce  of  visitors  for  any  county  appointed  to 
provide  an  aiylum  for  the  pauper  Innalios  of  llie 
laid  coDDty,  and  Ihe  oommiltee  of  viiitora  sp- 
pointod  to   provide   sn  asflum  for   the  pauper 


iDTwtias  of  any  boroagh,  for  the  lodging,  main- 
teaanee,  medicine,  clothing,  and  oare  o(  the  said 
count  J  Biflum  for  each  pauper  Itinatio  not 
'holly  chargeable  t«  the  said  boroagh,  then  all 
loney  payable  or  to  be  paid  under  the  said 
agreement  for  all  charges  (except  lodging)  for 
the  pauper  lunatics  ao  l»elonging  to  ibe  said 
borougb  tball  {notwithstanding  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament lo  the  coDlrary)  be  paid  in  the  following 
way— namely,  the  Guardinns  of  tho  Union  shall 
pay  to  the  treasurer  of  the  aiid  asyluio  for  each 
pauper  lunatic  williin  the  gaid  borough  (anJ  not 
wholly  ehargeable  thereto)  the  a.ime  sam  na  atiall 
horn  lime  to  time  tte  ohnrgcd  for  each  pauper 
lunatic  in  the  lunatic  asylum  belonging  lo  the 
said  coanty,  and  (he  diSercnce  between  that  sum 
and  the  total  sum  lo  bo  paid  onder  the  said  agree- 
ment by  the  said  Committee  or  Justices  for  lbs 
•aid  borough  for  naoli  borough  pauper  lunatic  as 
before  mentioned,  BhsU  bo  a  charge  upon  Ihe 
borough  rates,  and  piid  by  tho  treasurer  of  Iho 
said  borough  lo  lbs  treasurer  of  lbs  Baidatylam," 
said,  that  he  had  put  down  the 
Amendment  to  meet  difficulties  which 
had  arisen  in  the  working  of  a  county 
asylum  of  which  he  was  one  of  the 
visitors,  and  possibly  in  other  cases. 
In  the  case  of  the  county  asylum  of 
Northampton,  rural  districts  comprised 
in  the  Union  of  Northampton  were 
obliged  to  pay  a  higher  rate  than  they 
otherwise  would,  because  the  borough 
within  the  area  was  non-contributory. 
This  Amendment  would,  he  thought, 
meet  the  difficulty. 

Loan  BALFOUH  said,  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  accept  this 
Amendment,  because  not  only  would  it 
make  no  alteration  in  the  law,  but  it 
would  not  meet  all  cases  which  were  now 
provided  for.  He  thought  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  overlooked  the  Act  of  30  & 
31  Viet.,  which  dealt  with  this  question. 
Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
withdrawn. 

Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended ;  and  to 
be  read  3'  on  Friday  next.    (No.  48.) 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.-(No.  21.) 
{The  Lord  ChanccBor.] 
SECOKD   BEADIHO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  LORD  CHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuhy),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
embraced  the  same  objects  by  the  same 
means  as  the  Bill  passed  last  year 
through  their  Lordships'  Hoose.  The 
sole  difference  between  the  two  Bills 
was,  in  substance,  this— that,  vhereaain 
the  Bill  of  last  year  certain  alterations 
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were  made  and  AmendmentB  added  to 
Lord  Oaims'  Land  Transfer  Act  of 
1875,  the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships repealed  that  Act  and  embraced 
the  whole  subject  in  one  code.  The 
object  of  the  measure  might  be  described 
as  fourfold.  First,  as  a  further  de- 
velopment of  Lord  Cairns'  Act; 
secondly,  as  the  application  of  com- 
pulsory registration ;  thirdly,  as  the 
clearing  of  the  title  within  a  shorter 
period— namely,  a  term  of  five  years; 
and,  fourthly,  as  the  putting  of  real  and 
personal  estate  on  the  same  footing. 
No  one  could  appreciate  more  than  he 
did  the  observations  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Her8chell)last  year 
in  reference  to  having  one  Act  upon  the 
subject.  The  efPort  to  produce  that  re- 
sult had  been  a  matter  of  gpreat  difficulty, 
for  it  was  not  easy  when  one  put  two 
Acts  together  to  make  them  harmonious, 
and  it  became  necessary  in  some  respects 
to  repeal  and  in  some  respects  to  modify 
Lord  Cairns'  Act.  He,  therefore,  pro- 
posed, if  the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second 
time,  to  ask  their  Lordships  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  so  that  it  might  have 
the  benefit  of  the  supervision  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friends*  As  to  the  question 
of  compulsion,  he  adhered  both  to  the 
general  principle  and  to  the  method 
which  he  put  before  their  Lordships  last 
Session.  Any  one  who  was  willing  to 
act  voluntarily  would  not  lose  anything 
by  what  he  proposed,  but  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  existing  method  of  con- 
veyanciug  and  the  circumstance  that  the 
same  operation  had  to  be  repeated  over 
and  over  again  at  the  expense  of  the 
owners  of  land,  was  one  of  the  peculiar 
difficulties  attaching  to  its  transfer.  The 
great  value  of  such  an  alteration  as  he 
suggested  was  the  cheapening  of  the 
process.  He  insisted  the  more  upon 
that  because  he  had  seen  with  some  sur- 
prise the  statement  that  the  new  system 
which  he  recommended  would  lead  to 
further  expense.  Once  the  whole  system 
was  in  working  order  no  one,  he  thought, 
could  doubt  that  all  those  long  bills  for 
examination  of  title,  abstract  of  title, 
and  going  back  into  the  history  of  titles 
for  40  years  would  be  swept  away,  and 
the  sole  title  a  person  would  require 
was  the  entry  of  the  land  upon  the 
register.  The  question  of  the  period 
within  which  a  good  title  might  be 
established,  considering  the  present 
facilities  of  publication,  while  preserving 


the  rights  which  were  necessary,  might 
be  a  subject  of  considerable  debate.  He 
put  the  period  at  five  years,  though  he 
had  been  warned  that  it  should  be  ex- 
tended to  12  years,  while  others  said  it 
ought  to  be  reduced  to  two.  He  adhered 
to  five  years,  as  a  period  not  unreason- 
able in  itself  and  as  one  which  our  law 
recognized  as  reasonable.  He  did  not 
think  any  injustice  would  be  done  to 
existing  rights  by  fixing  on  five  years. 
It  was  the  existence  of  deeds  and  the 
necessity  of  looking  after  them  which 
entailed  all  the  expense.  When  once 
the  property  was  registered  owners 
might  put  their  old  deeds  behind  the 
fire.  As  to  the  assimilation  of  the  law 
of  real  and  personal  estate,  he  saw  that 
a  noble  Lord  had  given  Notice  that  ho 
would  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months  on 
account  of  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
law.  So  far  as  large  estates  of  inherit- 
ance were  concerned,  except  in  the  cases 
of  lunatics  and  minors,  who  were  unablo 
to  make  wills,  the  Bill  would  make,  ho 
believed,  no  difference,  because  owners 
would  make  their  wills.  But  in  reference 
to  freeholders  and  small  owners  of  land, 
the  present  diposition  of  property  in  the 
event  of  intestacy  was  undoubtedly  not 
that  which  they  would  make  for  them- 
selves. No  doubt  the  spread  of  educa- 
tion and  the  power  of  writing  was  so 
much  extended  that  there  could  be 
no  difficulty  in  making  some  simple  dis- 
position of  their  property;  but  if  they 
did  not  make  such  a  disposition  it  was 
only  reasonable  that  the  State  should 
make  for  them  such  a  will  as  they  would, 
if  they  did  not  die  intestate,  be  likely  to 
make  for  themselves.  He  believed  that 
it  was  absolutely  essential  to  the  success 
of  the  scheme  that  the  rule-making 
clause  should  be  very  wide,  and  it  was 
the  same  in  this  Bill  as  in  the  Act  of 
1 875  ;  but  this  and  all  the  details  of  the 
Bill  would  be  better  discussed  by  the 
Select  Committee.  He  begged  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— ( 7%e  Lard  Chancellor.) 

Lord  AEUNDELL  of  WARDOUE, 
in  rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months,  said, 
on  the  last  occasion  when  he  ventured 
to  move  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  he  was 
afraid  that  some  words  of  his  were  mis- 
oonstrued   by  the  noble  and  learned 
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Lord  who  sat  on  the  Woolsack,  in  the 
sense  of  a  personal  attack.  He  wished 
io  assure  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
that  it  was  very  far  from  his  intention, 
and  if  his  words  had  been  reported  the 
impression  would  have  been  removed 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  mind. 
He  would  now  deal  only  with  the  Bill 
itself.  He  thought  they  had  a  right  to 
take  exception  to  the  Bill  on  this  ground 
— that  whereas  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it 
caught  the  public  eye,  proposed  to  do 
one  thing,  it  did  in  reality  something 
quite  different.  Ostensibly  the  Bill  was 
a  simple  Bill  of  Land  Transfer.  AVhat 
it  really  would  effect  would  be  a  radical 
and  revolutionary  change  in  the  devolu- 
tion of  landed  property.  The  clauses 
affecting  entail  and  settlement  were  the 
operative  clauses.  It  would  abolish 
OQtail  and  primogeniture;  but  by  all 
accounts  it  was  very  doubtful  whether 
it  would  facilitate  land  transfer.  In  the 
discussion  last  Session  it  was  pointed 
out  by  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Fever- 
sham),  who  moved  the  Amendment  to 
the  3  9th  clause,  that  there  was  no  demand 
for  the  abolition  of  the  custom  of  primo- 
geniture; that  if  properly  understood 
by  the  freeholders  they  would  see  their 
interest  in  retaining  it.  But  then  it  was 
said,  though  no  one  explained  how  or 
wby,  that  its  abolition  was  necessary  to 
facilitate  land  transfer.  In  the  absence 
of  any  arguments  on  the  other  side,  he 
could  only  remark  that  if  they  abolished 
the  custom  of  primogeniture  they  would 
have  to  give  a  separate  registration  for 
every  child  in  the  family,  and  if  there 
were  10  children  the  complications 
would  be  tenfold.  Whatever  else, 
thoreforo,  the  abolition  might  do,  he 
could  not  see  how  it  could  facilitate  land 
transfer  in  the  direction  of  simplification 
and  economy.  He  wished  their  Lord- 
ships gravely  to  consider  what  would 
be  the  practical  effect  of  their  legislation. 
They  must  consider  what  would  be 
likely  to  happen  upon  a  property  falling 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  He 
would  take  a  medium  property,  say  of 
3,000  acres,  and  suppose  that  it  had  to 
be  divided  among  three  sons,  as  there 
was  no  will.  They  were  told  that  a 
man  who  did  not  make  a  will  deserved 
no  consideration ;  but  he  must  remark 
that  their  legislation  would  take  effect 
equally,  whether  a  man  neglected  to 
make  a  will,  or  whether  he  made  it  and 
it  was  lost,  or  abstracted,  or  invalidated 
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on  the  ground  of  some  technicality. 
Well,  they  were  supposing  that  some 
property,  it  might  be  some  old  historic 
place,  had  to  be  apportioned.  The 
first  conjecture  was  that  the  trustees 
would  sell,  in  whole  or  in  pai*t; 
but  purchasers  were  not  so  readily 
forthcoming  in  these  days,  and  in  the 
end  it  would  depend  upon  the  price. 
Moreover,  he  apprehended  the  mortga- 
gees would  have  a  word  in  the  matter, 
as  they  would  also  have  their  slice  of 
the  property.  If  there  was  a  sale  there 
would  only  be  the  substitution  of  one 
family  for  another,  or  of  a  strange 
family  for  one  who  had  always  lived 
among  the  people  and  in  the  place.  If 
no  sale,  perhaps  their  Lordships  be- 
lieved that  the  three  brothers,  with  their 
wives  and  families,  would  all  agree  to 
live  amicably  together  in  the  same 
house.  It  would  be  a  curious  condition 
of  society;  but  he  thought  the  more 
probable  conjecture  would  be  that  as 
none  of  the  brothers  would  have  any 
motive  for  residence  more  than  the 
others,  that  they  would  go  their  several 
ways,  follow  their  respective  careers, 
and  naturally  take  all  they  could  out  of 
the  land.  In  what  way  was  the  country 
to  be  benefited?  They  would  have 
created  throe  rack-rented  properties, 
three  absentee  landlords,  and  left  a 
deserted,  tenantless,  and  desolate  man- 
sion as  a  ghost-like  memorial  of  their 
legislation.  No  doubt  this  would,  to  a 
certain  extent,  be  obviated  if  they  were 
to  exempt  the  mansion  and  demesne 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill,  upon  the 
precedent  of  Lord  Cairns'  Settled  Estates 
Act ;  but  according  to  the  Bill  the  house 
as  well  as  the  land  would  have  to  be 
equally  divided,  which  would  give  rise 
to  endless  complicationR.  Under  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  he  felt 
convinced  that  the  families  who  had 
hitherto  lived  in  the  country,  the  fami- 
lies who  connected  them  with  the  past 
would  disappear. more  rapidly  than  they 
supposed,  and  that  the  proprietorship  of 
land  would  pass  under  mortgage  from 
the  county  to  the  town.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  thought  differently. 
He  told  them  last  Session  that  he  ex- 
pected very  little  political  effect  from 
the  Bill ;  but  the  political  effect  which 
they  seemed  to  deprecate  would  be 
exactly  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Bill 
would  be  operative,  and  in  every  in- 
stance, and  whenever  it  was  operative, 
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it  would  bo  by  tho  ruin  aud  extinction  of 
some  family  in  the  manner  he  had  indi- 
cated. There  was  one  fact  in  connec- 
tion with  the  question  of  primogeniture 
which  he  wished  to  keep  in  recollection 
— which  was  mentioned  by  the  late  Sir 
George  Bowyer  many  years  ago,  in  1869, 
and  it  was  this.  Their  Lordships  knew 
that  the  equal  system  of  division  ob- 
tained in  Kent  under  the  name  of  Gavel- 
kind. But  at  the  time  when  Sir  George 
Bowyer  wrote,  almost  all  land  in  Kent 
had  been  disgavelled  on  account  of  the 
inconvenience  and  confusion  the  system 
induced.  As  there  was  no  more  con- 
nection between  the  abolition  of  primo- 
geniture and  facility  of  transfer  than 
between  Tenterden  Steeple  and  the 
Qt)odwin  Sands,  if  they,  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  decided  to  sacrifice  the  old 


could  only  suppose  that  they  had  done 
it  on  some  other  idea  and  motive,  and 
the  only  one  he  could  discover  was  the 
belief  that  they  would  thus  increase, 
and  in  a  manner  they  would  wish,  the 
number  of  freeholds ;  but  even  if  they 
succeeded  in  doing  so,  as  he  pointed  out 
last  year,  by  abolishing  the  custom  of 
primogeniture,  they  would  undo  with 
one  hand  what  they  were  endeavouring 
to  effect  by  legislation  with  the  other. 
Under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  these 
freeholds  would  lapse,  for  they  would 
only  be  preserved  by  being  passed  to  one 
of  the  sons.  He  sufficiently  discussed  this 
point  last  year.     He  would  only  urge 


accidental  political  effects  that  might 
ensue  from  it.  If  the  intention  of  this 
Bill  was  to  bring  land  into  the  market, 
to  redistribute  the  land,  that  intention 
ought  to  be  avowed.  The  object  would 
be  better  attained  by  direct  legislation 
than  through  the  indirect  and  circuitous 
medium  of  a  Land  Transfer  Bill.  He 
would  assume,  however,  that  they  were 
discussing  a  Transfer  Bill ;  and  he  asked 
how  the  abolition  of  entail  was  to  facili- 
tate transfer?  The  advocates  of  the 
Bill  tell  us  that — ^'  To  assimilate,  so  far 
as  they  can  be  assimilated,  the  laws 
governing  real  and  personal  property 
would  be  a  distinct  gain  to  every  person 
who  buys  or  sells  really.*'  But  how? 
The  purchaser  was  presumably  the  per- 
son who  complained.  He,  at  any  rate, 
had  a  grievance ;  but  his  grievance  as 


properties  and  families  in  England,  he    matters  stood,  and  it  was  the  secret  of 


make,  that  if  they  decided — namely,  if 
a  majority  of  this  House  at  a  later  stage 
decided — to  abolish  the  custom  of  pri- 
mogeniture, they  might  at  least  mitigate 
the  evil  of  the  change  and  meet  some  of 
the  objections  to  it  without  any  incon- 
venience beyond  allowing  one  line  in 
their  register,  in  which  the  freeholder 
whom  they  compelled  to  register,  might 
at  the  same  time  declare  by  what  rule 
of  devolution  he  would  wish  his  property 
to  pass  in  the  event  of  intestacy  or  the 
loss  or  invalidation  of  his  will.  This 
would  be  only  consistent  with  the  liberty 
of  bequest,  which  they  proposed  to  re- 
spect, and  might  be  the  salvation  of 
many  a  freehold.  He  could  not  see  how 
the  abolition  of  entail,  any  more  than 
the  abolition  of  primogeniture,  could 
facilitate  the  transfer  of  land,  for  by  the 
transfer  he  presumed  was  meant  the 
transaction  of  transfer,  and  not   any 


the  expense,  was  the  rule  of  law  which 
obliged  the  purchaser  to  prove  tho 
vendor's  title ;  this  was  his  grievance, 
and  not  the  entail.  As  regarded  the 
seller,  when  tho  limited  owner,  at  any 
rate  under  Lord  Oairns'  Act,  sold,  he 
sold  absolutely,  and  the  purchaser  took 
the  land  from  tho  limited  owner  just  as 
he  would  from  the  full  owner.  He 
might  put  it  in  this  way.  Bid  the 
limited  owner,  even  under  this  Bill,  sell 
or  transfer  in  a  different  manner  from 
the  full  owner?  How  did  the  entail 
come  in  ?  How  could  the  devolution  of 
property,  or  any  law  affecting  it,  affect 
the  transfer  anv  more  than  the  know- 


again  a  suggestion  he  then  ventured  to    ledge  of  the  next  journey  a  horse  was 


to  take — whether  it  was  to  take  a  Itf.  or 
a  20«.  fare  to  Eiohmond — would  affect 
the  price  or  the  conditions  of  purchase 
of  the  horse  ?     He  hoped  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell)  would 
pardon  tho  liberty  he  was  taking  with 
an  illustration  which  was  fresh  in  their 
recollection.     In  the  case  of  the  sale  of 
a  race  horse,  he  granted  that  the  know- 
ledge of  what  his  subsequent  career  was 
likely  to  be  was  of  importance  on  ac- 
count of  his  engagements  and  liabilities ; 
and  so,  too,  if  the  limited  owner  in  an 
entailed  estate  sold,  subject  to  the  entail, 
or  passed  on  the  land  subject  to  the  en- 
tail, no  doubt  a  change  in  the  law  would 
be  a  boon  to  the  purchaser,  and  some- 
thing of  this  sort  seemed  always  im- 
plied.    But  he  sold  absolutely;    and, 
therefore,   he  concluded  that  the  en- 
tail put  no  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
transfer.    He  said  more.    He  said  it 
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was  not  creditable — he  left  individuals 
and  parties  aside^ — he  said  it  was  not 
creditable  to  the  legislation  of  this 
country  that  the  wise  system  of  entail 
should  be  abolished  upon  this  plea  and 
pretext.  But  if  at  this  moment— that 
was,  whenever  there  was  a  sale  of  land 
— the  State  were  to  step  in  and  compel 
registration,  and  give  a  Parliamentary 
title,  it  could  do  so  in  a  short  document 
which  might  pass  the  estate  ever  after- 
wards, without  any  of  the  expense  and 
unnecessary  complications  which  the 
compulsory  preliminary  registrations  of 
this  Bill  would  involve.  In  both  cases, 
no  doubt,  there  would  be  compulsion ; 
but  human  nature  very  differently  re- 
sented compulsion  when  the  necessity 
and  utility  was  immediate  and  apparent, 
and  when  it  was  only  remote  and  con- 
tingent. The  first  sale,  whether  under 
this  Bill  or  any  other  scheme,  must  in- 
volve investigation  and  the  production  of 
deeds,  but  the  second  and  subsequent 
sales  might  be  made  upon  the  Parlia- 
mentary title.  And  he  would  make  this 
remark,  that  if  the  registration  was  en* 
forced  at  the  time  of  the  sale  it  ought 
not  to  be  accompanied  with  great  addi- 
tional expense,  as  it  seemed  to  him  that 
the  proof  of  the  vendor's  title,  which 
the  purchaser  had  to  make,  ought  to 
suffice  for  the  enrolment  in  Oourt  and 
for  the  Parliamentary  title.  The  Incor- 
porated Law  Society,  in  giving  its  opi- 
nion on  this  Bill,  said — **That  the 
Council  think  that  the  Bill  should  aim 
rather  at  a  guaranteed  title  than  at  an 
absolute  and  indefeasible  title."  He 
indicated  last  year  two  schemes — one 
by  Mr.  Pym  Yeatman,  the  other  by 
Mr.  H.  Tyrwhitt  Frend — which  aimed 
at  giving  guaranteed  titles  in  a  simple 
and  inexpensive  way.  Mr.  Tyrwhitt 
Frend,  who  had  had  large  experience 
as  a  conveyancer,  said,  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  giving  Parliamentary 
titles  to  all  good  titles  if  the  law  which 
compelled  the  purchaser  to  prove  the 
vendor's  title  were  repealed.  He  no- 
ticed, however,  that  neither  these 
learned  Law  Societies  nor  the  noble 
and  learned  Lords,  in  discussing  this 
question,  had  defined  for  them  the 
precise  difference  between  an  absolute 
and  a  guaranteed  title.  Merely  to  clear 
his  mind,  and  on  the  chance  of  eliciting 
information  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
what  he  understood  by  a  Parliamentary 
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title  was  a  title  guaranteed  upon  the 
examination  of  the  document  produced, 
according  to  present  knowledge,  and  an 
absolute  title,  the  same  guaranteed  also 
as  against  future  contingencies  and 
events,  as,  for  instance,  the  subsequent 
production  of  a  deed  not  known  to  the 
parties  to  the  transaction.  If  this  were 
accepted,  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a 
Parliamentary  title  would  be  virtually 
an  absolute  title,  for  all  good  titles,  all 
titles  that  were  not  disputed  and  dis- 
putable— which  were  the  majority  of 
titles.  It  would  be  an  absolute  title, 
except  upon  contingencies  not  in  the 
least  likely  to  occur,  and  it  was  doubtful 
whether  the  more  solemn  adjudication 
of  this  Bill  would  givo  anything  more. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  a  great 
deal  of  land  had  passed  of  late  years 
under  what  were  known  as  ''  short 
titles."  This  showed  that  the  instinct 
of  the  public  would  be  satisfied  with 
Parliamentary  titles,  and  this  would 
suffice  for  all  practical  purposes.  It 
required  their  Lordships'  serious  at- 
tention how  far  these  short  titles  would 
be  imperilled  by  this  Bill.  These  ''short 
titles  "  might  not  have  satisfied  all  the 
technicalities  of  the  law,  although  they 
might  have  satisfied  the  parties  them- 
selves. But  if  their  administrator  was  to 
give  an  absolute  title  he  must  go  beyond 
tlie  document  to  the  deeds  behind,  and 
then  how  many  of  these  transactions 
would  be  set  aside  and  these  agreements 
re- opened  ?  It  might  come  about  that 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  more 
land  might  be  locked  up  in  deadlock 
than  under  the  strictest  entails.  They 
would  have  to  consider  also  how  hardly 
compulsory  registration  would  press  on 
the  Building  Societies  and  on  the  pur- 
chasers of  small  plots  of  ground.  In  many 
instances  it  was  said  that  it  would  be  pro- 
hibitory. He  pointed  out  last  year  also 
how  hardly  compulsory  registration 
would  press  on  the  landowners,  and  at 
the  moment  when  they  were  least  able  to 
bear  it.  It  was  compulsory  on  a  death — 
that  was,  on  a  succession  to  a  property, 
when,  as  often  as  not,  the  owner  had  no 
income  during  the  firat  year;  and  at 
this  moment,  when  he  had  to  incur  all 
sorts  of  liabilities,  without  any  advan- 
tage to  himself,  they  compelled  him  to 
go  to  the  expense  of  registration,  and 
until  he  did  so  he  would  not  be  able  to 
move  hand  or  foot.  Lord  Herschell 
very  generously,  from  his  point  of  view, 
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acknowledged  the  injustice  of  forcing  a 
landowner  to  prore  his  possessory  title 
at  great  expense,  and  without  any 
corresponding  advantage  to  himself. 
It  was  no  exaggeration  to  say  that,  in- 
stead of  facilitating  transfer  and  libe- 
rating the  land,  the  Bill  would  paralyze 
transfer,  at  any  rate  during  the  term  of 
five  years'  possessory  title,  and  beyond 
it  in  the  '^unprodaimed"  districts, 
where  the  unfortunate  proprietors  would 
not  even  be  privileged  to  call  their  pro- 
perty their  own.  He  might  quote  from 
a  pamphlet  of  the  Law  Society  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  that  effect ;  but  he 
understood  that  a  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley)  would  deal  with 
this  branch  of  the  question.  He  had 
only  one  consideration  more  to  urge, 
and  it  was  this — that  in  abolishing  the 
custom  of  primogeniture  they  were 
voting  away  the  principle  upon  which 
their  Hereditary  Chamber  reposed.  Of 
course,  if  their  Lordships  were  prepared 
to  accept  the  suggestions  for  their  reform 
which  had  been  recently  made  to  them 
— if  they  intended  to  reconstitute  them- 
selves upon  the  elective  principle  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  hereditary — and  their 
vote  last  night  assured  him  they  were 
not — they  were  consistent  in  passing  the 
Bill.  But  if  they  were  not  prepared  so 
to  reconstitute  themselves,  he  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  realize  that  as 
soon  as  this  Bill  passed  one  more  argu- 
ment would  be  marshalled  to  the  front 
against  the  existence  of  their  Hereditary 
Chamber.  It  would  be  said  that  their 
House  was  in  opposition  to  the  spirit 
and  sentiment  of  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  they  would  have  set  their  sign  and 
seal  to  that.  Every  concession  in  these 
days  was  the  signal  for  a  new  departure 
on  the  part  of  the  Kadical  Party.  He 
had  a  recollection,  he  thought,  of  a  warn- 
ing to  this  effect  in  eloquent  language  by 
the  noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment — Are  you  wise, 
then,  in  throwing  overboard  your  whole 
cargo  as  in  this  Bill?  What!  This 
Bill  a  simple  Bill  of  Transfer !  The 
Statute  of  Westminster  repealed. 
Primogeniture,  settlement,  entail,  all 
thrown  overboard  in  one  Bill.  There 
has  been  nothing  like  it  since  the 
memorable  sitting  in  the  French  Con- 
stituent Assembly,  when  the  Nobles,  in 
an  access  of  enthusiasm  or  of  panic, 
threw  all  their  privileges  to  the  winds. 

VOL.  OOOXXni.    [thibd  sbeees.] 


He  must  content  himself  with  having 
registered  his  protest. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**  this  day  six  months  "). — (The 
Lord  Arundell  of  Wardour,) 

Lord  THRING  said,  he  thought 
there  were  some  points  in  the  Bill  which 
required  further  attention  before  it  was 
read  a  second  time.  The  Bill  would 
seriously  disturb  the  relations  between 
vendors  and  purchasers.  At  present  all 
the  expenses  of  examination  of  title  and 
conveyance  were  borne  by  the  purchaser ; 
but  this  Bill  would  make  the  vendor 
responsible  for  all  the  costs  of  transfer. 
It  was  absurd  to  assert  that  this  Bill 
was  little  more  than  a  re-enactment  of 
Lord  Caims's  Act.  Almost  every  clause 
in  that  Act  would  be  altered  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  This  measure  went  much  too 
far,  for  it  would  compel  a  man  to  register 
his  whole  estate  when  he  made  a  settle- 
ment on  his  daughter  or  granted  a  small 
lease.  Another  of  its  provisions  would 
prevent  a  man  from  enjoying  an  estate, 
however  small,  devolving  upon  him  by 
deed  or  will  until  he  should  have  regis- 
tered it.  He  held  that  if  he  dealt  with 
his  estate  by  way  of  settlement  the  pub- 
lic were  no  more  interested  in  the  trans- 
action than  they  were  in  the  Moon,  and 
therefore  there  was  no  ground  in  such  a 
case  for  putting  him  to  the  expense  of 
registering,  a  process  which  must  involve 
the  examination  of  deeds  and  the  prepara- 
tion of  new  maps.  Begistration  would 
be  excessively  expensive,  and  except 
in  cases  of  sale,  and,  perhaps,  of  mort- 
gage, would  be  useless  as  far  as  the 
public  were  concerned,  and  most  oppres- 
sive to  the  landowners.  It  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  rash  thing  to  tear  to  pieces 
the  Act  of  1875,  when  it  had  not  been 
shown  that  one  single  clause  of  that  Bill 
wanted  amendment.  The  Act,  he  knew, 
had  not  succeeded ;  but  the  sole  cause 
of  its  failure  was  bad  administration. 
The  only  provision  that  was  now  recjuired 
in  connection  with  the  registration  of 
land  was  a  simple  clause  enacting  that 
in  all  cases  of  sale  the  purchase  ought 
to  be  registered.  The  second  part  of  the 
Bill  deaHng  with  the  subject  of  intestacy 
he  heartily  approved,  and  he  trusted 
that  the  abolition  of  primogeniture 
would  lead  to  the  abolition  of  the  system 
of  settling  small  estates.    Nothing  had 
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done  more  to  prevent  unfortanate 
country  gentlemen  from  raising  their 
heads  above  water  than  that  system. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDBRLEY 
said,  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be 
read  a  second  time.  The  compulsory 
registration  of  land  would  inflict  an  im- 
mense expense  on  landowners,  without 
any  benefit  to  themselves,  or,  indeed, 
to  the  public,  in  the  many  cases  where 
there  was  no  intention  or  probability  of 
sale.  Besides  this,  the  Bill  would,  if 
carried  out,  have  the  effect  of  bringing 
to  a  standstill  all  dealings  with  land  for 
an  indefinite  period.  If  the  Govern- 
ment thought  that  a  general  register  of 
land  was  necessary,  it  already  had  the 
means  of  framing  one  without  all  this 
expense  and  vexation.  They  had  all  the 
materials  for  the  register  of  land  with  a 
possessory  title  in  the  accounts  of  the 
Succession  Duty  Office,  and  it  was  only 
a  matter  of  compilation.  At  this  office 
the  clerks  examined  not  only  wills,  but 
also  marriage  settlements.  As  these 
accounts  only  dated  from  1853,  all  the 
landowners  who  were  alive  before  that 
date  would  not  yet  have  deceased,  so  all 
the  land  would  not  yet  have  passed 
through  the  registers  of  that  office,  but 
a  very  few  more  years  would  bring  all 
the  land  liable  to  Succession  Duty  under 
the  notice  of  those  officials.  The 
method  proposed  by  this  Bill  of  cheapen- 
ing land  transfer  was  the  very  worst 
that  could  be  adopted,  since  it  would, 
all  at  once,  cast  a  heavy  burden  on  the 
whole  property  of  owners  who  might  not 
wish  to  sell  at  all,  or  only  to  sell  a  small 
part.  There  was  much  exaggeration 
about  the  cost  of  land  transfer ;  under 
Lord  Cairns's  Act  it  was  very  trifling, 
and  people  who  had  the  purchase- 
money  ready,  and  who  knew  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  property  they  wished 
to  purchase,  could  do  so  cheaply  under 
Lord  Oaims's  Act ;  but  if  they  had  to 
borrow  the  money  the  mortgagees  re- 
quired abstracts  of  title.  According  to 
his  own  experience  last  year  in  the  case 
of  the  sale  of  property  to  the  value  of 
£5,800  in  20  holdings,  the  vendor's 
costs  had  been  about  2  per  cent,  or  an 
average  of  £5  11«.  on  each  conveyance, 
and  of  £4  3«.  on  an  average  to  each 
purchaser.  If  the  Government  wished 
to  cheapen  transfer  of  land  in  small 
quantities,  let  them  abolish  stamps  on 
small  purchases,  and  the  saving  to  these 
purchasers  would  be  greater  than  the 
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amount  of  the  stamp.  It  was  evi- 
dent that  if  this  Bill  passed  and  was 
carried  out  there  would  be  an  impossi- 
bility of  registering  all  the  land  even  in 
one  district  in  any  short  space  of  time, 
and  during  that  time  neitiier  sales  nor 
purchases,  nor  oven  buildiug  leases, 
could  take  place,  and  the  only  object  of 
this  interruption  of  business  and  harass- 
ing legislation  was  to  please  a  few 
doctrinaires  who  knew  little  of  the  sub- 
ject they  wrote  about.  The  Law  Society, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Free  Land 
League,  on  the  other,  were  equally  op- 
posed to  this  Bill  as  involving  great 
expense  and  hardship. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE  said,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  be  induced  to 
refuse  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill,  al- 
though it  contained  some  provisions 
which  he  could  not  approve.  He  was 
glad  it  was  proposed  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  in  order  that  this 
complicated  question  might  be  dealt 
with,  and  result  in  the  most  workable 
measure  that  could  be  produced.  He 
had  never  concealed  his  opinion  that 
there  was  extreme  difficulty  in  devising 
a  simple  system  of  transfer  while  keep- 
ing up  a  very  complicated  system  of 
law.  But  a  contrary  opinion  was  held 
by  great  authorities,  and  was  acted  on 
last  Session  by  this  House.  The  object 
for  them  all  now  to  aim  at  was  to  give 
the  new  system  a  start  under  the  most 
favourable  conditions.  But  the  Bill  was 
so  framed  as  to  cause  a  great  amount  of 
friction  and  vexation  in  the  process  of 
transition  from  an  old  system  to  a  new 
one.  In  the  3rd  clause  it  was  provided 
that  where  a  landowner  died  and  his 
heir  succeeded,  that  heir  should  have 
no  right  in  land  until  registration. 
Now,  a  number  of  things  had  to  be  done 
before  registration  could  be  effected,  so 
that  for  a  long  time  a  man  would  have 
no  right  except  that  of  being  registered 
as  owner.  In  the  meantime,  he  oould 
not  protect  the  estate  against  encroach- 
ment, cut  timber,  arrange  with  tenants, 
or  do  other  things  necessary  in  case  of 
a  new  successiou.  Registration  should 
not  be  required  on  succession.  It  was 
true  that  such  an  alteration  would  delay 
the  completion  of  the  register.  But  it 
was  not  the  object  of  Parliament  to 
enact  registration  from  the  mere  ab- 
stract love  of  it ;  the  object  was  to  pro- 
vide for  greater  facility  in  the  transfer 
of  land ;  facility  of  transfer  implied  the 
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fiact  of  transfer ;  and  there  need  be  no 
registration  until  it  was  necessary  to 
effect  transfer.  He  strongly  recom- 
mended the  reconsideration  of  the  point, 
and  the  limitation  of  the  obligatory 
dauLses  to  those  cases  in  which  transfer 
was  proposed.  There  were  a  number 
of  charges  that  were  not  subject  to  re- 

S'stration  of  any  kind;  and  disasters  had 
ippened  from  the  occult  nature  of 
those  charges.  He  should  support  the 
seoond  reading,  with  the  hope  that  mo- 
difications and  Amendments  would  be 
introduced  when  it  came  before  the 
Select  Committee. 

Lord*  DENM AN  said,  that  the  In- 
corporated Law  Society,  in  sending  ob- 
jections to  this  Bill,  had  stated  that  if  the 
House  passed  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  they  admitted,  in  principle,  that  was 
incorrect.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
the  late  Lord  Chelmsford  tried  to 
establish  this  opinion  ;  but  every  stage 
of  an  objectionable  Bill  was  exposed  to 
rejection.  Begistration  was  attempted 
in  1830  by  Mr.  Campbell,  and  Mr. 
Denman  voted  for  it.  Succession  to  real 
estates  of  intestates  was  proposed  in  1870 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  blamed 
by  Lord  Bedesdale,  and  never  revived 
till  last  year.  The  Settled  Land  Act 
was  faulty  in  allowing  a  tenant  for  life 
to  sell  land  against  the  will  of  those 
who  were  next  in  the  entail  relating  to 
it.  The  late  Lord  Hindlip  had  wished 
him  (Lord  Denman)  to  sell  land  under  it ; 
but  his  brothers  objected  to  the  price,  and 
he  refused  to  sell  it,  and  had  refused  a 
handsome  price  from  the  present  Lord 
Hindlip.  He  had  always  guarded 
against  profiting  by  any  large  prioe^ — 
securing  any  surplus  beyond  the  rent  to 
the  tenant,  who  would  have  derived 
any  benefit  from  it.  He  (Lord  Denman) 
hoped  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  would 
present  three  separate  Bills,  and  he 
would  certainly  vote  against  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  was  glad 
that  the  Bill  re-enacted  the  Land  Trans- 
fer Act  of  1875,  with  the  Amendments 
passed  in  1887.  But  when  he  came  to 
deal  with  the  substance  of  the  Bill  there 
were  certain  matters  to  which  he  called 
attention  last  year,  and  on  which  he 
thought  it  necessary  then  to  divide  their 
Lordships  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
which  re-appeared  in  the  measure  this 
year,  and  to  which  his  objections  were 
as  strong,  if  not  stronger,  than  ever. 
The^  had  been  alluded  tp  b^  some  noble 


Lords,  and  they  had  an  important  bear- 
ing on  the  proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee.  He  did  not  think 
a  Select  Committee  was  the  best  tribunal 
for  dealing  with  those  matters,  which 
involved  questions  of  principle  upon 
which  the  House  was  almost  equally 
divided  last  year,  and  which,  even  if  re- 
ferred, had  to  be  fought  out  again  in  a 
full  House.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Select  Committee  was  merely  to  deal 
with  details  of  drafting,  it  would,  he 
submitted,  be  a  very  unsatisfactory  pro- 
cess. He  should  not  so  much  object  to 
a  reference  for  drafting  purposes  if  it 
took  place  after  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  had  settled  the  important 
matters  to  which  ho  referred,  and  which 
went  far  beyond  mere  questions  of 
drafting.  It  was  important  that  the 
Bill  should,  as  far  as  possible,  speak 
with  the  same  tongue,  and  that  was 
best  brought  about  by  the  responsibility 
resting  really  with  the  Minister  who 
introduced  the  Bill  aided  by  the  drafts- 
man who  had  drawn  it.  With  regard 
to  the  provision  requiring  every  owner 
of  land  before  making  a  conveyance  or 
settlement  of  his  land  to  register  his 
land,  he  thought  the  owner  should  not 
be  bound  to  register  more  land  than 
that  which  he  proposed  to  convey  or 
settle.  To  compel  him  to  do  more 
seemed  to  be  throwing  an  expense  upon 
the  vendor,  for  which  he  got  no  return 
and  which  benefited  nobody.  The  only 
argument  he  had  heard  used  in  favour 
of  it  was  that,  inasmuch  as  the  owner  of 
land  would  have  to  register  before  deal- 
ing with  any  portion  of  his  land,  ho 
would  reason  that  as  he  had  to  register 
a  portion  he  might  as  well  register  the 
whole  estate,  and  that  such  indirect 
compulsion  would  be  a  means  of  getting 
the  land  on  to  the  register  more  quickly. 
He  did  not  think  that  that  was  a 
sufficient  reason  for  casting  such  a 
burden  upon  every  landowner  before  he 
parted  with  any  portion  of  the  land, 
and  it  might  probably  even  operate  in 
the  reverse  direction  to  that  which  their 
Lordships  would  desire.  They  were  all 
disposed  to  advocate  an  extension  of  the 
number  of  small  owners  of  land,  and 
he  could  not  help  seeing  that  the  pro- 
vision in  question  might  be  an  actual 
impediment  to  the  landowner  sellingsmall 
pieces  of  land  here  or  there  if  he  knew 
he  could  only  do  it,  having  first  re- 
gistered his  titlo.  Since  tho  rrgistra- 
tion  of  land  wa3  made  compuleory  it 
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would  stop  all  current  tiansactions,  or  all 
transactions  about  to  become  current 
until  the  registration  was  completed,  and 
how  long  that  would  take  nobody  could 
tell.  Those  were  his  strong  objections 
to  the  present  provision,  and  they  were 
not  objections  of  drafting,  but  of  prin- 
ciple. In  the  case  of  devolution  by 
death,  he  admitted  there  might  be 
more  reason  for  saying  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  provide  for  compulsory  re- 
gistration ;  but,  as  he  pointed  out  last 
year,  ho  could  not  see  what  was  to  be 
the  condition  of  things  during  the  in- 
terval until  some  person,  the  successor 
to  the  estate,  was  put  on  the  register. 
Certain  land,  ho  would  suppose,  devolved 
upon  A  B  by  death.  Until  he  was  re- 
gistered he  would  have  no  right  over  the 
land  excopt  the  right  of  being  registered 
as  owner ;  he  could  not  grant  a  lease, 
deal  with  the  property,  or  bring  an 
action.  What  was  to  be  the  condition 
of  things  during  that  interval  ho  did  not 
know — an  interval  the  duration  of  which 
it  was  impossible  to  state,  because  it 
would  depend  upon  the  amount  of  busi- 
ness in  the  Land  Registry  Oflfice.  They 
could  only  justify  the  compulsion  of 
registration  of  that  kind  if  it  were 
rendered  so  simple  and  so  cheap  as  not 
to  be  a  burden.  If  such  a  system 
of  registration  was  for  the  public 
benefit,  so  as  to  make  land  easily  trans- 
ferable, it  was,  he  contended,  expedient 
that  the  public  should  bear  the  burden 
of  it,  or,  at  least,  that  the  burden  should 
not  rest  upon  the  shoulders  of  those 
who,  by  registering  a  mere  possessory 
title,  really  got  nothing  in  respect  of  it. 
That  depended  on  two  things — on  the 
fees  established  at  the  Land  Registry 
Office,  and  on  what  was  required  from 
the  individual  who  was  to  register  a 
possessory  title.  Now  that  was  provided 
for  by  rules  laid  down  in  Section  4,  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  everything  would 
depend  on  those  rules.  Unless  the  re- 
quirements were  so  laid  down  that  a  man 
might  register  his  possessory  title  with- 
out any  substantial  burden,  they  .would 
be  inflicting  upon  him  a  burden  for 
which  there  was  no  real  justification. 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  some 
of  the  rules  seemed  to  be  so  absolutely 
vital  to  the  measure  that  they  ought  to 
have  them  before  them,  because  without 
these  rules  it  was  impossible  to  see  how 
the  Bill  would  work.  Again,  with  regard 
to  the  devolution  of  property  in  cases  of 
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intestacy,  while  in  some  respects  the  law 
governing  the  administration  of  real 
estate  was  made  similar  to  that  affecting 
personal  property,  the  two  were  not 
rendered  completely  similar,  as  there 
was  the  case  in  which  the  survivor  of 
husband  and  wife  was  to  have  a  life 
interest  in  real  estate.  That  was  some- 
thing that  did  not  exist  now.  He  could  not 
see  why  leaseholds  should  devolve  in 
one  way  and  freeholds  in  another.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was  ex- 
tremely undesirable,  when  they  were 
assimilating  the  two  laws,  to  create  a 
new  anomaly.  The  Bill  would  require 
very  serious  consideration  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Eabl  BEATJCHAMP  said,  that  the 
clauses  in  regard  to  the  devolution  of 
real  estate  upon  minors  and  lunatics 
should  be  looked  at  very  carefully. 
Again,  would  a  man  have  no  right  to 
make  a  devise  of  the  estate  which  had 
devolved  upon  him  before  he  was  upon 
the  register?  If  so,  that  might  cause 
serious  inconvenience.  It  was  said  that 
this  Bill  would  compel  every  man  to 
make  his  will ;  but  if  he  must  be  upon 
the  register  first  there  might  be  an  in- 
testacy, and  the  property  go  amongst 
the  next  of  kin.  Ho,  therefore,  wished 
to  know  whether  Clause  3,  dealing  with 
the  effect  of  the  order  for  compulsory 
registration,  had  not  in  reality  an  im- 
portant bearing  on  the  power  of  disposing 
by  will  owing  to  the  disqualification 
imposed  by  the  clause  ?  The  Bill  of  last 
year  had  escaped  criticism  on  its  second 
reading,  and  it  had  not  been  until  the 
Committee  stage  that  serious  attention 
had  been  paid  to  the  various  provisions 
of  the  measure.  He  hoped  that  this 
would  not  be  the  case  this  year.  If  it 
was  the  case  that  in  some  important 
respects  they  were  not  assimilating  the 
law  of  real  and  personal  property,  then 
all  reason  for  this  Bill  disappeared,  and 
one-half  of  it  would  crumble  away. 
They  were  creating  anomalies.  They 
did  away  with  entails,  but  allowed 
settlements,  which  effected  the  same 
thing.  The  Bill  affected  both  large 
and  small  estates.  In  his  opinion  it 
would  not  have  much  effect  upon  largo 
estates,  which  always  took  care  of  them- 
selves, and  would  probably  always  be 
the  subject  of  settlements;  but  as  re- 
garded small  estates,  he  thought  that 
the  BiU  would  have  a  very  serious  effect. 
What  were  the  usual  reasons  for  desiring 
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a  change  in  the  law  ?  A  law  was  either 
changed  because  it  had  grown  out  of 
consonance  with  the  existing  practice, 
or  for  the  purpose  of  remoying  some 
admitted  public  inconvenience,  or  for 
the  purpose  of  simplifying  the  machinery 
by  which  some  process  was  effected,  such 
as  the  substitution  of  a  simple  form  of 
barring  an  estate  tail  by  enrolling  a  deed 
in  Chancery,  instead  of  goings  through 
the  tedious  process  of  fine  ana  recovery, 
and  such  as  the  institution  of  socage 
tenure  under  Charles  II.  The  Bill 
sought  to  introduce  an  entirely  new 
change  into  their  customs ;  and  what 
was  the  evidence  of  a  desire  for  that 
change?  Was  there  evidence  that 
owners  of  property  desired  to  divide  it 
between  their  children?  He  did  not 
know  whether  that  was  the  case ;  but 
even  if  it  were  so,  why  should  the  divi- 
sion be  imposed  in  the  case  of  those  who 
did  not  wish  it  ?  All  the  Law  Courts 
were  accustomed  to  estates  tail,  and  they 
had  a  mass  of  law  on  the  subject.  But 
if  this  Bill  passed  they  would  have  an 
entirely  new  set  of  decisions,  and  as  the 
uncertainty  of  the  law  was  proverbial 
a  great  deal  of  confusion  would  arise. 
Whom  was  this  Bill  intended  to  satisfy  ? 
It  would  not  satisfy  the  ardent  reformers, 
the  Free  Land  League,  and  those  who 
desired  to  upset  the  present  system  of 
landed  estate.  He  submitted  that  there 
was  much  in  the  Bill  which  should  be 
carefully  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said^  he 
quite  agreed  with  much  that  had  been 
said  by  the  noble  Earl  (EarlBeauchamp). 
In  diecussiDg  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  so  full 
of  technicalities,  they  laboured  under  a 
great  disadvantage,  and  yet  it  was  a 
measure  which  seriously  affected  every 
one  of  their  Lordships  and  every  owner 
of  real  property  throughout  the  country. 
Their  Lordships  ought,  therefore,  to 
make  up  their  minds  whether  the  Bill 
ought  to  pass  in  the  interest  of  the 
owners  of  real  property.  Speaking 
generally,  he  was  in  favour  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  and  most  certainly 
desired  to  see  the  second  reading.  With 
regard  to  the  change  proposed  in  the 
law  of  primogeniture,  he  was  entirely  in 
favour  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
the  change  would  be  made  because  there 
was  any  great  demand  for  it,  but  because 
the  present  system  was  anomalous  and 
unfair.  In  case  no  disposition  of  real 
property  was  made,  the  whole  of  it  went 


to  the  eldest  son,  and  there  was  no  pro- 
vision for  the  younger  children.     That 
was  not  at  all  in  accordance  with   our 
ideas  of  justice.     The  fair  arrangement 
would  bo  that  every  man  should  be  at 
liberty  to  make  such  a  disposition  as  he 
thought  fit,  even  if  he  desired  to  leave 
all  his  property  to  his  eldest  son.     But 
his  object  in  rising  was  to  make  an 
appeal  to  noble  Lords  to   weigh  well 
what  had  been  said  by  his  noble  and 
learned   Friend.         Beading    the    2nd 
and   3rd  clauses    together,     he   asked 
their  Lordships  whether  they  wished  to 
be   placed    under    this  legal  harrow  ? 
The  moment  a  district  was  declared  to 
be  a  registered  district,  a  man  who  had 
real  estate  within  it  could  not  do  any- 
thing with  the  land.     You  must  describe 
the  nature  of  the  rights  you  possess,  and 
every  one  who  had  landed  estate,  espe- 
cially building  land,  must  know  that  there 
were  a    great  variety  of  points  to  be 
determined  before  you  could  put  it  on 
the  register.     It  must  be  remembered 
that  unless  there  was  a  perfect  army  of 
officers  different  estates  must  wait  their 
turn,  a  considerable  time  must,  there- 
fore,   elapse    before    you  could  regis- 
ter your    land,    and    during    all    that 
time    you  could    not  grant    leases    or 
perform  any  of  the  necessary  acts  which 
had  to  be  done  from  day  to  day.     He 
thought,   therefore,   they   should    deal 
with  the  land  only  when  it  was  parted 
with  by  transfer.       Anyone  who  suc- 
ceeded to  landed  estate  in  this  country 
would  not,  if  the  Bill  became  law,  have 
any  right  over  it  until  the  land  was 
registered,  and  anyone  who  had  ever  suc- 
ceeded to  a  large  estate  must  know  what 
a  length  of  time  it  took  to   ascertain 
everything  which  must  be  done  before 
it  could  be  placed  on  the  register  in  full 
form.     During  the  whole  of  that  time 
a  man  would  have  no  power  of  any  sort 
or  kind  for  dealing  with  the  land.     The 
business  of  the  country  would  be  brought 
to  a  stop  in  such  a  stato  of  things.    He 
was  entirely  in  favour  of  a  cheap,  simple, 
and  expeditious  transfer,  but  he  urged 
their  Lordships  to  be  careful  not  to  put 
upon  the  owners  of  real  property  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  some  ideal  system 
of  legislation  at  a  time  when  they  were 
suffering  more  acutely  than  for  a  gene- 
ration past  what  he  could  not  but  call 
the  intolerable  burden  of  being  com- 
pelled at  great,  expense  to  register  their 
estates.    If  the  clauses  were  to  pass  in 
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the  form  in  which  they  now  stood,  he 
ventured  to  say  there  were  many  of  their 
Lordships  who  would  feel  the  registra- 
tion a  very  cousiderable  addition  to  the 
burdens  they  now  had  to  bear.  He 
made  these  remarks  in  no  unfriendly 
feeling  towards  the  Bill ;  but,  after 
reading  the  Bill  carefully,  he  believed  it 
would  be  most  unwise  to  pass  it  in  its 
present  form. 

Lord  CLIFFORD  of  OHUDLEIGH 
said,  he  must  complain  of  the  absence 
from  the  Bill  of  any  provision  fixing  the 
fees  to  be  paid  on  registration,  and  other 
details  in  connection  therewith.  They 
were  told  that  they  would  be  charged 
fees  which  were  to  be  fixed  afterwards 
by  the  Land  Transfer  Board,  and  that 
the  registrations  must  take  place  ac- 
cording to  rules  and  regulations  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  might  at  his  plea- 
sure afterwards  decide  upon.  He  did 
not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  those 
regulations  would  not  be  made  in  a 
proper  and  most  economical  manner, 
but  he  thought  that  the  proposal  was 
too  indefinite.  He  also  urged  that  a 
register  of  the  owners  of  the  land  was 
not  the  only  thing  wanted.  A  register 
of  the  land  itself  was  wanted  to  which 
intending  purchasers  might  be  able  to 
refer,  and  he  hoped  that  some  arrange- 
ment would  be  made  for  providing  an 
index  of  the  land  itself.  He  strongly 
objected  also  to  the  insurance  clauses. 

The  Earl  op  FEVER8HAM  said, 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  seemed  to  assume  that  the 
abolition  of  primogeniture  in  the  devo- 
lution of  real  property  would  confer 
some  benefit  on  the  small  freeholders  of 
the  country.  He  had  taken  some  pains, 
when  the  Bill  was  before  the  House 
last  Session,  to  adduce  some  reasons  to 
show  that  that  was  not  so,  and  if  this 
Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee he  would  like  to  know  whether 
evidence  could  not  be  taken  on  that  sub- 
ject ?  Was  the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  perfecting  the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  or 
for  thopurx)ose  of  considering  its  various 
provisions  Y  He  hoped  that  Committee 
would  be  formed  of  those  who  held  a 
variety  of  opinions  on  the  subject,  so 
that  the  matter  might  be  thoroughly 
discussed,  and  he  also  hoped  that  some 
inquiry  might  be  made  as  to  the  views 
held  by  the  proprietors  of  land  in  this 
country  upon  this  important  subject.  He 

The  Marl  of  Kimherley 


would  be  glad  to  learn  that  that  would 
be  the  case.  He  hoped  that  if  the  Bill 
went  to  a  Select  Committee  there  would 
be  a  most  searching  and  very  perfect 
inquiry  with  the  result  that  the  Bill 
would  meet  with  substantial  amend- 
ment. 

Lord  ARUNDELL  of  WARDOUR 
observed  that,  although  no  one  had  said 
a  word  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he  would, 
after  the  discussion  they  had  had,  with 
the  permission  of  their  Lordships,  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  House) 
icithdraton. 

Lord  HALSBURY  said,  that  after 
the  discussion  that  had  taken  place  he 
might  be  allowed  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks. He  admitted  that  he  had 
assumed,  perhaps  too  rashly,  that  there 
was  a  general  assent  on  the  part  of  the 
House  that  this  Bill,  which  was  in  sub- 
stance the  same  Bill  as  that  of  last  Ses- 
sion, should,  at  all  events,  be  allowed 
to  pass  its  second  reading.  He  had  cer- 
tainly not  expected  at  this  stage  the 
amount  of  friendly  criticism  which  had 
been  poured  upon  it,  and  he  doubted 
very  much  if  he  could  conscientiously 
recommend  this  Bill  to  their  Lordships 
if  he  believed  the  criticisms  that  had 
fallen  from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
were  well  founded.  There  was  no  part 
or  principle  of  the  Bill  that  had  not 
been  attacked,  and,  as  a  noble  Lord  had 
observed,  not  a  word  had  been  spoken 
in  its  favour.  He  did  not  think  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Front 
Bench  (Lord  Herschell)  was  at  all  justi- 
fied in  assuming  that  among  a  Select 
Committee  of  lawyers  his  views  would 
prevail  rather  than  those  that  he  now 
submitted  to  their  Lordships.  On  a 
previous  occasion,  when  this  Bill  was 
under  consideration,  both  the  noble 
and  learned  Lords  (Lord  Selbome  and 
Lord  Bramwell)  took  the  same  views 
as  he  himself  did.  It  might  be  that 
they  were  wrong,  but  he  hoped  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  assume  that 
the  opinion  of  lawyers  was  necessarily 
in  favour  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's 
views.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
made  a  violent  attack  upon  the  Bill, 
and  especially  upon  -  the  principle  of 
compulsory  registration.  A  Bill  dealing 
with  this  subject  had  been  before  the 
House  on  two  occasions — in  1859  and 
in  1874 — and  on  both  occasions  the  Bill 
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proposed  compulsory  registration.  Lord 
Claims,  however,  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  of  1874,  dropped  the  compul- 
sory registration  clause,  as  it  would 
otherwise  have  affected  a  class  of  very 
small  transactions.  That  was  quite  in- 
telligible, so  long  as  an  examination  of 
title  was  required,  but  it  was  not  re- 
quired by  this  Bill.  Anyone  satisfied 
with  a  possessory  title  would,  after 
the  stipulated  interval  of  time,  ob- 
tain an  absolute  title.  All,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said  on  this  point  was  quite 
irrelevant.  When  once  the  system  was 
established  it  would  work  just  as  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself  sug- 
gested it  should.  But  it  was  necessary 
to  start  the  system,  and  that  was  the 
difficulty.  The  Act  of  1875  had  been  a 
complete  failure,  and  he  could  not  agree 
that  the  cause  of  this  was  the  malad- 
ministration of  the  office.  The  reason 
it  failed  was  that  the  system  was  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  merely  assisted 
people  in  registering  the  defects  in  their 
title.  The  consequence  was  that  they  did 
not  register  at  all.  He  would  not  re- 
argue the  question  whether  the  vendor 
or  vendee  should  be  called  upon  first  to 
register.  Ho  thought  the  proper  thing 
would  be  to  call  upon  the  vendor  to  do 
so,  but  this  was  not  a  cardinal  point  of 
the  Bill,  though  no  doubt  a  very  useful 
and  important  one,  and  it  could  be 
settled  as  the  House  might  hereafter 
decide.  It  was  an  entire  mistake  to 
suppose  that  Clause  71  in  any  way 
afiPeoted  the  devolution  of  property.  It 
merely  provided  for  the  registration  in 
case  of  death  of  the  personal  representa- 
tive of  the  deceased.  The  noble  Earl 
on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  had 
dwelt  upon  the  appalling  state  of  things 
that  this  would  lead  to.  But  no  such 
difficulties  were  experienced  in  the  case 
of  personal  property,  even  when  a 
millionaire  or  banker  died.  In  such 
case  no  one  was  legally  entitled  to  the 
personal  property  until  administration 
orprobate  had  been  gpranted ;  but,  never- 
theless, no  practical  difficulty  or  incon- 
venience was  experienced.  The  world 
went  on  notwithstanding,  and  so  it 
would  be  with  regard  to  the  devolution 
of  real  estate.  All  the  objections  that 
had  been  suggested  were  objections 
which  would  be  fatal  to  any  system  that 
could  be  devised  in  regard  to  land  trans- 


fer. They  were  all  agreed  that  a  great 
evil  existed  in  the  enormous  expense  in- 
curred in  dealing  with  and  transferring 
property,  yet  when  a  proposal  was  made 
to  sweep  this  expense  away  it  met  with 
something  very  like  opposition.  If  this 
Bill  were  administered  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  was  conceived,  and  people  in 
the  case  of  small  parcels  of  land  were 
satisfied  with  a  temporary  possessory 
title,  to  be  subsequently  converted 
into  an  absolute  title,  the  expense 
would  be  absolutely  trifling.  In 
proportion  as  the  parcels  of  land 
increased  the  expense  would,  no 
doubt,  be  greater,  and  where  an  abso- 
lute title  was  at  once  required  this 
would  entail  the  expense  of  an  examina- 
tion into  the  title.  Where  persons  were 
contented  with  a  possessory  title  the 
transfer  would  be  affected  by  the  trans- 
fer of  a  piece  of  paper  and  the  registra- 
tion. He  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
consent  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  was  surprised  at  the 
attitude  taken  up  on  this  point  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell), 
for  last  year  when  the  Bill  was  before 
their  Lordships  he  appeared  to  be  all  in 
favour  of  a  Select  Committee. 

LoED  HERSCHELL  said  that,  while 
he  repeated  his  general  approval  of  the 
Bill,  he  could  not  quite  understand  why 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack should  be  surprised  at  the  observa- 
tions he  had  made  on  various  points 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill,  having  regard  to 
the  fact  that  he  made  the  same  criticisms 
on  the  Bill  last  year,  and  felt  so  strongly 
with  respect  to  some  of  them  that  he 
divided  the  House  on  more  than  one 
occasion.  The  reason  he  objected  to  the 
proposal  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  was  that  there  were  questions 
of  principle  and  not  of  mere  drafting  in- 
volved, and  those  were  questions  which 
ought  to  be  decided  by  the  House  itself. 
He  suggested  that  the  Bill  should  he 
dealt  with  in  Committee  by  their  Lord- 
ships, in  order  that  all  questions  of 
principle  might  be  settled  in  the  House 
and  that  the  Bill  should  afterwards  bo 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  so  that 
the  drafting  might  be  revised. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbuby) 
did  not  agree  that  there  were  only  ques- 
tions of  principle  and  questions  of  draft- 
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ing  to  be  disposed  of.  There  was 
another  matter  about  which  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  have 
adequate  information,  and  that  was  as 
to  the  exact  meaning  and  effect  of  the 
Bill.  There  was  at  present  considerable 
dispute  as  to  what  its  effect  would  be. 
The  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee 
would  bring  together  the  men  most  able 
to  discuss  that  question,  and  by  their 
Beport  the  House  would  learn  pretty 
well  what  were  the  grave  questions  of 
policy  remaining  behind  upon  which  a 
decision  could  only  be  taken  in  that 
House.  He  confessed — of  course,  sup- 
posing he  had  no  previous  knowledge 
or  opinion  on  the  subject — after  listening 
to  me  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Herschell)  and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  he  would  be 
most  incompetent  to  form  an  opinion, 
unless  he  got  them  into  a  room  and 
cross-examined  them  both.  The  discus- 
sion of  so  complicated  a  Bill  as  this  by 
10  or  even  20  rival  lawyers  in  their 
Lordships'  House  would  not  supply  a 
thorough  knowledge  of  the  details  of  so 
complex  a  measure.  On  the  othor 
hand,  the  ordinary  practice  of  putting  it 
through  the  mill  of  a  Select  Committee 
would  probably  result  in  its  issuing  in 
such  a  shape  that  it  would  be  easy  for 
the  House  to  decide  upon  points  of 
policy. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly. 

EMIGRATION  OF  PENSIONERS  TO 
NEW  ZEALAND. 

QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Sandhurst, 

The  under  8ECRETAEX'  of 
STATE  FOR  WAE  (Lord  Haekis)  said, 
that  the  Treasury  and  the  Colonial  Office 
had  consented  to  appoint  Representatives 
to  serve  on  a  Departmeutal  Committee, 
before  whom  the  question  of  emigration 
of  pensioners  to  New  Zealand  would 
come.  He  hoped  that  the  Committee 
would  begin  to  sit  shortly. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  to   Thursday    next,   a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  20th  March,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Mebtoer  Sworn— David 
Alfred  Thomas,  esquire,  for  Merthyr  Tj'dvil 
Borough. 

Select  Committee— Emigration  and  Immigra- 
tion (Foreigners),  nominated, 

PniVATB  Bill  {by  Order)^ Third  Reading^ 
South  Indian  Railway,  and  passed. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Public  Worship  FaciUtios  •  [183];  Public 
Health  (Prevention  of  Infectious  Diseases, 
&c.)  •  [184]  ;  Clerks  of  the  Peace  •  [186]. 

Second  2?^<Kf/;j^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  I).* 

Oofnmittee — Repot  t^^aiional  Debt  (Conver- 
sion)* [16i];  East  India  (Purchase  and 
Construction  of  Railways)  *  [143]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


The  Marquess  of  Salisbury 


SOUTH  INDIAN  RAILWAY  BILL 
(*y  Order). 
TniBD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motipn  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  said,  the  Bill 
gave  additional  powers  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  connection  with  the  South 
Indian  Eaiiway  Company,  and  em- 
powered the  Company,  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  into  effect  any  contract 'or 
agreement  entered  into  under  the  powers 
of  the  Act,  with  the  sanction  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  Council,  to  raise 
money  for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  Bill  would  enable 
the  Government  to  buy  up  the  Company, 
paying  £126  for  every  £100  Stock.  He 
objected  to  any  new  Stock  being  created, 
or  of  any  powers  being  taken  which 
would  enhance  the  value  of  the  existing 
capital.  However,  he  did  not  intend 
to  diecuss  the  question  at  that  moment. 

Mu.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
he  did  not  gather  from  what  the  hon. 
Member  had  just  said  whether  he  in- 
tended to  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill  or  not. 

Db.  CLARK :  Yes,  Sir. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 
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POST  OFFICE— PARCEL  POST  TO  NEW 

ZEALAND. 

Mk.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  any 
progress  is  being  made  with  the  arrange- 
ments for  extending  the  Parcel  Post  to 
New  Zealand ;  and,  when  a  Parcel  Post 
between  Great  Britain  and  New  Zea- 
land may  be  expected  to  be  established  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
R/LiKEs)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
Department  is  quite  prepared  to  arrange 
for  the  extension  of  the  Parcel  Post  to 
New  Zealand  as  soon  as  the  Oolony  is 
ready,  and  proposals  with  this  object 
have  long  since  been  made  to  the  Colo- 
nial Post  Office.  But  the  Colony  has, 
as  yet,  gained  little  experience  of  the 
working  of  its  Inland  Parcel  Post,  and 
while  in  this  position  has  been  unwilling 
to  exchange  parcels  with  the  Mother 
Country.  I  propose,  however,  to  com- 
municate again  with  the  Colony,  and  to 
urge  the  further  consideration  of  the 
matter. 

ARMY  (AUXILIAKY  FORCES)-THE  AR- 
TILLERY VOLUNTEERS— MARTINI. 
HENRY  RIFLES. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  although  a  certain 
proportion  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  have 
been  issued  to  Artillery  Volunteers,  they 
are  not  allowed  any  Martini- Henry 
ammunition,  and  are  thus  unable  to 
compete  with  Infantry  corps  in  mus- 
ketry, which  operates  prejudicially  upon 
their  recruiting ;  and,  in  such  case,  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  allow  Artil- 
lery Volunteers  to  draw  the  ammunition 
suited  for  the  small  arms  in  their  pos- 
session ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
At  the  time  when  Infantry  Volunteers 
were  armed  with  the  Snider  rifle  a  cer- 
tain number  of  Martini- Henry  rifles 
were  entrusted  to  the  National  Eifle 
Association  for  distribution  to  Volunteer 
corps.  They  appear  to  have  issued  some 
to  Artillery  Volunteers ;  but  the  Martini- 
Henry  is  not  recognized  as  the  arm  of 
the  .Artillery  Volunteers,  nor  would  it, 
under  present  circumstances,  be  used  by 
them  on  service.    This  being  the  case, 
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I  am  not  prepared  to  issuo  Martini- 
Henry  ammunition  to  them  at  the  public 
expense,  it  being  important  that  there 
should  be  uniform  issues  to  the  same 
arm  of  the  Service. 

THE  FOOD  SUPPLY— FOREIGN 
MEAT, 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  increasing  quantity 
of  foreign  meat  sold  as  English  meat, 
at  English  prices,  in  this  country ;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  take  any 
steps  so  to  amend  the  law  that,  in  future, 
this  imported  meat  shall  only  bo  sold  as 
such? 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TEABE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beagii) 
(Bristol,  W.)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  to 
the  answer  which  I  gave  on  the  1st  of 
March  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Mal- 
don  Division  of  Essex  (Mr.  C.  "W.  Gray). 
I  believe,  also,  though  I  cannot  give  an 
authoritative  opinion,  that  the  sale  of 
foreign  imported  meat  as  English  meat, 
when  English  meat  is  demanded,  is  an 
offence  under  Section  6  of  the  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drugs  Act,  1B75  ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  do  not  see  that  any  further  legis- 
lation is  required. 

THE  FOOD  SUPPLY— ADULTERATED 
CHEESE  FROM  CANADA. 

Captain  COTTON  (Cheshire,  Wirral) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  Whether,  in  reference  io 
his  statement  that  inquiries  are  being 
made  of  the  American  Consul  respecting 
the  alleged  adulteration  of  cheese  im- 
ported from  that  country,  his  attention 
has  been  directed  also  to  the  increasing 
quantity  of  imported  cheese  from  Canada, 
and,  in  view  of  the  possible  adulteration 
thereof,  the  Government  will  communi- 
cate with  the  Agent  General  of  the 
Dominion  as  well  as  with  the  American 
Consul  ? 

TnE  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Long)  (Wilts, 
Devizes) :  The  Agricultural  Department 
has  requested  the  Colonial  Office  to  ob- 
tain from  Canada  similar  information  to 
that  which,  as  I  stated  last  Tuesday,  our 
Consular  officers  in  the  United  States 
have  been  instructed  to  furnish  as  to  the 
practice  of  using  animal  fat  in  the  manu« 
lacture  of  cheese. 
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IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— EVASION 
OP  C0NDITI0N8. 
Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Notlingham,  BubIi- 
oliffs)  aeked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether  his  attention  faaa  been 
called  to  a  letter  dated  the  20th  of 
October,  1887,  signed  "Denia  Godley," 
on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Land  Oommiseion, 
in  which  the  atatament  was  made  that 
the  Commission  had  fouod  it  needful  to 
inform  the  solicitor  of  a  landlord  that 
promiesory  notes  taken  by  him  from 
tenants  for  payment  of  rent,  after  com- 
pletion of  purchase  of  the  holdings, 
"  must  be  cancelled,  before  any  order 
for  parent  can  be  made ;  "  whether  any 
other  instances  of  such  a  practice  have 
come  to  the  notice  of  the  Commission  ; 
and,  whether  he  is  satisfied  every  pre- 
caution ia  taken  by  the  Treasury  to  pre- 
vent the  advance  of  public  moneys  to 
persons  thus  attempting  to  evade  one  of 
the  conditions  under  which  they  obtain 
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The  CHANOELLOBofthk  EXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Oosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  ;  I  am  informed  by 
the  Irish  Land  Commisaion  that  this  is 
the  only  instance  of  the  practice  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  refera  which  has  come 
under  their  notice;  and  that,  as  he  is 
aware,  they  declined  to  sanction  it  as 
irregular,  and  required  the  piomiaaory 
notes  in  question  to  be  lodgedwith  them 
to  he  canoe  lied  before  they  could  permit 
any  advance  to  he  made.  The  action  of 
the  Commiasioners  in  this  case  is,  of 
course,  what  they  would  take  in  other 
similar  cases  if  any  came  before  them, 
and  is,  I  think,  perfectly  satiefactory. 


the  committees,  solicitors,  and  relatives 
of  the  Ohaucery  lunatics,  aa  well  as 
with  the  patients  themselves  in  their 
lucid  intervals,  is  dependent  on  a  first 
clerk  ;  and,  whether  there  is  any  other 
case  in  which  such  responsibilities  aro 
placed  on  a  first  clork,  without  statutory 
recognition  P 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  No, 
Sir ;  the  Act  in  question  did  not  abolish 
the  work  of  this  Offloe.  It  only  abolished 
the  Secretary.  The  work  referred  to  is 
now  done  by  the  head  clerk.  The  Royal 
Commiasioners  who  inquired  into  the 
Office  in  1 874  do  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  his  description  of  the  work 
in  the  Office.  They  recommended  the 
abolition  of  the  Office  of  Secretary,  and 
saw  no  difficulty  in  the  discharge  of  bis 
duty  by  the  first  olerk.  The  head  clerk, 
as  far  as  I  am  awEire,  has  the  same  re- 
cognition as,  and  not  greater  reaponsi- 
biUticB  than,  other  head  clerks  in  the 
Public  Service. 


LAW  AND  JOSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALE8J-PR0BATES  AND  LETTERS 
OF  ADMINISTRATION  —  DISTRICT 
PROBATE   REGISTRIES. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther the  District  Probate  Regiatriea  are 
exclusively  occupied  with  the  granting 
of  unopposed  Probates  and  Letters  of 
',  Administration  and  similar  business,  and 
whether  they  perform  any  duties  con- 
neotad  with  the  administration  of 
justice;  whether  the  stamps  which  are 
paid  for  in  their  offices  are  paid  direct 
to  the  Inland  Revenue  Department,  or 
are  any  portion  of  suob  stamps  included 
intheaum  of  £371,759  6».  11  rf.,  men- 
tioned at  the  foot  of  p.  220  of  the  Civil 
Mu.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the  Service  Estimates  for  this  year;  who- 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart-  ther  he  will  consider  the  advisability  of 
ment.  Whether  the  Supreme  Judicature  transferring  the  coat  of  the  District  Fro- 
Aot,  187.5,  seotion31,abolishedthework  bate  Registries  to  aome  other  head; 
as  well  aa  the  office  of  Secretary  to  the  whether  the  County  Court  Registries  in 
Board  of  Visitors  of  Chancery  Lunatics ;  Bankruptcy,  the  Vote  for  which  ia  re- 
and,  if  not,  how  has  the  work  been  done  ferred  to  as  being  an  addition  to  the 
since  the  Act  was  passed  ;  whether  the  coat  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature, 
whole  responsibility  for  the  work  in  the  '  are  wholly  occupied  with  bankruptcy 
Office  of  the  Board,  including  important  I  buainesa,  and  ought  to  be  set  againat 
and  voluminous  correspondence  with  the  '  the  surplus  of  £58,800  appearing  to 
three  Visitors,  with  the  Secretaries  of  arise  in  the  Bankruptcy  Department  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  Secretary  i  the  Board  of  Trade  (Class  2,  Vote  9,  p. 
of  the  Lords  Justices,  the  Masters  in  121,  Civil  Service  Estimates);  how  are 
Lunacy,  the  Oommiesioners  in  Lunacy,  { the  items  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
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£17,650  (same  Vote,  at  p.  220,  of  Esti- 
mates) made  up;  does  it  include  any 
items  for  District  Probate  Begistries; 
can  any  estimate  be  formed  as  to  the 
proportion  of  the  Vote  for  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  attributable  to  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law; 
can  any  estimate  be  formed  of  the  total 
net  cost  after  allowing  for  stamps  and 
other  extra  receipts  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Civil  Law ;  and,  whether,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  stamps  and 
extra  receipts  in  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  more  than 
pay  the  cost  of  administering  that  branch 
of  judicature,  he  will  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  appointing  an  additional  Judge  of 
that  Division  ? 

The  SECEETARY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  District  Registries  of 
the  Probate  Division  are  by  statute 
attached  to,  and  under  the  control  of, 
the  High  Court  of  Judicature.  They 
exist  primarily  for  the  purpose  of  safe- 
guarding the  transmission  of  property 
by  will,  and  not  for  revenue  purposes 
The  fees  taken  are  not  paid  to  the  In- 
land Revenue,  but  form  part  of  the  fee 
receipts  of  the  High  Court;  and  the 
cost  of  maintenance  of  the  District 
Registries  appears  to  be  properly 
chargeable  to  the  same  Yoto  as  that 
of  all  other  Administrative  Depart- 
ments of  the  Court.  Bankruptcy  work 
in  the  County  Courts  is  performed  by 
the  Court  Registrars ;  and  their  re- 
muneration for  this  work,  and  the  office 
and  other  expenses  connected  with  it,  is 
debited  to  the  bankruptcy  account,  and 
not  to  that  for  the  Supreme  Court.  The 
item  of  £17,650  in  the  Vote  for  the 
Supreme  Court  includes  the  following 
charges  connected  with  the  District  Pro- 
bate Registries: — Works  and  repairs, 
£700 ;  cleaning,  lighting,  and  miscella- 
neous, £1,*^00;  furniture,  £100;  rents, 
£930— total,  £3,030.  It  is  not  possible 
accurately  to  distinguish  the  proportions 
of  the  Supreme  Court  Vote,  or  of  the 
net  cost  attributable  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  and  Civil  Law  re- 
spectively. I  am  not  aware  that  the 
stamps  and  extra  receipts  of  the 
Chancery  Division  do  more  than  pay  the 
cost  of  administering  that  branch  of 
judicature.  In  answer  to  the  last  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  am  placing  on 
the  Table  to-day  a  Notice  of  a  Resolu- 
tion for  the  appointment  of  an  additional 
Judge. 
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THE    TOLERATION     ACT  —  NONCON- 
FORMISTS    IN    YORKSHIRE. 

Mr.  HANDEL  C08SHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  leading  article 
in  The  Echo  of  the  15th  of  March,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that,  at  Harewood 
and  Dunkeswick,  in  Yorkshire,  the 
Wesleyan  Methodists  are  not  allowed 
by  the  Earl  of  Harewood  to  hold  their 
Service  during  Church  hours;  are  not 
allowed  to  administer  the  Sacraments; 
and  are  not  allowed  to  hold  a  Sunday 
School;  whether  such  conditions  are 
consistent  with  the  terms  of  the  Tolera- 
tion Act  and  the  religious  rights  of 
Nonconformists ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment see  their  way  to  take  any  steps 
to  secure  religious  liberty  in  the  villages 
named  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Mattuews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Earl  of  Harewood  that 
the  Wesleyan  Chapel  at  Harewood  is 
held  at  a  nominal  rent  under  an  agree- 
ment, dating  more  than  70  years  back, 
subject  to  the  conditions  described  in 
the  Question.  There  never  has  been  a 
Wesleyan  Chapel  at  Dunkeswick;  and 
I  am  informed  that  the  present  arrange- 
ment, by  which  meetings  are  held  by 
leave  of  the  farmers  or  householders,  is 
considered  sufficient  by  the  Wesleyan 
inhabitants  of  that  parish.  I  cannot 
give  an  opinion  as  to  the  legal  validity 
of  the  agreement  under  which  tho 
chapel  at  Harewood  is  held;  but  the 
Earl  of  Harewood  thinks  the  questions 
which  have  arisen  can  be  satisfactorily 
settled  between  him  and  his  neighbours 
on  the  spot,  and  he  is  communicating 
directly  with  them  for  that  purpose,  so 
that  I  hope  all  cause  of  complaint  may 
be  removed. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  asked,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  seen  the 
correspondence  between  the  President 
of  the  Wesleyan  Conference  and  the 
Earl  of  Harewood,  in  which,  the  Con- 
ference having  called  attention  to  cer- 
tain facts,  the  Earl  of  Harewood  sim- 
ply acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the 
letter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  could  not  say  that 
he  had  seen  the  correspondence.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  a  news- 
paper had  been  sent  him  which  contained 
some  correspondence  in  it. 
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IRISH  LAND  CO^IMISSION-SUB-COM- 
MISSIONS  IN  LONGFORD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  will  a 
Sub-Oommission  sit  to  fix  fair  rents  in 
County  Longford;  in  how  many  cases 
have  the  Land  Commission  transferred 
originating  notices  from  the  County 
Court  to  Sub-Commissions  since  August 
last;  has  this  involved  gpreat  delay  in 
the  hearings ;  are  these  transfers  made 
for  the  landlords^  as  a  matter  of  course, 
despite  the  objections  of  tenants ;  can 
he  now  state  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment as  to  appointing  at  once  a  Sub- 
Commission  for  every  L^ish  county,  so 
that  the  operation  of  the  eviction  notices, 
which  delay  favours,  may  to  some  extent 
be  met ;  and,  will  the  Coimty  Longford 
Sub-Commission  sit  in  Granard,  in  order 
to  shorten  the  distances  tenants  have  to 
come? 

The  PARLLiMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  a  date  has  not  yet  been  fixed 
for  the  next  Sub-Commission  sitting  in 
the  County  Longford.  The  number  of 
cases  transferred  in  that  county  from 
the  County  Court  to  the  Land  Com- 
mission from  September  1,  1887,  to 
March  17,  1888,  was  20.  Great  delay 
does  not  appear  to  have  been  involved 
thereby.  Transfers  are  not  made  as  a 
matter  of  course.  The  practice  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  in  regard  to  them 
is  clearly  expressed  in  their  Rules. 
Each  application  for  transfer  must  be 
supported  by  an  affidavit  that  it  is  not 
made  for  the  sake  of  delay;  and  the 
opposite  party  is  given  an  opportunity 
of  showing  any  grounds  whereby  the 
transfer  could  be  unreasonable.  As  to 
the  last  paragraph  but  one,  the  Govern- 
ment are  anxiously  considering  what 
improvement,  if  any,  can  be  made,  so 
as  to  deal  efficiently  with  the  formidable 
mass  of  arrears.  In  consequence  of  the 
difference  in  the  tize  of  the  counties,  it 
would  be  manifestly  impossible  to  have 
a  Court  sitting  for  every  county  in  Ire- 
land. The  Commissioners  state  it  has 
always  been  the  custom  of  the  Sub- 
Commission  to  have  a  sitting  in  Granard ; 
and  they  see  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
they  will  depart  £rom  that  practice. 
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I  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Might  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  if  the 
Land  Commissioners  have  given  any 
reason  why  a  Sub-Commission  has  not 
sat  in  Longford,  and  why  the  people  of 
Longford  are  to  be  delayed  any  more 
than  any  other  county  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  do  not 
think,  as  far  as  I  am  informed,  that 
there  has  been  any  unreasonable 
delay. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  aware  that  a 
Sub -Commission  has  not  sat  in  this 
county  for  12  months,  while  the  people 
are  anxiously  awaiting  it,  and  numbers 
of  eviction  notices  have  been  served  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  am 
aware,  from  personal  knowledge,  that 
the  Sub-Commission  has  sat  in  Long- 
ford within  such  a  remote  period. 


FISHERIES  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)— 
REGULATION  OF  FISHERIES  IN 
MORECAMBE  BAY. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH 
(Derbyshire,  W.)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  bring  in 
a  Bill,  during  the  present  Session,  for 
the  preservation  and  regulation  of  the 
shell  fish  and  other  fisheries  in  More- 
cambe  Bay  and  the  Estuary  of  tho 
Duddon  ? 
THEPRESIDENT(Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  I  have  now  under 
consideration  proposals  for  the  regula- 
tion of  the  English  Coast  Fish e;*ies  within 
territorial  limits ;  and  if  I  should  find 
that  they  would  be  likely  to  receive  the 
support  of  hon.  Members  representing 
the  constituencies  affected  by  them  I  may 
be  able  to  propose  legislation  on  the 
subject  this  Session ;  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  legislate  for  tho  particular  dis- 
trict alono  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
refers 

Mr.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) 
asked,  how  it  was  possible  for  Members 
representing  seaside  constituencies  to 
know  tho  provisions  of  this  Bill  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
have  been  in  communication  with  some 
hon.  Members  on  this  subject,  and  I  ex- 
pect before  long  to  receive  a  deputation 
from  them.  I  shall  be  able  to  answer 
any  Questions'on  the  subject  better  after 
I  know  what  they  desire. 
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Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
naked  the  Lord  Advocate,  whether  the 
Scotch  Department  iateaded  to  legiel&te 
this  Session  vitb  regard  to  the  fisheries 
on  the  coast  of  Scotland  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macookald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities)  asked  for  a  few 
days'  Notice  of  the  Question. 

WAR  OFFICK  (STORES)— SALE  OF 
DISUSED  CLOTHING. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  [Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  disused  clothing  of  the  whole  Army 
(except  in  India)  was,  on  the  occasion  of 
tho  last  contract,  disposed  of  for  three 
years  in  advance,  the  Government  and 
the  contractor  being  both  in  ignorance 
of  tho  real  quantity,  quality,  or  value  of 
the  stores  so  sold;  whether  only  two 
firms  were  permitted  to  tender ;  whether 
the  whole  quantity,  of  the  value  of  about 
£50,000,  was  included  in  one  contract, 
and  tho  opportunity  of  competing  thus 
strictly  limited  to  very  large  firms ; 
whether,  at  the  Admiralty  sale  by 
public  auction  at  Deptford  last  month, 
trousers  similar  to  those  sold  in  the 
above  contract  at  9d.  fetched  6f.  Gd.,  red 
Kersey  tunics  similarly  sold  at  6}^. 
fetched  U.  2d.  to  It.  11^.,  and  leggings 
sold  by  contract  at  Sd.  fetched  8rf. ; 
whether  this  contract  expires  during 
this  month,  and  what  steps  have  been 
taken  as  to  a  new  contract ;  and, 
whether  he  will  undertake  that,  in 
future,  the  system  of  speculative  sales 
in  advance  shall  be  discontinued,  and 
the  contracts  for  disused  stores  shall  be 
made  by  open  competition,  and  in  such 
smaller  quantities  as  to  make  competi- 
tion possible  ? 

Tub  financial  SEGEETAET, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodriok) 
(Surrey,  Quildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Clothing  which  has  been  worn  for  the 
regulated  period  is  disposed  of  under  a 
coutract  made  for  three  years.  There  is 
sufBoient  knowledge  derived  from  expe- 
rience of  quantity  and  quality  to  enable 
both  the  Departments  and  the  contrac- 
tor to  moke  a  forecast  for  that  period. 
Boots  are  disposed  of  separately ;  but 
all  other  articles  of  clothing  are  thrown 
together  into  one  contract.  The  con- 
tract was  publicly  advertised,  and  three 
firms  tendered.  The  prices  obtained 
for  some  small  lots  sold  by  the  Ad- 
miralty were  as  stated  in  the  Question; 
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but  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the 
condition  of  tho  garments  sold  was  not 
far  superior  to  that  of  Army  clothing. 
The  contractor  collects  the  garments 
from  all  the  stations  at  home  and 
abroad ;  and  the  contracts  axe  made 
with  one  contractor  for  all  the  gar- 
ments to  avoid  the  labour  and  expense 
of  local  contracts,  and  to  secure  that 
neither  blue  nor  scarlet  garments  shall 
be  disposed  of  as  garments  in  the 
United  Kingdom  except  to  bands  and 
other  recognized  bodies.  The  contract 
now  expiring  will  be  renewed  by  public 
competition,  and  greatcoats  will  pro- 
bably be  made  tho  subject  of  a  separate 
contract. 

LAND  PURCOASE  ([RELAND)  ACT,  ISS.i  - 
THE  SKINNERS'  ESTATE, 
CO.  LONDONDEHRY. 
Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
clifi'e)    asked    Mr.    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  two  circular  letters  ad- 
dressed to  the  tenants  of  the  Skinners' 
Estate,    County    Londonderry,    urging 
them  to  purchase   their  holdings,  and 
containing  the  following  sentenoes: — 
"  Qentlemen, 
"  It   is  necoMaty   that   you   should   deoido 
finally,  and  at  once,  whether  you  ivill  purchiue 
tha  fee-aimpla  of  your  holdiiigB  *  *  *  I  shall 
assume  that  thosa  who  do  not  purchase  on  one 
or  other  uf  thosa  days  hava  decided  to  remain 
as  tanants,  and  I  shall,  on  the  22nd  instant, 
return  their  names  to  Mr.  Young,  so  that  ho 
may  collect  tha  arrears  of  rent  from  them. 
"  Yours  faithtully, 

"  K.  H.  Todd. 
"  Londondon-y,  12th  Fob.  188S." 

"Londonderry,  iSth  Feb.  1S88. 
"  Qentlemen, 
•  •  ■  •  I'the   Company   have   decided    not 
to  chango  tho  terms  and  to  collect   the   ronta 
Irom    non- purchasing    tenants    without    do 
lay  •  •  ■  • 

"YoarB  truly, 

"R.  H.Todd." 
And,  whether  he  will  refuse  to  sanctioa 
advances  of  pubho  money  to  complete 
purchases  of  holdings  whenever  it  ap- 
pears that  pressure  has  been  used  to 
induce  tenants  to  buy,  either  by  a  threat 
to  collect  rents  from  "non-purchasing 
tenants  without  delay,"  or  by  the  issue 
of  ejectment  notices  for  the  recovery  of 
arrears  in  oases  where  there  has  been  no 
opportunity  of  recent  adjudication  of  the 
rents  in  the  LandOonrtsf 
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The  OHANOELLOR  oftheEXOHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  GbsoHSN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  No  advances  have 
been  made  to  tenants  for  the  purchase 
of  their  holdings  on  the  Skinners'  Oom- 
pany's  Estates  since  December  last,  six 
weeks  before  the  earliest  of  Mr.  Todd's 
letters.  Whenever  the  Land  Oommis- 
BLon  sanction  advance  they  g^ve  the  pur- 
chasing tenant  a  month  in  which  to 
apply  for  a  stay  of  proceedings  on  any 
ground;  and  they  never  make  an  ad- 
vance unless  they  are  satisfied  that  the 
agreement  of  purchase  has  not  been 
entered  into  imder  duress  or  obtained  by 
threats.  They  are  strongly  opposed  to 
any  unfair  pressure  being  put  on  tenants 
to  induce  thom  to  purchase. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  he  considers  the  issuing  of  a  writ 
against  a  tenant  and  the  placing  of  it  in 
the  Sheriff's  hands  is  duress  ? 

Mr.  GOSGHEN:  I  should  think 
that  that  might  come  under  the  term 
''duress;"  but  I  am  not  aware  that 
in  this  case  to  which  I  have  called  atten- 
tion there  has  been  anything  of  the  kind, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
observe  that  no  advance  has  been  made 
since  December. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Then  1  can 
inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  have  decided  that 
the  state  of  things  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred was  not  duress. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order ! 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL-^ 
PENSIONS  TO  NATIONAL  SCHOOL 

TEACUEliS. 
Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
(for  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, If  he  will  state  how  the  Fund,  now 
amounting  to  about  £1,330,000,  appro- 
priated from  the  Church  Surplus  for  the 
provision  of  pensions  to  National  School 
Teachers  in  Ireland,  will  be  affected  by 
the  proposed  scheme  of  Conversion  of 
the  Three  per  Cent  Debt  ? 

Thb  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Of  the  total  sum  of 
£1,330,000  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, £1,300,000  is  a  book  debt  due  by 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  to  the  Fund, 
upon  which  they  are  bound,  by  the  Act 
of  1879,  to  j^ay  interest  to  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  at  the  rate  of  3  per  I 


cent,  so  long  as  it  remains  outstanding, 
out  of  the  Church  Ee venues.  The  small 
sum  remaining  is  invested  in  the  names 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners 
in  various  Stocks.  Any  conversion 
must  be  limited  to  this  sum,  and  its 
effect  on  the  income  of  the  Fund  would 
be  trifling. 

POST  OFFICE— OFFICIALS  AT  POLITI- 
CAL MEETINGS. 

Mr.  D,  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  S.) 
(for  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  Mr.  J.  F.  Wight,  of  the 
Money  Order  Department,  General  Post 
Office,  presided  at  a  political  meeting  of 
the  Primrose  League,  in  the  Lecture 
Hall,  St.  Aubyn  Head,  Upper  Norwood, 
at  which,  among  others  present  upon 
the  platform,  were  the  hon.  Members 
for  Croydon,  Norwood,  Dulwich,  East 
Bradford,  &c. ;  and,  whether  members 
of  the  Post  Office  stafl',  who  belong  to 
other  Political  Associations,  will  be 
allowed  a  similar  liberty  ? 

The  POSTMASTER GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Mr. 
Wight  did  preside  at  the  meeting 
of  the  25th  of  February.  Shortly 
afterwards  he  informed  me  that  ho  had 
resigned  his  position  on  the  Primrose 
League  as  EuUng  Councillor.  There  is 
a  well-known  Hule  of  the  Post  Office 
which  forbids  Postmasters  from  taking 
part  in  election  or  other  active  political 
meetings,  although  the  same  Bule  does 
not  apply  with  the  same  force  to  the 
actions  of  other  persons  in  the  Service 
in  localities  where  they  are  not  engaged 
on  duty.  I  think  the  practice  is  cer- 
tainly one  which  should  be  discouraged. 

TORQUAY    HARBOUR    AND    DISTRICT 
ACT,  1886— THE  SALVATION  ARMY. 

Mtt.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditcb, 
Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  had  under  consideration  the  case  of 
a  number  of  members  of  the  Salvation 
Army,  ratepayers  and  inhabitants  of 
Torquay,  at  present  suffering  imprison- 
ment for  marching  in  procession  with 
music  on  various  Sundays  to  their  place 
of  worship  ;  whether  the  offence  of  these 
men  is  any  offence  at  Common  Law,  or 
whether  it  is  an  offence  created  by  a 
clause  of  *'The  Torquay  Harbour  and 
District  Act,   1886  j^'   whether  he  ha^ 
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received  a  Memorial  from  these  meo, 
stating — 

*'  We  have  been  accostomed  to  witness  and 
take  part  in  saoh  marches  ever  since  the  Salva- 
tion Army  was  established  in  this  town  six  years 
ago,  and  we  were  never  threatened  with  punish- 
ment for  so  doing  till  the  enactment  of  the  Tor- 
quay Harbour  and  District  Act  ;*' 

whether  they  further  stated  that — 

"  We  never  heard  of  any  proposal  to  insert  in 
the  said  Act  a  clause  prohibiting  such  marches, 
and  do  not  believe  that  any  notice  of  such  clause 
was  given  to  the  ratepayers  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act ; " 

and  that — 

*'  In  marching  with  music  to  our  place  of  wor- 
ship we  act^from  a  conscientious  conviction  of 
our  duty  to  God,  and  to  those  who  are  by  such 
marches  only  inducoil  to  attend  our  place  of 
worship,  and  who  would,  were  such  marches 
discontinued,  attend  no  place  of  worship  at  all;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  miti- 
gate the  sentence  passed  on  these  men. 

The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  this  case  has  been  under  my  con- 
sideration. The  offence  was  against  the 
Torquay  Harbour  Act,  1886,  s.  38.  I 
have  received  a  Memorial  containing 
the  words  quoted.  There  have  been  for 
two  years  past  numerous  prosecutions 
in  Torquay  under  the  section  referred 
to.  In  the  earlier  cases  the  summonses 
were  withdrawn,  on  the  understanding 
that  the  offence  would  not  be  repeated. 
In  later  cases  fines  have  been  imposed, 
the  magistrates  conceiving  that  they 
were  bound  to  enforce  the  law,  while 
the  defendants  conceived  that  it  is  their 
conscientious  duty  to  disobey  it.  In  the 
case  under  consideration  the  defendants 
were  sentenced  to  pay  fines,  and  went 
to  prison  in  default  of  payment — nine 
of  them  for  a  fortnight,  which  will  end 
on  Thursday  next,  and  six,  who  had 
been  previously  convicted  of  the  same 
offence,  for  a  month.  These  sentences 
were  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ma- 
gistrates, and  do  not  appear  to  have 
been  excessive.  There  is,  moreover,  a 
right  of  appeal,  which]^^has  not  been 
exercised.  Much  as  I  regret  that  the 
defendantsTshouldihave  placed  them- 
selves in  collision  with  the  law,  I  do  not 
feel  justified  in  interfering  with  the 
sentences. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  asked  whether,  when 
this  Act  (which  was  a  private  Act)  was 
passed,  the  attention^of  the  House  was 
called  by  the  Committee  to  whioh  the 


Bill  was  referred  specially  to  this  new 
legislation.  He  asked  this  Question, 
because  for  some  years  he  had  the 
honour  of  being  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  which  Police  and  Sanitary 
Bills  were  referred,  and  they  declined 
to  insert  what  were  called  the  Salvation 
Army  Clauses.  When  the  subsequent 
Committee  reversed  that  judgment,  was 
the  attention  of  the  House  called  to  the 
point  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Of  that  I  am  not 
aware.  I  looked  this  morning  at  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee.  I  think 
Lord  Basing  was  Chairman  on  that  par- 
ticular Bill.  The  clause,  as  originally 
proposed,  was  different  in  form  to  that 
which  the  Memorialists  alluded  to.  It 
was  a  clause  giving  the  Local  Board 
power  to  prohibit  processions  on  any 
day,  and  also  power  to  perlnit  them. 
The  Committee  refused  to  allow  the 
clause  in  that  shape,  saying  that  they 
had  well  considered  the  subject  on  the 
Hastings  Bill;  and  they  consequently 
gave  the  Local  Board  the  clause  abso- 
lutely prohibiting  noisy  processions  on 
Sundays.  Whether  it  was  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  House  specially  I 
do  not  know. 

Mr.  BARRAN  (York,  W.R.,  Otley) 
inquired,  whether  the  Act  of  Parliament 
in  question  applied  to  the  Sunday 
parades  of  Volunteers  with  their  bands? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  think  there  is 
a  clause  whioh  specially  exempts  bodies 
of  a  military  character. 

ADMINISTRATION    OP    THE     NAVY- 
CAPTAIN  HALL,  DIRECTOR  OP 
NAVAL  INTELLIGENCE. 

Lord  CHARLES  BERESFORD 
(Marylebone,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  considering 
the  valuable  evidence  which  Captain 
Hall,  the  Director  of  Naval  Intelligence, 
could  give  concerning  the  present  orga- 
nization for  war,  he  will  insure  that 
Captain  Hall  can  be  called  before  the 
Royal  Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the 
Administration  of  the  Navy,  whether  he 
is  in  command  of  a  ship  or  not  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Gkorqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
Royal  Commission  must  necessarily  be 
the  only  judges  of  the  evidence  they  re- 
quire to  fulfil  the  duties  imposed  on 
them ;  and  the  Admiralty  will  be  glad 
to  assist  them  in  any  way  they  can  by 
obtaining  for  them  such  informatioxu 
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Whether  they  call  before  them  the  Head 
of  the  Naval  Intelligence  Department 
is  a  matter  which  must  entirely  be  left 
to  their  discretion. 

WALES— THE  TITHE  AGITATION- 
DISTURBANCES  IN  ANGLESEY. 

Mr.  J.  BRYN  EOBERTS  (Carnar- 
vonshire,  Eifion)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Beport  received  by  him  from  the  Ohief 
Constable  of  Anglesey  as  to  the  alleged 
tithe  disturbances  in  that  county  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  This 
Report  contains  matter  of  a  confidential 
nature  which  I  should  not  be  justified 
in  disclosing.  I  must,  therefore,  decline 
to  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

TX)CAL  GOVERN^IENT  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND)—PAYMENTS  TO  ROAD  CON- 
TRACTORS—TIPPERARY,  N.R. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
moneys  earned  by  the  road  contractors 
in  the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of 
Tipperary  for  a  period  of  eight  months 
came  due  at  the  recent  Assizes  at  Nenagh 
on  the  5  th  and  6th  instants,  when,  as 
usual,  cheques  for  payment  should  be 
issued ;  whether  these  contractors,  num- 
bering over  500,  mostly  poor  men,  are 
yet  unpaid  ;  whether  many  of  them 
reside  at  a  distance  of  20  miles  from 
Nenagh,  where  they  have  had  to  come 
applying  for  their  money ;  and,  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that  this 
is  owing  to  the  neglect  of  ^*  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  and  Peace  "  in  not  signing 
the  cheques  duly  certified  for;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  have  instructions 
issued  to  that  official  to  have  the  pay- 
ments made  without  further  delay  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Question  had  been  referred  to 
Ireland  for  report,  and  the  Report  had 
not  yet  been  received.  He  had  tele- 
graphed again  for  the  information,  and 
for  an  explanation  as  to  the  reason  for 
the  delay. 

HAYTI-IMPRISONMENT  OP  MR. 

COLES. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
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Bury,  Whether,  owing  to  the  great, 
although  unavoidable,  delay  in  the 
Foreign  Office  in  printing  the  unop- 
posed Correspondence  in  connection  with 
the  imprisonment  of  Mr.  Coles,  a  British 
subject,  in  Hayti,  he  will  afEord  facili* 
ties  for  a  brief  discussion  on  the  subject 
after  Easter,  as  soon  as  the  Correspond- 
ence is  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  regret  I  aui 
not  in  a  position  to  promise  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  facilities  he  asks 
for. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  said,  that  he 
should  call  attention  to  the  matter  on 
the  Diplomatic  Vote. 

PARLIAMENT -ELIGIBILITY      OF 
FOREIGN    AGENTS. 

Mb.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  re- 
ference to  the  statement  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  is  the  Consul 
General  for  the  Transvaal  Republic, 
Whether  it  is  competent  for  the  autho« 
rized  and  paid  Agent  of  a  Foreign  State 
to  sit  and  vote  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am  informed 
that  there  is  no  Statute  or  Rule  of  the 
House  which  disqualifies  Members  from 
sitting  in  this  House  by  reason  of  their 
being  the  authorized,  or  even  the  paid 
Agents  of  Foreign  States.  I  admit  that 
such  a  position  would  be  somewhat  incon- 
gruous ;  but  I  am  informed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  him* 
self  that  his  position  as  Consul  General 
is  purely  honorary,  and  that  he  receives 
no  pay  whatever.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  think  there  is  nothing 
that  calls  for  the  attention  of  the  House. 

REVISED  EDITION  OF  THE  STATUTES 
—PUBLICATION. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Statute 
Law  Revision  Bill  (House  of  Lords), 
and  the  Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses 
Bill  (House  of  Lords),  being  sent  to  the 
Commons  on  an  early  day,  the  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  pass  those 
measures  Into  law  before  the  Easter 
Recess,  so  as  to  enable  the  Statute  Law 
Committee  to  proceed  with  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Revised  Edition  of  the 
Statutes? 
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The  FIBST  LOED(Mp.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Sttaad,  Westminster) :  With  the  as- 
sistance of  the  House,  the  QoTern- 
mont  vill  ho  glad  to  see  the  Sta- 
tute Lav  BeTiBion  Bill  and  the 
Moitmain  and  Oharltable  Uses  Bill 
passed  before  Easter,  bo  that  the  Ee- 
visod  Edition  of  tho  Statutes  can  he 
published  with  the  least  possible  delay. 

PUBLIC  TRUSTEE  BILL. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINOENT  (Sheffield, 
Oentral)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  two  Bills  have  been  intraduced  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Public  or  OfGcial 
Trustee,  and  that  one  or  more  Com- 
panies hare  been  formed  in  anticipation 
of  reoeiving  legislative  authority  to 
undertake  trusts  and  Executorships,  Her 
Majesty's  (Jovemment  will  consent  to 
the  second  reading  pro  fcrmd  of  the 
Public  Trustee  BiO,  and  subsequently 
to  refer  the  whole  matter  to  a  Select 
Committee?' 

The  FIBST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Government  have  no  objection  to  the 
second  reading,  pro/ormd,  of  the  Public 
Trustee  Bill,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  must  understand  that  the 
Qovemment  give  no  expression  of  ap- 
proval of  any  part  of  the  Bill. 

TITHE  RENT  CHAEOE-LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  H.  QAEDNEB  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  inform  the 
House  when  the  Bill  relating  to  the 
levying  of  tithe,  mentioned  in  the  Qra- 
oious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  will  be 
introduced  into  Parliament ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  will  be  introduced  ia  this  House 
or  in  "  another  place?" 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  is 
hoped  that  the  Bill  will  be  introduced 
in  the  House  of  Lords  before  Easter. 

THE   METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF 
WORKS. 

Mr.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  he 
proposes  to  introduce  the  Bill  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  past  action  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works? 

VOL.  OOCXXIIL     Lthibd  BREnsa.] 


The  FIEST  LOED  {Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  an  Address  had  been  presented  to 
Her  Majesty  fur  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  on  this  subject,  and 
Her  Majesty  had  been  advised  to  ex- 
press  her  approval.  Therefore,  the 
Eoyal  Commission  would  certainly  be 
issued. 

BD8INE8S  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Johk  Morlet  (New- 
castle-upon-Tyne), 

The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  TBBA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  of  course,  recognize 
the  necessity  of  proceeding,  in  the  first 
instance,  with  the  Consolidated  Fund 
(No.  1)  Bill  and  the  National  Debt 
(Conversion)  Bill,  which  would  probably 
occupy  Thursday.  After  that  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  take  a  stage  of 
the  Bill  relating  to  the  salary  of  the 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  which,  after 
the  repeated  discussions  that  had  taken 
place,  ought  not  to  take  long.  That 
would  be  followed  by  the  Criminal  Evi- 
dence Bill,  and  two  or  three  other  Bills 
of  minor  importance,  including  the  West- 
minster Abbey  Bill.  If  possible,  also, 
the  Speaker  would  be  moved  out  of  the 
Chair  for  Committee  of  Supply  on  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  on  Thursday. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) :  What  will  the  Business  for 
next  week  be  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  the  state  of 
Business  will  permit,  we  propose  to  rise 
for  the  Easter  Recess  after  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday. 

Mb.  J,  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked,  whether  the  Employers' 
Liability  Att  (18BD)  Amendment  Bill 
would  be  proceeded  with  on  Monday? 

Tna  8ECEETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  will  take  precedence 
on  Monday;  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  will  be  possible  to 
bring  on  the  Bill  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— POOR  LAW   GUARDIAK8. 
Mr.   BEOADHUEST  (Nottingham, 

W.)  asked.  Whether  it  was  tho  inten- 
3  M 
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tion  of  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  take  any  steps  during 
the  present  Session  to  assimilate  the 
property  qualification  of  Poor  Law 
Guardians  with  that  of  the  new  County 
Councils  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  We 
have  no  measure  of  that  kind  in  con- 
templation. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1887-MR.  P.  O'BRIEN,  M.P. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  was  true  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  refused, 
through  Mr.  Burke,  Sessional  Crown 
Solicitor  for  Roscommon,  to  consent  to 
adjourn  the  hearing  of  the  appeal  of 
tho  hon.  Member  for  North  Monaghan 
against  a  sentence  of  four  months  with 
hard  labour  under  the  Criminal  Law 
and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  from  tho 
22nd  to  the  24th  or  26th  instant,  on  tho 
grounds  that  euoh  adjournment  would 
inoonvenienoe  counsel  for  the  Crown; 
and,  whether  he  could  now  say  that  the 
hearing  would  be  adjourned  to  allow  the 
hon.  Member  to  take  part  in  the  debate 
and  Division  on  the  Arrears  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  Mr 
Parnell)  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  just  received  a  telegram 
which  he  hoped  would  enable  him  to 
supplement  the  answer  which  he  had 
prepared  ;  but,  unfortunately,  it  did  not. 
As  he  understood  the  facts,  it  was  not 
accurate  to  say  that  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  had  refused  the  application 
of  the  solicitor  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  on  the  ground  that 
such  an  adjournment  would  be  incon- 
venient to  the  counsel  for  the  Crown. 
The  grounds  on  which  the  application 
was  refused  primarily  and  principally 
was  that  the  Judge  had  himself  fixed  a 
long  time  ago  to  try  criminal  cases  in 
the  Athlone  Division  on  the  27th,  so 
that  it  was  impossible  to  begin  a  trial, 
which  would  probably  take  two  days, 
on  the  26th.  There  was  a  second  rea- 
son ;  but  that  second  reason  was  not  the 
inoonvenieDce  of  the  Crown  counsel,  but 
the  public  inconvenience  that  would 
arise  either  from  a  change  of  the  coun- 
sel in  the  middle  of  the  trial,  or  from 
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removing  the  gentleman  who  was  the 
Crown  Counsel,  as  the  adjournment 
would  prevent  him  from  attending  cer- 
tain very  important  murder  cases  to  bo 
tried  in  another  county  on  the  27th. 
He,  therefore,  fully  concurred  in  the 
course  which  tho  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  taken;  and  he  could  not 
see  how  the  Attorney  General  could 
have  consented  to  the  particular  post- 
ponement that  was  required ;  but  he  had 
telegraphed  over  a  suggestion  that  the 
trial  should  be  postponed  until  Thurs- 
day afternoon,  so  as  to  give  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Mona- 
ghan the  opportunity  of  voting  on  the 
Bill  referred  to,  and  of  returning  to  Ire- 
land  in  time  for  the  trial  on  Thursday 
afternoon.  He  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
expressed  the  hope  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  if  such  a  course 
were  possible  he  would  communicate 
himscli  to  the  hon.  Member  by  tele* 
granh. 

M0TI0N8. 


EMIGRATION   AND   IMMIGRATION 
(FOREIGNERS). 

NOMINATION  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emi- 
gration and  Immigration  (Foreigners) 
do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members." — 
{Captain  Colomh.) 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen.  E.) 
complained  that  there  was  no  Scotch 
Representative  on  the  proposed  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  objected  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  unless  there  were  a 
Labour  Hepresentative  upon  it.  He 
moved  that  the  number  should  be  19. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  Seventeen,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  "  Nineteen." — {Mr.  Fenwick.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  Seventeen '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.)  pointed  out  that  the  number 
of  Members  constituting  the  Committee 
did  not  rest  with  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion.  If  the  hon.  Member  was  dis- 
satisfied be  should  confer  with  the  Whips 
of  his  own  Party, 
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8m  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  thought  the  demand  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  a  most  reasonable  demand, 
which  the  Goremment  should  desire  to 
meet. 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  concerned,  they  had  not  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  *^  That  the  word  '  Nineteen ' 
be  there  inserted,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  Emigration  and  Immigration 
(Foreigners)  do  consist  of  Nineteen 
Members. 

Mr.  speaker  intimated  that  Notice 
must  be  given  of  the  two  additional 
names  of  Members  proposed  to  be  added 
to  the  Oommittee. 

The  Committee   was  accordingly  nominated 
of, — Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Captain  Co-  j 
lomb,  Baron  Henry  Do  "Worms,  Mr.  Fergusson,  I 
Dr.  Fox,  Mr.  Heneage,  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle-  ' 
worth,  Mr.  William   Lowther,  Mr.  Mnrriott, 
Mr.  Montagu,  Sir  William  Pearce,  Baron  de 
Rothschild,  Mr.  Seton*Karr,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith, 
Mr.  John  Talbot,  and  Dr.  Tanner,  with  power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

PUBLIC  WOBSHIP  FACILITIES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Salt,  a  Bill  to  provide 
Facilities  for  the  performance  of  Public  Wor- 
ship, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Salt,  Baron 
Dimsdale,  Mr.  Morrison,  and  Mr.  Whitmore. 

BUlpreteniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  183.] 

PUBLIC   HEALTH   (PREVENTION    OF    INFEC- 
TIOUS DISEASES,    &0.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hastings,  a  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Public  Health  Act,  1875,''  so  as 
to  make  further  provision  for  the  prevention 
of  Infectious  Diseases  ;  and  for  other  purposes, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hastings,  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Francis  Powell,  Mr.  Whar- 
ton, and  Mr.  Hardoastle. 

Binpretented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  1 84  ] 

CLERKS   OF  THE  PEACE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brunner,  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Clerks  of  the  Peace,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Tatton 
Egerton,  Captain  Cotton,  and  Mr.  Walter 
M'Lareu. 

BihpreMnted,  and  read  the  fifst  time.  [Bill  W.] 
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NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 

{Ur,  Courtney,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Jackson.) 

[bill  164.]      COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  tlie  Committee.) 

PAETI. 

Conversion  or    Redemption  of   New 
Three  per  Cent  Stock. 

Clause  1  (Conversion  of  New  Three  per 
Cent  Stock  and  redemption  of  dissentient 
stock  holders). 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  placed  an  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to  insert,  in  the  first  line  of 
page  2,  after  ''  Fart  I."  the  insertion  of 
Clause  2  (Denomination  or  Incidents  of 
New  Stock) ;  at  the  end  thereof,  to  in- 
sert *  *  Part  II.(Conversion'or  Bedemption 
of  New  Three  per  Cent  Stock),"  and  in- 
sert Clause  1 ,  making  it  Clause  2.  Clause 

1,  which  would  then  be  Clause  2,  page 

2,  lines  10  and  1 1,  he  proposed  to  amend 
by  leaving  out  all  after  ''  amount  of," 
and  insert  *Uhe  new  Stock."  He  pro- 
posed to  move  the  postponement  of  the 
clause,  in  order  that  these  Amendments 
might  be  discussed,  and  he  had  to 
apologize  to  the  Committee  for  moving 
Amendments  which  might,  at  first  sight, 
appear  to  be  simply  matters  of  form ; 
but  he  thought  it  would  be  seen  that 
Clause  2  created  new  Stock  which  came 
under  Section  1.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  powers  relating  to  the  creation 
of  new  Stock  ought  to  come  in  the  first 
part  by  themselves,  and  then  the  posi- 
tion in  which  every  description  of  Stock 
stood  would  be  seen  at  once.  He  hoped 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  accept  the  Amendments,  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  be  drawn  in  a  pro- 
per and  logical  way.  There  was,  How- 
ever, something  further.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  enable  all  the  existing 
Stocks  to  be  converted  into  new  Stock. 
But  the  Bill  did  not  provide  for  that, 
seeing  that  it  made  no  provision  for  the 
conversion  of  any  Consols  or  Eeduced 
into  new  Stock,  except  such  as  was  so 
converted  immediately  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  holders.  It  did  not  pro- 
vide for  notice  to  be  ^ven  to  thode 
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holders  of  Consols  and  Eeduced  who  did 
not  accept  the  offer  of  exchanging  their 
present  Stock  for  the  new  Stock  at  once,but 
preferred  to  wait  until  the  expiration  of 
the  12  months'  notice  that  thej'  wore 
entitled  to  before  making  their  election. 
He  had  understood  that  the  object  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  to 
provide  that  these  different  descriptions 
of  Stock  should  come  to  an  end,  and  that 
there  should  be  only  one  new  champion 
Stock.  He  would  therefore  venture  to 
move  the  first  of  his  Amendments. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Couutney) 
(Cornwall,  Bodmin)  pointed  out  that  the 
proper  course  to  take  would  be  to  move 
either  that  the  clause  be  postponed  or 
negatived. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  asked,  in  the 
event  of  Clause  1  being  negatived,  what 
would  be  the  best  course  to  adopt  ? 

The  chairman  said,  the  best 
course  would  be  to  move  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  Clause. 

Me.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  accordingly 
did  80. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  postponed." — {Mr. 
Sydney  Oedge,) 

Mr.  baring  (London)  said,  he 
thought  the  Amendment  was  entirely 
unnecessary,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  press  it. 

GfeE  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George^s, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  thought  the 
view  of  the  hon.  Member  behind  him 
(Mr.  Sydney  Gedgo)  had  been  somewhat 
influenced  by  a  misunderstanding  of  a 
portion  of  the  entire  scheme— namely, 
that  it  related  to  Consols  and  Reduced. 
He  was  sorry  that  he  (Mr.  Goschen)  had 
so  expressed  himself  on  a  former  occa- 
sion as  to  leave  any  possibility  of  doubt 
upon  the  point.  The  Bill  proposed  to 
make  the  immediate  conversion  of  the 
new  Three  per  Cents  compulsory,  and 
that  of  Consols  and  of  Reduced  optional 
on  the  part  of  the  holders.  The  question 
of  notice,  therefore,  did  not  arise  in  re- 
gard to  the  latter.  There  was  no  compul- 
sory conversion  of  Consols  and  Reduced. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Bill  dealt  practi- 
cally in  a  compulsory  form  with  regard 
to  New  Threes,  but  in  a  totally  difiPerent 
form  with  Consols  and  Reduced.  This  ex« 
planationafi'eotod  the  other  Amendments 
which  the  hon.  Member  put  on  the  Paper. 
As  far  as  the  New  Threes  wereconoemed 
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the  Government  had  followed  the  prece- 
dent set  by  Mr.  Goulburnin  18-14,  which 
established  a  compulsory  conversion, 
but  in  regard  to  Consols  and  Reduced 
they  had  followed  the  precedent  set  in 
1884  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers).  He  hoped  that  in  these  cir- 
cumstances the  hon.  Member  would  not 
think  it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  he  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  arose  on  a  general 
Amendment  in  regard  to  the  names  of 
the  Stock,  but  he  wished  to  understand 
what  would  be  the  exact  position  of  the 
new  Stock  that  was  to  be  created,  and 
whether  or  not  existing  Stocks  would 
merge  into  it.  Would  the  existing  Two- 
and-a-Half  or  Two-and-Three-Quarters 
per  Cents  become  one  with  the  new 
Stock  which  was  created  by  the  Bill? 
Would  the  portions  of  the  existing 
Stock,  which  might  be  converted  op- 
tionally, become  one  Stock  under  the 
Bill  ?  Would  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
create  one  single  Stock  which  would 
absorb  all  the  old  Stocks,  the  old  Two- 
and-a-Half.  the  old  Two-and-Three- 
Quarters,  the  new  Two-and-a-Half,  and 
the  new  Two-and-Three-Qaarters,  and 
so  on. 

Mr.  goschen  said,  that  would  not 
be  the  case.  The  new  Stock  would  not 
absorb  all  the  other  Stocks,  because  no 
provision  was  made  in  the  Bill  for  the 
conversion  of  the  old  existing  Two-and- 
a-Half  and  Two-and-Three-Quarters  per 
Cents.  He  thought,  however,  it  would 
be  well  worthy  of  considering  in  the 
future,  when  this  new  Stock  was  once 
established,  whether  it  was  not  desirable 
to  offer  terms  to  the  holders  of  other 
Stocks.  But  he  had  been  of  opinion 
that  it  might  embarrass  the  Bill  if  such 
a  proposal  had  been  contained  in  it,  and 
therefore  there  was  no  provision  of  the 
kind.  If  there  was  a  large  conversion 
of  Consols,  they  would  be  merged  in  the 
new  Stock,  and  it  would  then  be  the  duty 
of  himself  or  any  other  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  give  notice  to  the  out- 
standing portion  of  the  holders  of  Con- 
sols, and  endeavour  either  to  pay  them 
ofl^,  or  to  bring  them  within  the  purview 
of  the  new  Stock.  The  Bill  applied  to 
the  compulsory  conversion  of  the  New 
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And  Ihe  rrceplion  of  Ibnt  kraonnt  of  New 
Slock  shnll  not  be  considered  (o  be  n  cbango  or 
of  investment  by  tbe  holder." 

He  trusted  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  accept  that  Amendment, 
or  othorwiao  great  diSiculties  would  be 
imposed  upon  persons  who  were  ia  the 
poailioD  of  trustees,  and  who  had  no 
power  of  making  a  change  of  iavest- 
meat,  or  who  were  disinclined  to  coiuent 
to  a  change. 

Amendmeot  proposed. 
In  pnga  2,  tins  13,  sXler  Ihe  word  "  Stock," 
to  add  tho  words  "And  tlio  reception  of  that 
nmount  of  Now  Slock  itanll  not  bo  conildered  to 
be  n  ciiango  or  Tsrlntion  of  iaTeitmont  b^  ths 
holder."— (Jfr.Sjtiiwji  Qedge.) 
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Threes  and  to  the  optiooal  conTersion 
of  Oonsola  and  Beduced. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET  said, 
it  was  obviously  inconvenient  to  hare 
different  descriptions  of  Stocks  in  the 
market,  some  of  which  would  be  of  some 
amount.  Judging  from  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  now  stated,  there  would 
be  some  four  or  five  public  Stocks,  some 
of  them  being  of  tne  same  denomina- 
tion, and  yet  separate  and  distinot 
Stocks. 

Mk.  OOSOHEN  said,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  deal  with  the  new  Two-and- 
a-Half  and  the  new  Two-and-Three- 
Quarters  Stock  established  by  tho  right 
hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh 
without  the  consfint  of  tho  holders; 
because  they  were  not  yetredeomable, 
and  the  Qovemmont  could  not  yet  apply 
an;  compulsory  conversion  to  them.  Any 
attempt  to  bring  them  under  this  scheme 
within  the  new  Stock  would  have  to  be 
conducted  on  the  voluntary  principle  of 
offering  them  terms.  He  would  under- 
take to  confer  with  those  who  might  be 
able  to  advise  with  him  on  the  subject 
with  regard  to  terms.  Various  sugges- 
tions had  come  to  him  already  from 
various  quarters ;  but  he  could  say 
nothing  upon  the  mattor  until  he  knew 
what  terms  were  likely  to  be  accepted. 
No  doubt  it  was  iaconveniont  that  the 
Bill  should  increase  the  number  of 
Stocks  by  one ;  but  it  was  only  adding 
to  an  inoonvenionce  which  already 
existed,  seeing  that  there  were  several 
kinds  of  Stock.  If  any  inconvenience 
were  experienced,  lie  would  endeavour 
to  meet  it;  but  be  could  not  undertake  to 


Mb.  SYDNEY  OEDGE  said,  he  had 
got  his  idea  of  the  meaning  of  the  Bill 
not  so  much  from  the  Bill  itself  as  from 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  introducing  it.  As  he  misunderstood 
the  object  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
he  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 
Motion,  by  leave,  Kttkdrawn, 
Mb.  8TDNET  GEDGE  moved  an 
Amendment  to  subsection  1  of  Clause 
1,  to  provide  that  the  holders  of  the  New 
Three  per  Cent  Stock  who  do  not  signify 
diesent  by  the  specified  date,  shall  after- 
wards receive  in  lieu  of  the  amount  of 
New  Three  per  Cents  an  equal  nominal 
amount  of  new  Stock — 


Mb.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth)  sug- 
gested that  there  should  be  an  interpre- 
tation clause  to  provide  that  the  new 
Stock  should  be  distinctly  called  new 
Consols.  He  would  suggest  the  insertion 
of  words  to  that  effect. 

The  OHAIBMAN  pointed  out  that  an 
Amendment  of  that  kind  would  not 
apply  to  the  present  Clause,  but  to  Clause 
2,  Sub-section  (4). 

Mb.  KIMBEE  said,  that  in  Fart  I., 
Sub-section  (1).  the  following  words  oc- 
curred:— "In  this  Act  referred  to  as 
new  Stock."  He  proposed  to  substitute 
for  those  words  "  new  Consols." 

TiiB  CHAIRMAN  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  look  at  Clause  2,  Sub- 
section (4),  he  would  SOB  that  it  referred 
back  to  those  words  "  new  Stock." 

SiE  JOHN  LUBBOCK  [London  Uni- 
versity]  Eisked  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  what  the  effect  of  the 
Amendment  would  be,  as  he  understood 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  to  accept  the 
words  proposed. 

Tun  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EicuAED  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  ex- 
plained that  if  the  Amendment  wa« 
accepted,  it  would  provide  that  the 
holders  of  New  Three  per  Cents  who  did 
not  dissent  would  afterwards  receive  an 
equal  amount  of  new  Stock,  which  would 
be  subjected  to  the  same  conditions  as 
the  old  Stook. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  aided 

Motion  mads,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 
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Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whiteohapel)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
could  not  extend  the  clause,  so  as  to 
include  another  portion  of  the  National 
Debt,  not  a  very  large  portion ,  but 
which,  if  brought  within  the  scheme, 
would  effect  a  saving  of  about  £26,000 
per  annum  to  England.  He  referred  to 
the  Four  per  Cent  Guaranteed  Turkish 
Stock,  originally  £6,000,000,  of  which 
nearly  £4,000,000  were  still  outstand- 
ing. There  might  be  political  considera- 
tions involved  in  the  question,  as  the 
Stock  was  guaranteed  jointly  by  Eng- 
land and  France ;  but  he  thought  that 
the  ingenuity  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  overcome  the  diffi- 
culty, and  that  the  Stock  might  be 
called  in  and  divided  between  the  two 
Governments.  The  interest  now  paid 
upon  this  Stock  seemed  to  him  to  be  an 
extraordinary  interest  to  pay  on  Govern- 
ment security.  By  calling  in  the  bonds 
France  would  save  £7,000  per  annum 
and  England  £26,000.  In  line  11  of 
the  present  clause  the  Government 
took  power  to  give  for  New  Three  per 
Cent  Stock  an  equivalent  amount  of 
the  Stock  to  be  created.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Government  should 
take  power  to  give  £104  of  New  Two- 
and  -  a  -  Half  per  Cent  Stock,  so  as 
to  create  a  fairly  permanent  Stock 
with  an  unchanging  income.  In  his 
opinion,  the  Government  ought  to  take 
power  to  give  a  sufficient  amount  of 
Two-and-a-Half  per  Cents  that  would 
yield  £2  12«.  per  cent,  the  same  as  the 
new  and  varying  Stock  would  yield. 
The  Two-and-a-Half  per  Cent  Stock  was 
really  the  Stock  of  the  future,  in  which 
the  Three  per  Cents  would  eventually 
be  merged,  and  therefore  the  popularity 
of  that  Stock  ought  to  be  maintained, 
and,  if  possible,  increased,  and  its 
market  ought  to  be  widened.  Certainly 
2^  per  cent  was  a  more  convenient  inte- 
rest than  22  per  cent.  There  was  no 
Stock  paying  23  per  cent  outside  the 
United  Kingdom.  In  the  case  of  Hol- 
land, the  Two-and-a-Half  per  Cents 
were  a  much  more  favourite  Stock.  It 
was  even  in  more  favour  than  the 
Three  per  Cent  or  the  Three  -  and  -  a  - 
Half  per  Cent  Stock,  where  there  was 
no  fear  of  redemption,  and  so  far  as 
Two  and  Three  -  Quarters  were  con- 
cerned, they  bore,  as  regards  inte- 
rest,  a  complex  relation  to  all  other 


Stocks.  Two-and-a-half  per  cent  was 
exactly  one  half  of  5.  No  doubt  it  was 
quite  possible,  when  they  were  dealing 
with  fractional  interests,  to  add  one- 
tenth  and  convert  Two-and-a-Half  into 
Two  and  Three-Quarters ;  but  Two  and 
Three- Quarters  was  a  Stock  which  never 
had  a  good  market.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  introducing  the  Bill, 
told  the  House  that  the  banking  com- 
munity preferred  a  Stock  at  2^  per  cent 
to  one  at  2|^.  He  quite  agreed  with 
that  statement,  and  he  also  believed  that 
options  would  tend  to  confuse  the  public 
mind.  In  some  cases  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  invest  in  the  new  Stock,  especi- 
ally when  it  became  necessary  to  settle 
annuities.  He  believed  that  the  public 
would  prefer  Stock  with  a  fixed  yield  for 
35  years,  and  many  persons  in  England 
and  abroad  would  prefer  to  invest  in  the 
New  Two-and-a-Half  Stock,  under  par, 
than  to  invest  in  Stock  which  was  over 
par,  seeing  that  they  would  have  to 
sacrifice  a  certain  portion  of  the  capital 
for  the  benefit  of  those  who  had  a  life 
interest  in  the  security.  He  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
promise  to  provide  some  means  of  amal- 
gamating the  present  Stocks,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  2^  per  cent,  at  very 
nearly  par,  would  constitute  a  real 
champion  Stock.  He  had  no  wish  to 
criticize  the  scheme  of  the  Government 
unfavourably ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
thought  the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  regard  to  the  New 
Three  per  Cents  were  very  reasonable. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  was  making  a 
speech  which  would  have  been  much 
more  appropriately  delivered  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Denominations  and  incidents 
of  new  Stock). 

Sib  GEORGE  BADEN  -  POWELL 
(Liverpool,  Kirkdale),  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  12,  after 
"called,"  to  leave  out  to  "stock,"  in 
line  15,  and  to  insert — 

"  Consolidated  Two  and  Three  -  Quarter 
Founds  per  Cent  Annuities,  until  the  fifth  day 
of  April,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and 
three,  and  thereafter  shall  he  called  Consoli- 
dated Two-and-a-IIalf  Pounds  per  Cent  An- 
nuities;" 

said,  he  believed  that  a  great  majority 
were  in  favour  of  this  smaU  modification. 
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Among  the  many  praotioal  reasons  he 
would  only  mention  three.  It  would 
prevent  the  new  Stock  being  confused 
with  the  Two  and  Three-Quarter  per 
Cent  Stock  created  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh; it  would  obviate  a  change  in 
title  in  15  years;  and  it  would  give  the 
new  Stock  a  right  to  the  time-honoured 
title  of  **  Consols." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  12,  after  "called,"  to  leave 
out  to  *^  stock,"  in  line  16,  and  insert  the  words 
"  Consolidated  Two  and  Three-Qaarter  Pounds 
per  Cent  Annuities,  until  the  fifth  day  of  April, 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  three,  and 
thereafter  shall  he  called  Consolidated  Two-and- 
a-Half  Pounds  per  Cent  Annuities."  —  {Sir 
Oeorge  Baden' Powell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosoHEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  there  was  no  very 
great  difference  between  the  two  titles ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  he  thought  the 
name  which  the  hon.  Member  proposed 
to  give  was  even  more  awkward  than 
the  name  contained  in  tho  Bill.  '^  Two 
and  Three  -  Quarter  Pounds  per  Cent 
Annuities  "  did  not  soem  a  very  simple 
title  for  that  Stock.  As  it  stood  in  the 
Bill  it  was  called  ''  Consolidated  Stock," 
and  that  Consolidated  Stock  would,  he 
hoped,  carry  with  it,  after  a  large  con- 
version had  taken  place,  the  ordinary 
appellation  of  Consols.  He  had  con- 
sulted some  of  the  very  highest  authorities 
in  the  commercial  world  in  regard  to  the 
name,  and  he  was  given  to  understand 
that  they  would  view  with  regret  any 
change  in  the  title  it  was  proposed  to* 
give.  No  doubt  it  was  a  simple  point ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  nearly  all  the 
Notices  which  had  been  issued  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Conversion  Scheme  had 
gone  out  with  the  name  that  appeared  in 
the  Bill,  and  unless  some  strong  reason 
were  shown  for  it  he  should  be  sorry  to 
see  it  changed. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
that  after  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
did  not  suppose  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  pressed;  but  it  did  appear 
to  him  that  the  Bill  should  give  to  the 
Stock  the  title  which  it  would  eventu- 
ally receive.  The  name  contained  in  the 
clause,  ''Two  and  Three-Quarter  Pounds 
per  Cent  Annuities/'  might  be  simple, 


but  it  was  inaccurate  in  fact,  and  he  was 
afraid  it  would  not  be  clearly  understood 
by  a  large  portion  of  the  public  who 
were  interested  in  the  matter.  At  the 
expiration  of  20  years  the  new  Stock 
was  to  be  entitled  only  to  3^  per  cent, 
and  to  call  it  ''Two  and  Three- Quarters 
Stock"  would  give  a  misleading  descrip- 
tion to  the  public  who  desired  to  invest 
in  it.  As  the  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
pointed  out,  it  would  present  to  the  pub- 
lic a  depreciated  idea  of  what  the  credit 
of  the  country  was  worth,  because  it 
would  appear  that  the  market  quotation 
was  the  price  of  a  Stock  carrying  inte- 
rest at  2\  per  cent  throughout;  whereas 
it  was  liable  to  be  reduced  to  2^  per 
cent.  He  had  himself  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  new 
Stock  should  be  called  **New  Consols;" 
but  after  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said,  he  would  refrain 
from  doing  so.  He  was,  however,  of 
opinion  that  that  description  would  have 
covered  any  variation,  and  would  not 
have  misled  anybody. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  that  the  name  by  which 
the  Stock  would  be  known  in  the  market 
would  not  depend  so  much  on  the  word- 
ing of  the  clause,  as  whether  Consols 
were  largely  converted  or  not.  Under 
these  circumstances,  ho  trusted  that  his 
hon.;Friend  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  GEORGE  BADEN- POWELL 
said,  he  was  ready  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
before  the  Committee  parted  with  the 
clause,  to  explain  what  was  proposed 
to  bo  done  with  the  small  amount  of 
Three-and-a-Half  per  Cent  Stock,  to 
which  no'referenoe  had  been  made. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  fully  recog- 
nized the  duty  which  devolved  upon 
the  Government  in  endeavouring  to 
bring  all  these  Stocks  into  one ;  but  it 
would  be  impossible  to  deal  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  either  with  the  Four  per  Cent 
Stock  or  the  Turkish  Guarantee  Stock. 
That  Stock  must  claim  attention  at  the 
proper  time ;  but  before  it  could  be  dealt 
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with  it  vould  be  neoQsaary  to  take  eteps 
for  coQsulting  the  Frencli  GoTemment. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

Olause  3  (Uoda  of  Bignifying  diuent). 

Mr.  SYDNEY  QEDQE  (Stockport), 
in  moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave 
out  Sub-Beotion  [3),  which  provideB — 

"  That  the  tranHfer  of  an j  stock  to  which  s 
^Bsent  relatca  BhiU  bo  subject  to  the  prescribed 
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conditions,  and  eball  ba  entered  i 

of  the  Bank  under  the  same  number  a 

fixed  for  the  stock  vhen  the  dissent  i 


aaid,  his  reason  for  moving  the  omia- 
Bion  of  the  sub-aection  waB  that  tliey 
ware  dealing  with  the  stockholders  who 
diasented  to  the  conversion,  and  would 
he  paid  oS  at  such  times  as  suited  the 
convenience  of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  What  might  happen  was 
tbia — it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
holders  might  nnt  be  paid  off  until  the 
1st  of  August  next  fear,  and  the  fact 
that  they  were  liable  to  be  paid  off 
would  place  them  in  an  embarrassing 
poaition,  seeing  that  they  would  have  to 
hold  Stock  that  was  liablo  to  be  paid 
off.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  holders 
of  such  Stock  ought  not  to  be  interfered 
with  in  reo^ard  to  their  right  of  dealing 
with  it.  A  man  might  hold  £100,000 
worth  of  Stook  and  might  desire  to  sell 
it  bit  by  bit;  but  if  he(Ur.  Oedge)  read 
the  clause  aright,  tbere  could  only  be 
one  transfer  of  that  Stock,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  dealt  with  unconditionally,  but 
suhjeoted  to  some  conditions  to  be  drawn 
ap  by  the  Treasury.  The  suh-seotion 
would,  therefore,  hamper  the  holders  of 
Stock,  and  he  submitted  that  the  Qo- 
Terament  must  eitber  pay  off  the  public 
creditor  or  leave  him  his  rights  until  he 
was  paid  off.  It  would  be  unfair  and 
inconvenient  to  the  holders  of  Stock, 
who  chose  to  be  paid  off  and  not  accept 
the  conversion,  that  they  should  remain 
until  it  suited  the  pleasure  of  the  Qo- 
Tsrnment  to  pay  them  off  hampered  with 
restricted  provisions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  to 
leave  outSub-soction  (3). — [A/r.  Sydmy 
Gtdgt.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  Sub-sec- 
tion (3)  stand  part  of  the  ClauEO." 

The  attorney   GENERAL  (Sir 

BicHABD  Weesteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 

that  if  the  hon.  Member  would  consult 

the  Scbemeof  1844  be  would  find  that 

Mr.  Ootehvn 


ixaotly  the  same  provision  as  this  was 
made,  and  that  it  did  no  harm  to  the 
holders  of  Stock.  There  were  certain 
well-known  rules  applicable  to  the 
bolders  of  Stock  at  the  present  time,  and 
it  waa  considered  desirable,  in  dealing 
with  the  matter,  that  the  bolders  should 
have  no  capricious  right  to  break  up  the 
amount  of  Stock  they  held.  The  Go- 
vernment considered  it  necessary  to 
follow  the  precedent  of  1844,  and  he 
hoped  the  Committee  would  support 
them  in  that  view. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  said,  he  had 
either  fihown  a  grievance  or  be  bad  not 
done  BO.  If  he  bad  shown  a  grievance, 
a  mere  reference  to  a  precedent  set 
4S  years  ago  did  not  cure  it,  and  ha 
considered  that  the  grievance  itself 
ought  to  be  remedied. 

The  CHANCELLORofthkEXCHE- 
QUEK  {Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  pointed  out  that  the 
holder  of  Stock  could  sell  his  Stock  before 
he  acoepfed  the  scheme  of  the  Qovera> 
ment,  and  by  that  means  the  whole  diffi- 
culty would  be  avoided.  Much  incon- 
venience would  arise  if  the  Stock  held  by 
dissentients  was  liable  to  be  split  up  ioto 

number  of  fractions.  If  there  were 
dissentients,  he  would  endeavour  to  meet 
their  case  by  paying  them  off  in  full  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agretd  to. 

Clause  4  (Time  for  sigoifying  dissent 
in  case  of  persona  abroad)  agreid  to. 

Clause  5  (Dissent  by  exeoutors,  trus- 
tees, Ac.) 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDQE  (Stockport) 
said,  be  was  sorry  to  be  so  frequently  on 
bis  legs ;  but  be  had  been  in  communica- 
tion with  many  persona  in  regard  to  this 
Bill,  and  ho  was  endeavouring  to  attain 
some  of  tbeirobjects.  The  next  Amend- 
ment he  had  to  move  was  to  insert  in 
page  4,  lino  18,  after  the  word  "Stock," 
"or  any  Consolidated  Three  per  Cent 
Stock  or  any  Reduced  Three  per  Cent 
Stock."  He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  accept  that  Amend- 
ment. He  did  not  see  why  the  New 
Threes  provided  for  in  the  clause  should 
not  have  the  same  provisions  extended 
to  them  aa  other  Stock.  Unfortunately, 
in  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  all  kind  of  Stock 
hed  been  dealt  with  in  a  confused 
manner.    The  whole  Bill  waa  full  of 


1609  miionaJDek  [Uabcb  20,  IftSS]  (Convtrtt'oii)  BUI 


bad  drafting,  and  it  required  amend- 
ment in  varioua  parts. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  psge  i.  Hoe  1 8,  after  the  woH  "  Stock  " 
JDtert  "or  aDT  Conaoliilated  Three  per  Cent 
Stock  or  any  Reduced  lliree  per  Cent  Stock," 
—{Mr.  Sgdnn/  Otdjt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  Tords 
be  there  inserted." 

ThbOHANOELLOK  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GosOHBK)  (8t.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  again  pursuing  vhat  ha 
might  oall  the  same  erroneous  hypothesii 
^luch  had  induced  him  to  put  nis  first 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  The  hon. 
Member  said  the  Bill  vaa  badly  drafted  ; 
but  it  appeared  that  it  was  badl;  drafted 
only  in  the  view  that  it  intended  to  do 
something  which  it  did  not  intend  to  do. 
Considering  that  the  Bill  dealt  with  a 
very  complicated  subject,  he  thought 
that  it  was  extremely  well  drafted,  and 
extremely  well  arranged.  The  hon. 
Member  himself  complained  of  the 
omission  from  Fart  II.  of  Part  I.  The 
plan  laid  down  was  that  the  two  Stocks, 
in  order  to  avoid  confusion,  should  be 
dealt  with  in  two  separate  Parts.  For 
that  reason  he  could  not  acoept  the 
Amendment,  which  was  contrary  to  the 
general  construction  of  the  Act. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Funds. in  Court). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
26,  after  the  word  "  name,"  to  insert  the 
words  "  or  in  the  hooks." 

Question,  "  That  thoso  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport), 
in  moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  omit 
Sub-section  (2),  which  relates  to  the  ap- 

Slication  of  the  High  Courts  and  the 
ourt  of  SesBion,  said,  his  reason  for 
moving  the  Amendment  was  that  the 
application  might  be  necesEary,  not  only 
with  regard  to  Part  I.  of  the  Bill,  but 
also  with  regard  to  Part  II.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  the  Bub-seotion  clearly 
referred  to  the  whole  Bill,  and  not  to 
thie  part  of  it  merely,  and  he  urged  that 
it  should  be  omitted  and  re-enacted  with 
another  sub-section  as  a  whole  in  another 
part  of  the  Bill— namely.  Fart  IV. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  I 
Sub-section  (2).— (J/r.  Sydnif  6*dgt.) 
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Question  proposed,  "  That  Sub-section 
(2)  stand  part  of  the  olause." 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BicnABD  Websteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  drafting  of  the  Bill. 
Nobody  would  surest  that  a  lawyer 
might  not  hare  drawn  it  in  a  better  form 
if  there  were  only  one  mind  brought  to 
bear  upon  it ;  but  one  of  the  objects  the 
Government  had  in  view  was  eo  to  draft 
the  measure  that  laymen  as  well  as 
lawyers  should  be  able  to  feel  their  way 
about  and  fully  understand  what  they 
were  doing.  The  object  had  been  to 
make  the  Bill  ae  easily  understood  as 
possible.  It  was,  therefore,  important 
to  follow  the  language  of  precedents. 
As  to  Ihe  Amendment,  it  was  thought 
desirable  that  the  scheme  in  this  par- 
ticular part  of  the  Bill  ehould  be  com- 
pleted, and  the  sub-seetion,  therefore, 
was  necessary. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Stock  held  byofficial  trnstees 
of  charitable  funds). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  9,  line 
7,  to  leave  out  "may"  and  insert 
"  shall." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
RicHABD  Websteb)  {Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
the  Government  had  no  objection  to  the 


Amendment  agreed  to;  word  lubilituled. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

PART  II. 
foweb  to  exoqakob  cottsolidated  and 

Reduced  Teiree  peb  Oehts  for  New 

Stock. 

Clause  8  (Exchange  of  Oonsols  and 
Reduced  for  new  Stock)  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Power  of  Court,  trustees, 
&c  ,  in  relation  to  exchange  of  Stock). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chamcblldk  of 
the  Exchequer,  Amendment  made,  in 
line  2,  after  "  name  "  insert  "or  in  the 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  page  6,  lino  0,  to  leaTe  out  "  The  Treaaury 
with  the  approval "  and  insert  "  the  IjOtu 
Chancellor."— (Jfr.  ChanriHor  ofthiBxektqutr.) 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
the  Treasury  with  the  approval '  Btaod 
part  of  the  clause." 
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Mm.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgb,  8.) 
asked,  if  it  was  intended  to  give  the  Lord 
Chancellor  power  of  making  the  regula- 
tions without  the  concurrence  of  the 
Treasury  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  the  only  object 
of  the  Amendment  was  to  transpose  the 
order,  and  to  provide  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  should  make  the  regulations 
with  the  approval  of  the  Treasury,  in- 
stead of  the  Treasury  making  them  with 
the  approval  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  **  That  the  words '  the  Lord 
Chancellor '  be  there  inserted,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chanuellob  of 
the  ExcHEQUEB,  the  following  Amend- 
ment made : — 

In  Page  6,  line  9,  to  leave  out  from  "  Eng- 
land" to  "  Scotland  of  "  in  line  10.  both  inclu- 
sive, and  insert  **  Stock  standing  in  the  name  of 
Her  Majesty's  Paymaster  General." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made: — In  page  6,  line  11,  to 
leave  out — *'  and  in  the  case  of  Lreland 
of,'*  and  insert — 

'*  In  the  case  of  Stock  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  Accountant  to  the  Court  of  Session  *'  ; 

inline  11,   after   **Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,"  leave  out  **  May,  "and  in  sort — 

"  In  the  case  of  Stock  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  Accountant  General  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  may,  with  the 
approval  in  each  case  of  the  Treasury  "  ; 

and  in  line   12,   after  <<  stock,"  insert 
**  or  any  part  thereof." 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  the  Amendment 
next,  which  stood  in  his  name,  was  purely 
a  matter  of  drafting.  He  proposed  to 
leave  out  the  words  from  **  payable  "  to 
"  or,"  in  line  15;  and  afterwards  to  in- 
sert the  exact  wording  from  the  Clause 
which  Lord  Herschell  had  settled.  He 
did  not  wish  to  press  the  Amendment 
if  the  Government  were  unwilling  to 
accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  lino  14,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  Which  consent  any  trustee  or  other  person 
acting  in  a  fiduciary  character,  is  hereby 
authorized  to  give." — {Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 


The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiOHARD  Websteb)  (Islo  of  Wight)  said, 
he  entirely  appreciated  the  intention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  moving  the 
Amendment.  The  Government  had, 
however,  considered  it,  and  were  of 
opinion  that  the  present  wording  which 
carried  out  their  intention  should  be 
retained. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  ExcHEQXJEB,  the  following  Amend- 
ment made : — 

In  page  6,  line  22,  at  end,  insert — ''Provi- 
sion may  be  made  by  such  regulations  that 
either  generally  or  in  specified  olasses  of  cases, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, or  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  as  the 
case  may  be, may  on  behalf  of  the  persons  in- 
terested in  any  such  stock  as  aforesaid,  consent 
to  the  exchange  thereof,  unless  dissent  from 
such  exchange  is  signified  within  the  time  and 
in  the  manner  fixed  by  the  regulations.'* 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Sydney  Gedge, 
the  following  Amendments  made  : — In 
page  6,  line  26,  leave  out  ^'  may  "  and 
insert  ''shall"  ;  and  in  same  line  leave 
out  '*  or  with  the  consent." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  6,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  (3  )aod  in- 
sert— '*  An  Exchange  of  Consolidated  Three  per 
Cent  Stock,  or  of  Reduced  Three  per  Cent 
Stock  for  New^  Stock,  made  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act,  shall  not  be  considered  to  be  a  chanj::o  or 
variation  of  investment  by  the  holder." — {Mr, 
Sydney  Oedge.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  Sub-section 
(3)  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Me.  mark  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  should  like  to  point  out 
that  some  provision  was  necessary  in  the 
case  of  trustees  who  held  Consols,  the 
interest  of  which  was  shared  by  many 
persons,  say,  in  Australia,  Canada, 
India,  and  other  parts  of  the  world.  It 
was  necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
protection  for  trustees  so  placed,  and  as 
they  could  not  be  too  clear  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  unless  some  distinct  reason 
were  given  for  the  withdrawal  of  this 
Sub-section,  ho  should  himself  move  an 
Amendment. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said, 
the  lion.  Gentleman's  point  had  been 
answered  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  A  clause 
would  be  introduced  to  the  effect  that 
trustees  who  accepted  conversion  should 
not  be  held  to  have  made  a  new  invest- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
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Question/' That  the  words  proposed 
be  there  inserted."  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Provision  of  funds  for 
facilitating  conversion). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
14,  after  the  word  **  make  "  to  insert 
^'  in  the  prescribed  manner  and  at  the 
prescribed  time." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,) 

Question,  <<  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Mr.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.)  said,  that  having  ad- 
dressed the  House  fully  on  the  subject 
of  his  Amendment  last  Friday,  he  should 
not  trouble  the  Committee  at  length 
now.  He  had  no  desire  to  assume  a 
tone  of  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  complain,  but  de- 
sired to  deal  with  the  question 
purely  as  one  of  principle.  He  said  that 
the  optional  conversion  of  Stock  should 
rest  entirely  on  its  own  merits,  and  that 
nothing  ought  to  be  paid  to  bankers  or 
agents  to  induce  any  person  to  agree  to 
the  terms  offered  by  the  Government. 
The  principle  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  that  it  was  the  interest 
of  the  holder  of  Consols  to  accept  the 
Beduced  Stock,  and  of  course  it  was 
to  the  interest  of  the  State  that  the  con- 
version should  take  place;  and  that 
principle  had  always  been  advocated 
and  carried  out  in  previous  conversions. 
If,  then,  it  was  to  the  interest  of  the 
stockholder  to  accept  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  terms,  why  was  it 
necessary  to  pay  a  brokerage  for  obtain- 
ing his  concurrence  in  this  conversion. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
London  University  (Sir  John  Lubbock) 
on  Friday  had  taken  exception  to  what 
he  (Mr.  Fowler)  had  then  said  with 
reference  to  the  London  bankers,  and 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  en- 
dorsed by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. With  all  respect  to  them  he 
did  not  think  there  was  anything  offen- 
sive to  bankers  or  agents  in  saying  that 
no  person  should  be  placed  in  a  position 
in  which  his  interest  might  conflict  with 
his  duty.  If  the  banker  was  in  the  posi- 
tion of  an  agent  giving  advice,  then  he 
thought  he  was  put  in  a  false  position 
and  that  he  had  no  right  to  complain  if 
his  position  were  severely  scrutinized. 
They  knew  that  if  an  agent  of  a  vendor 


received  a  commission  from  the  pur- 
chaser, he  had  to  account  for  that  com- 
mission, because  the  law  did  not  consider 
he  should  be  an  agent  of  both  the  parties 
to  the  bargain.  This  commission  was 
only  given  in  the  event  of  the  advice 
given  by  the  banker  or  other  agent 
being  favourable  to  conversion.  He 
would  like  to  call  attention  to  the  Money 
Article  which  appeared  in  The  Standard 
newspaper  of  the  18th  of  January,  which, 
referring  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer s  New  Local  Loan  Stock,  said — 

''That  the  market  did  not  understand  the 
terms  of  the  conversion,  that  the  Treasury  with 
its  shortsighted  stinginess  offered  the  hrokers 
no  remuneration  for  any  work  they  might  do  in 
getting  their  clients  to  convert  their  Stock ;  and 
that  no  conversion  of  Stocks  would  ever  pass 
which  did  not  in  this  way  enlist  the  self  interest 
of  the  market." 

That  was  the  whole  of  his  argument  on 
this  part  of  the  case ;  he  rested  upon  that, 
and  he  said  they  ought  not  to  sanction 
anything  which  would  enlist  the  self 
interest  of  the  Money  Market.  Their 
object  and  duty  as  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  was  simply  to  pro- 
tect the  public  interests.  He  was  aware 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
on  Friday  repudiated  this  notion  of  com- 
mission, and  he  (Mr.  Fowler)  was  not 
surprised  that  he  did  so.  He  alleged 
that  it  was  not  payment  for  advice  to 
induce  people  to  assent  to  terms,  but  as 
payment  for  services  rendered  by  bankers 
and  brokers.  Now,  he  very  much 
doubted  the  extent  of  the  labour  to  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  re- 
ferred ;  he  did  not  see  what  work  there 
was  to  be  done,  and  besides,  the  service, 
if  any,  was  purely  voluntary.  The  Bank 
of  England  had  provided  a  very  simple 
form  which  anyone  of  ordinary  educa- 
tion could  easily  fill  up.  No  one  had 
asked  the  bankers  to  render  thoir 
services,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Lon- 
don University  was  familiar  with  the 
circular  which  had  been  issued  by  a 
large  number  of  London  bankers,  which 
stated  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  pay  off  those  holders  of 
Stock  who  did  not  send  in  their  assents 
at  par  as  Parliament  had  directed, 
which  by  the  way  was  incorrect,  for 
Parliament  had  not  yet  made  any  such 
direction.  The  circular  was  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  generally  thought  desirable 
to  accept  the  terms  of  conversion,  the 
interest  at  work  in  favour  of  the  scheme 
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being  considered  so  great  as  to  insure 
its  success.  He  found  no  fault  with 
the  banks  for  sending  that  circular ;  he 
found  no  fault  with  the  phraseology  of 
the  circular  ;  but  he  i.aid  it  was  a  volun- 
tary service,  and  that  they  had^therefore, 
no  right  to  come  on  the  public  funds, 
and  ask  to  be  remunerated  for  what  they 
had  done.  But  if  it  were  for  services 
rendered  in  aid  of  conversioD,  why 
should  not  everybody  who  converts  Stock 
have  this  1 8,  6d.  per  cent  paid  to  them  ? 
Why  should  bankers  and  brokers  alone 
receive  it  ?  If  the  large  holders  were 
to  have  it,  why  were  not  the  small  men 
who  conducted  the  whole  matter  for 
themselves  ?  If  that  were  so  then  he 
thought  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's contention  would  be  logically 
sound.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  some  expense  was  necessarily 
incurred  in  filliug  up  these  forms,  and 
if  he  would  say  that  every  stockholder 
should  be  entitled  to  this  commission, 
then  he  thought  it  would  very  much 
weaken  the  strength  of  the  objection 
which  many  hon.  Members  felt  to  this 
provision.  It  would  then  be  a  fair  and 
arguable  contention  that  the  allowance 
was  being  made  to  the  holders  for  the 
expense  to  which  they  were  to  be  put. 
What  he  did  ask  the  Committee  not  to 
assent  to,  was  this  payment  to  bankers 
and  agents  now  proposed  for  the  first 
time  for  obtaining  assent  from  holders 
for  the  conversion  of  Stock,  which,  how- 
ever it  might  be  expressed,  was  nothing 
else  than  a  payment  to  the  banker  or 
broker  for  getting  people  to  accept  these 
terms. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7, 
line  18,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  exchange,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause. 
—  {Mr,  Henry  If,  Fowler,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
'  and  may  also,  if  they  think  fit,  authorize 
the  Bank  to  pay  in  respect  of  Stock  so 
surrendered  an  allowance,'  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  had  given  Notice  of  a  similar 
Amendment,  in  order  that  at  the  end  of 
the  Bill  a  clause  might  be  inserted  which 
would  fix  a  commission  for  the  conver- 
sion of  the  New  Threes  also.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  they  were  giving  a  commis- 
sion of  \8,  6d,  merely  to  induce  people 
to  waive  the  year's  notice.  Those  who 
supported  the  clause  might  be  open  to 

Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler 


the  comments  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Wolverhamp- 
ton ;  but  the  real  reason  for  this  pro- 
vision had  been  given  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  on  Friday  last,  when 
he  pointed  out  that  this  Is,  6d,  was  not 
paid  practically  to  the  broker  or  recog- 
nized agent,  but  really  to  the  stockholders 
to  cover  the  expense  they  were  put  to. 
He  had  since  that  time  received  letters 
from  ladies  as  to  whether  they  should 
be  paid  off,  or  whether  they  should 
accept  the  conversion.  For  his  own 
part,  if  he  received  1«.  6d,  per  £100 
Stock,  he  should  not  charge  his  client 
with  the  expense  he  was  put  to,  and  he 
was  interested  in  very  large  Trusts,  and 
had  considerable  correspondence  with 
regard  to  them.  But  the  trouble  was 
very  much  the  same  with  regard  to  the 
New  Threes  as  to  the  other  Stocks.  He 
entirely  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
with  regard  to  secret  commission  to 
bribe  agents  to  act  unfairly  between 
clients ;  such  things  were  abominable. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  being  him- 
self a  practising  solicitor,  knew  that  under 
the  Solicitors'  Act,  a  solicitor  receives  a 
brokerage  fee  even  from  the  borrower 
for  whom  he  did  not  act,  and  he  also 
gets  a  fee  for  investigating  the  title. 
But  that  was  openly  done,  and  there  was 
no  corruption  about  it ;  and  it  was  well 
known  that  every  solicitor  made  a  part 
of  his  income  by  commissions  of  that 
kind.  He  should  hope  no  one  would 
believe  that  a  solicitor  was  bribed  by  re- 
ceiving that  commission  to  advise  a  loan 
contrary  to  the  interests  of  his  clients. 
With  regard  to  the  present  payment  of 
Is,  6d,f  he  thought  that  it  should  be  uni- 
versal ;  and,  therefore,  that  the  matter 
should  be  so  put  that  they  might  decido 
the  question  as  to  whether  its  applica- 
tion should  be  universal  or  limited. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  ho  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Sydney 
Gedge)  proposed  to  support  the  omission 
of  these  words  in  order  that,  by  a  sub- 
sequent Amendment,  the  Is,  6d,  should 
be  given  in  the  case  of  the  New  Threos 
as  well  as  Consols.  He  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) thought,  however,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  given  the  rea- 
son why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer excluded  the  New  Threes.  In  the 
case  of  the  Three  per  Cent  Consols  and 
Seduced  Throes,  assent  was  necessary, 
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which  involved  a  good  deal  of  trouble, 
and  which  was  not  so  in  the  case  of 
the  New  Threes ;  and  that  seemed  to  him 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  to  place  the  latter 
in  an  entirely  different  position  from  the 
two  former  classes.     He  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton    (Mr.    Henry  H. 
Fowler)   that  the  optional    conversion 
should  act  upon  its  own  merits ;  but  then 
he  went  on  to  observe  that  the  bankers 
were  placed  in  a  false  position  unless 
the  result  was  favourable.     He  would, 
however,  point  out,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  this  resembled  all  Stock  Exchange 
business,  for  there  also,  if  nothing  was 
done,  there  was  no  commission.     The 
right  hon.    Gentleman  had   said  that 
the  London  bankers  were  themselves 
very  large  holders  of  Stock,  and  surely 
if   they   were    going   to  convert  their 
own  Stock,  there  could  bo  no  objection 
to    their    recommending    their  friends 
to  adopt  the  same  course  as  they  were 
themselves    taking.      It    remained    to 
be  seen  what  that  course  would    be, 
because  until  the  Bill  became  law,  he 
took  it  that  the  matter  would  remain 
open.     But  the  right  hon.  Gentlaman 
asked  why  the  bankers  were  taking  a 
different  courss  now  from  that  which  they 
took  in  the  case  of  the  conversion  scheme 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh   (Mr.   Childers). 
The  answer  was  that  the  circumstances 
were  different,  and  they  now  thought  it 
wise  to  convert,  and  therefore  they  sug- 
gested to  their  friends  to  look  into  the 
matter;  whereas,  in  the  former  case,  they 
did  not  think  it  wise  themselves  to  con- 
vert, and  consequently  did  not  think  it 
proper  to  recommend  their  friends  to  do 
so.     What  bankers  did  themselves  they 
naturally   recommended    to  their    cus- 
tomers.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  was  so 
enamoured  of  his  plan  that  he  seemed 
to  think  that  bankers  were  mistaken  in 
the  advice  they  gave.     He  could  only  ac- 
count for  it  by  replying  to  inquiries  made 
to  him  that  ^'  bankers  were  not  infal- 
lible ; "    but  he   (Sir   John    Lubbock) 
would  point  out  that  the  result  on  the 
market  had  justified  the  advice  they  gave 
on  a  former  occasion.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  evidently  forgotten  the 
facts.     He  offered  the  Two- and- a- Half 
per  Cent  Stock  at  92,  and  he  complained 
that  bankers  told  their  customers  they 
would  get  better  terms  by  waiting.     But 
he  forgot  that  in  1885  the  Iwo-and-a- 


Halfs  which  he  offered  at  92  fell  to  84, 
so  that  those  who  wanted  to  do  so  had  the 
opportunity  of  purchasing  at  8  per  cent 
less  than  at  the  time.      He  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  admitted  that  was  a  temporary 
fall,  and  that  it  occurred  during  the  war 
scare ;  but  everyone  know  that  they  stood 
for  some  time  at  88  and  89,  or  4  per 
cent    below    the  price    the    Rt.   Hon. 
Gentleman  offered,  and  thus,  although 
there  was  no  corresponding  fall  in  Con- 
sols, the  result  justified  the  advice  given. 
It  was  true  they  had  risen  subsequently, 
in  common  with  other  Securities.     But 
now  the  case  was  very  different,  and 
bankers  were  no  doubt  under  the  im- 
pression that  holders  of  Stock  would  be 
wise  to  accept  the  terms  offered.     He 
thought  it  was  a  little  unfair  to  expect 
that  any  banker  would  be  influenced  by 
this  very  small  commission  of  Is,  6d., 
seeing  that  they  were  only  advising  their 
customers  to  take  the  course  they  were 
themselves  adopting  in  reference  to  their 
own  affairs.     Unless  the  House  agreed 
to  the  course  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment,  it  would  be  very    difficult    for 
trustees  to  convert,  because  there  was 
no  fund  under  their  control  from  which 
they  could  pay  the  expense  of  doing  so. 
Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
said,  this  was  really  a  proposal  made  for 
the  first  time  by  the  British  Government 
to  pay  a  commission  for  getting  some- 
thing done  on  the  Stock  Exchange  which 
would  not  be  done  otherwise.   His  right 
hon.   Friend   (Mr.   Henry  H.  Fowler) 
had  asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  other  night  what   precedent 
there  was  for  this  course,  and  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman,    being   pressed    very 
much  by  that  challenge,  suggested  the 
case  of  the  Suez  Canal.  He  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  surprised  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  accepted  that 
precedent;  because  if  ever  there  was  a 
precedent  that  ought  to  be  avoided  it 
should  be  that.    It  was  now  objected 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  going  to  the  Stock  Exchange,  and 
saying — **  We  makd  it  worth  your  while 
to  give  us  your  support."     But  in  the 
case  of  the  Suez  Canal  there  was  the 
payment  of  so  much  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  advancing  the  money  required. 
He  had  heard  it  stated,  notwithstanding, 
that  the  Government  might  have  had 
that  money  for  one- quarter  of  what  they 
paid  for  it ;  and  if  that  was  so,  a  worse 
precedent  was  never  set  than  that  of 
the  Government  ^oing  into  the  market 
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and  paying  a  premium  for  money  at  a 
higher  rate  than  they  would  have  had 
to  pay  to  the  Bank  of  England.  For 
the  first  time  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer offered  a  premium  to  the  Stock 
Exchange  for  getting  his  proposal  ac- 
cepted. He  would  not  ask  whether  it 
was  large  or  small ;  how  much  or  how 
little  it  was,  mattered  not ;  hut  the  fact 
remained  that  they  were  asked  to  set  up 
this  fatal  example,  which  might  in 
future  he  extended  under  very  ohjec- 
tionahle  circumstances.  Hitherto  the 
British  Qovernment  had  heen  entirely 
free  from  anything  of  this  description. 
He  made  no  insinuation  at  all ;  hut 
they  knew  perfectly  well  that  certain 
language  had  heen  used  during  the  last 
month,  and  it  was  that  language  that 
made  it  necessary  that  they  should  he 
extremely  cautious  on  a  suhject  of  this 
kind.  No  one  could  have  listened  to 
the  preliminary  conversation  hefore  the 
proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  made,  without  hearing  that 
it  was  of  no  use  to  make  this  proposal  un- 
less the  right  hon.  Gentleman  *'  greased 
the  hands  of  the  stockhrokers."  He 
did  not  suggest  that  that  was  the  ohject 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ; 
hut  it  showed  the  danger  of  proposals 
of  the  kind  with  a  view  to  what  might 
happen  in  the  future.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  London  University 
(Sir  John  Lubbock)  had  not  answered 
the  question  put  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton— namely,  what  was  going  to 
be  done  with  reference  to  the  large 
Stocks  held  by  the  bankers  themselves  ? 
Was  that  money  to  be  paid  to  the 
bankers  and  insurance  companies  for. 
converting  their  own  Stock?  Those 
were  things  which  made  the  House 
properly  jealous  of  the  introduction  of 
new  precedents.  The  amount  in  ques- 
tion was  small ;  but  the  precedent  was 
not  so ;  and  he  should  like  to  hear  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther this  payment  was  to  be  made  to  the 
bankers  and  those  who  themselves  held 
large  amounts  of  Stock.  He  would  also 
like  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  London  University  to  understand 
exactly  the  point  of  the  objection  taken, 
which  was  not  as  to  the  magnitude  of 
the  sum  of  money  to  be  paid,  but  to  the 
precedent  set  up  by  the  Treasury,  pay- 
ing to  bankers  for  the  first  time  what 
was  a  commission  on  a  transaction  in 
which  they  were  engaged  as  agents. 

Sir  William  Barcourt 


The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  was  not  sur- 
prised at  the  course  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
but  his  complaint  was  against  the  tone 
of  the  remarks  which  he  made  the  other 
day.  He  agreed  that  there  was  some 
force  in  the  objections  which  had  beon 
taken.  He  had  not  quoted  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Suez  Canal  as  a  justification 
of  their  proceeding,  but  had  referred  to 
it  in  contradiction  of  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
no  precedent  o{  a  commission  being 
paid  by  the  British  Government.  He 
did  not  think  it  fair  to  say  that  this  was 
the  first  time  that  a  commission  had 
been  paid  by  the  British  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  had 
said  that  the  case  of  the  Suez  Canal  was 
totally  different,  not  only  in  point  of 
commission  but  in  respect  of  circum- 
stances. He  did  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
the  Indian  Government  last  year  con- 
ducted a  very  successful  operation  for 
the  conversion  of  £60,000,000  from  4 
per  cent  to  3^  per  cent,  and  that  it  paid 
a  commission  of  4  per  cent.  It  might 
be  said  that  that  was  not  the  British 
Government,  but  it  formed  an  extremely 
close  parallel  to  that  which  was  taking 
place  at  the  present  moment.  He  was 
glad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  complain  of  the  amount  of  the  com- 
mission ;  but  he  had  one  word  to  say  on 
that  point — namely,  that  the  ordinary 
brokerage  on  Consols  was  2«.  6d,  per 
cent,  whereas  this  commission  was  only 
Is,  6d.  per  cent.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  this  fact,  that  by 
this  payment  they  secured  to  the  holders, 
who  had  to  employ  bankers,  solicitors 
and  brokers,  that  they  should  have 
their  work  done  for  them  much  more 
cheaply  than  would  have  been  otherwise 
the  case  in  the  ordinary  course  of  busi- 
ness. This  commission  was  to  be  paid, 
because  it  was  presumed  that  there  were 
few  bankers  who  would  charge  more 
to  their  clients  than  that  which  was  de- 
voted to  this  purpose  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  was 
not  aware  that  there  would  be  much 
trouble  connected  with  the  business,  but 
he  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  informed  that 
ther^  was  i^  very  considerable  trQubl^* 
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Bankers  were  obliged  to  consider  the 
interests  of  their  clients,  and  he  was  told 
that  persons  residing  abroad  had  im- 
mediately to  be  informed  by  their 
bankers  of  what  was  going  on  with 
reference  to  the  Funds,  and  that  was 
an  operation  which  they  had  under  all 
circumstances  to  perform  for  the  in- 
terests of  their  clients.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  therefore  that  the  trouble 
connected  with  the  conversion  scheme 
was  very  considerable.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  asked  him  whether 
those  persons  who  took  their  Stock  to 
the  Bank  of  England  would  receive  any 
commission.  He  presumed  that  no 
commission  would  be  paid  to  them,  be- 
cause they  were  not  agents,  and  the 
same  remark  applied  to  the  case  of  In- 
surance Companies.  The  commission 
was  a  brokerage  to  pay  expenses  to 
free  holders  from  the  charges  which  they 
would  otherwise  incur.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  had 
spoken  of  **  greasing  the  hands  of  the 
Stock  Exchange."  Considering  that 
solicitors  and  bankers  in  the  country 
and  others  would  participate  in  this 
payment,  he  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  say  that  the  Stock  Exchange 
would  be  gained  over  by  an  amount 
charged  really  lower  than  the  amount  of 
commission  generally  paid  on  Consols. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian)  said,  he  was  re- 
luctant to  offer  any  opposition  to  any 
enactment  of  this  Bill ;  but  he  must 
confess  that  he  did  not  think  that  the 
,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
out  any  case  for  the  proposal  now  before 
the  Committee.  In  the  first  place,  with 
regard  to  precedent,  the  question  of 
precedent  was  altogether  out  of  the  way. 
There  was  no  precedent  in  the  case  at 
all.  The  Indian  precedent  was  no  more 
a  precedent  than  if  it  were  a  proceeding 
of  the  French  or  Spanish  Government, 
because  it  was  not  a  Parliamentary  pre- 
cedent. It  was  quite  obvious  also  that 
the  case  of  the  Suez  Canal  was  abso- 
lutely no  precedent  at  all,  because  the 
payment  in  that  case,  however  unwar- 
rantable it  was — and  he  thought  it  most 
unwarrantable  —  was  a  payment  for 
servioes  rendered  to  us,  and  not  for 
services  rendered  by  bankers  and  agents 
to  other  people.  Secondly,  it  stood  upon 
a  totally  different  ground,  and  taken 
upon  its  merits,  he  did  not  think  anyone 
would  insist  that  it  was  necessary  to  pay 
any  commission  at  all.    Therefore,  pre- 


cedent disappeared  altogether.  He  did 
not  think  that  it  was  unfair  to  say  that 
the  fact  of  this  being  an  entirely  new 
proposal  was  that  which  constituted  an 
objection  to  it.  He  did  not  say  it  was  a 
fatal  objection,  but  the  absence  of  pre- 
cedent undoubtedly  afforded  an  un- 
favourable presumption.  Then,  as  to 
the  form  of  the  proposal,  was  it  an 
awkward  and  unmanageable  form ?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that 
if  a  banker,  being  a  largo  holder  of 
Stock  himself,  transacted  the  exchange 
at  the  Bank,  he  would  receive  no  com- 
mission. But  what  would  be  the  con- 
sequence ?  It  would  be  that  the  banker 
would  employ  a  broker,  and  the  com- 
mission would  be  divided.  That  was 
not  a  desirable  arrangement  to  make  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  Again,  tako  the 
case  of  the  small  holder  who  transacted 
his  own  business.  He  would  have  all 
the  trouble  and  probably  rather  more 
trouble  than  would  fall  en  the  banker  or 
broker.  Why  was  that  small  holder,  who 
was  the  person  really  interested  and 
who  transacted  his  own  business,  not  to 
have  that  allowance  for  his  trouble 
which  would  be  paid  to  an  agent  ?  No 
answer  had  been  given  to  the  question, 
and  he  doubted  whether  any  answer 
could  be  given  to  it.  But,  taking  a 
broader  view  of  the  question,  he 
thought  that  if  payment  was  to  be 
made  at  all  this  was  not  an  extravagant 
payment.  He  took  objection  to  the 
ground  of  payment,  and  it  was  that 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  mistake. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer's  argument  ad- 
vanced in  illustration  of  the  smallness 
of  the  payment — namely,  that  it  was 
less  than  an  individual  would  pay  in 
order  to  have  a  transfer  effected,  be- 
cause, in  the  case  of  a  transfer,  he  had 
alienated  his  property.  In  this  case  he 
was  doing  nothing  of  the  kind  ;  he  was 
not  a  moving  party  in  the  case,  and  the 
operation  performed  for  him  was  not 
alienation,  but  a  simple  change  of  form. 
Therefore,  he  considered  there  was  no 
analogy  between  the  two  oases.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  a  mistake  altoge- 
ther to  introduce  the  recognized  agent 
into  this  transaction,  because  the  ques- 
tion arose  whose  agent  was  he?  Let 
them  pay  their  own  agent,  but  do  not 
let  them  pay  the  agents  of  other  people. 
If  the  money  was  to  be  paid  at  all,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  it  ought  to  be  paid 
to  tiie  principal  and  not  to  the  agent. 


1823 


National  Delt 


{COMMONS} 


{Conversion)  Bill  1824 


He  was  not  saying  that  the  1«.  ^d,  was 
too  muoh  for  the  service  to  be  per- 
formed ;  but  it  was  to  be  performed  for 
the  customer,  who  was  the  principal.  If 
the  agent  advised  the  exchange,  it  was 
for  the  customer  and  not  for  the  public 
interest  that  the  advice  was  given.  He 
was  not  like  Members  of  that  House 
who  sat  there  to  make  the  best  arrange- 
ment they  could  for  the  public  interest ; 
he  worked  in  the  interest  of  his  prin- 
cipal, and  the  service  done  was  a  matter 
between  his  principal  and  himself.  He 
thought,  then,  having  regard  to  the 
basis  on  which  this  arrangement  ought 
to  be  founded,  that  they  were  paying 
the  wrong  man.  They  agreed  that 
those  in  the  position  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  described 
should  be  paid  the  value  of  his  services 
in  money,  but,  without  saying  that  the 
amount  was  too  much  or  too  little,  he 
said  that  it  was  not  for  the  State  to  pay 
the  agent. 

Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  confessed  ^hat 
when  the  matter  first  came  before  him 
he  did  not  at  all  like  the  idea  of  this  com- 
mission. He  was  certain,  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
that  the  course  was  without  precedent, 
and  he  was  equally  certain  that  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  of  such  a  course  might 
form  an  evil  precedent  for  the  future. 
But  he  did  not  quite  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  though 
he  felt  it  was  almost  presumptuous  on 
his  part  even  to  hint  a  difference  of 
opinion  with  him ;  and  if  he  differed 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  was 
because  of  his  intellectual  incapacity  to 
rise  to  the  same  height  to  which  he 
habitually  soared.  Why  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  argue  that  a  person 
assisting  in  the  conversion  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  from  3  per  cent  to  2J  per 
cent  Stock  was  not  rendering  a  service 
to  the  State  ?  That  he  could  not  follow. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  surely 
agree  that  the  conversion  of  the  Debt, 
if  it  could  be  legitimately  effected,  was 
a  great  public  object  from  which  the 
State,  as  a  whole,  derived  considerable 
benefit;  and,  therefore,  if  in  effecting 
that  conversion  a  great  financial  orga- 
nization and  great  financial  machinery 
was  set  in  motion,  it  was  difficult  to 
argue  that  no  service  was  thereby  ren- 
dered to  the  State.    If  he  had  any  ob« 
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jection,  to  this  proposal  at  all,  his  objec- 
tion would  be  founded  upon  grounds  of 
public  economy.     The  conversion  was 
a  great  public  object.     Could  it  be  ob- 
tained without  paying  money  in  this 
way  ?    That  seemed  to  him  to  be  the 
point.   There  was  no  doubt  of  this,  that 
if  the  commission  were  a  very  much 
larger  one  than   that  in   the   Bill,   it 
would  not  be  assented  to  by  Parliament. 
If  the  commission  had  been  at  all  open 
to  the  charge  of  being  excessive,  Par- 
liament would  not  have  assented  to  it. 
If  that  was  admitted  it  threw  a  consi- 
derable amount  of  suspicion  upon  the 
merits  of  the  commission    altogether. 
They  were  told  that  the  commission  was 
a  small  one.     He  could  not  altogether 
agree    that     a     financial    charge    of 
£250,000  was  a  small  charge.    That 
£250,000  must  come,  he  supposed,  out 
of  the  revenues  of  this  year  or  the  next, 
and  he  objected  most  strongly  to  pay- 
ing one  sixpence  for  the  conversion  of 
the  National  Debt,  in  the  shape  of  com- 
mission, unless  it  could  be  proved  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer  to    the 
House  of  Commons  that  he  could  not 
effect  the  conversion  without  it.     That 
was  a  point  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  got  rid  of.     Could  he 
get  up  and  prove  to  the  House  that, 
without  this    payment,  his  conversion 
scheme  would  not  have  any  chance  of 
success  ?  He  could  not  see  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  alter  what  had 
passed,  because  they  were  told  by  bankers 
and  by  the  Chancellor  of  the    Exche- 
quer, that  the  Consol  holder  was  placing 
himself  in  an  advantageous  position  by 
converting.     If  that  was  so,  and  if  what 
was  widely  asserted  in  the  Press,  that 
all  Consol  holders  were  in  a  frame  of 
mind  eager,  at  any  rate  willing,  to  con- 
vert, was  true,  why  should  they  sanction 
a    payment    which  might    amount  to 
£250,000,  and  might  amount  to  a  good 
deal  more,  when  they  might  perfectly 
well  attain  their  object  without  paying 
a  sixpence  ?      That  was  a  point  of  view 
which  nobody  had  yet  touched  upon. 
The  commission,  he  thought,  might  be 
objected  to  on  other  grounds.     He  sym- 
pathized very  much  indeed  with  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Wolverhamp- 
ton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler),  and,  to  a 
great  extent,  with  what  had  been  said 
bv  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  as  regarded  wbO't  he  would  call 
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rather  the  bitter  and  unsaronry  taste  of 
these  commissions  to  the  Stock  Ex- 
change. He  did  not  like  it  at  all ;  but 
if  the  Gh>yemment  stated  and  proved 
that  the  great  object  of  the  conversion 
could  not  be  attained  without  a  payment 
of  this  kind,  then  the  House  must  con- 
sider was  the  amount  excessive  ?  If  it 
was  agreed  that  if  the  amount  was  not 
excessive,  and  that  the  payment  was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  success  of 
the  scheme,  he  owned,  though  he  did  not 
like  it,  he  should  not  be  able  to  vote 
against  the  proposal  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  HALDANE  (Haddington)  said, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Faddington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill) 
had  just  laid  down  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinary doctrines  he  (Mr.  Haldane)had 
ever  heard.  The  noble  Lord  had  said,  in 
effect,  that  it  was  legitimate  to  bribe, 
because  the  party  in  whose  interest  they 
proposed  to  bribe  was  the  State.  [  Cr%49 
of  '*No,  no !  "]  What  the  noble  Lord 
said  came  to  that.  It  was  an  assertion 
that  the  end  justified  the  means.  But  he 
was  not  goiDg  to  discuss  that  point, 
because  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  said  enough  to 
lay  the  foundation  for  another  objection 
to  this  clause  which  he  wished  to  point 
out.  He  did  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  considered  the  question 
whether  this  clause  would  really  pro- 
tect him  in  the  transaction  which  he 
proposed.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer must  remember  that  it  had 
often  been  said,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that 
the  morality  of  the  Courts  was  higher 
than  the  morality  of  commerce.  There 
were  many  things  done  in  commerce 
every  day  which  would  not  stand  when 
they  came  to  be  tested,  and  when  they 
were  entering  upon  transactions  of 
enormous  magnitude  like  this,  it  was 
necessary  they  should  take  care  they 
did  not  get  themselves  into  an  invidious 
or  awkward  position  which  would  not 
bear  the  light  of  day.  In  the  light  in 
which  the  Courts  regarded  these  trans- 
actions, if  they  made  a  payment,  how- 
ever innocently,  to  an  agent,  one  of  two 
things  might  happen.  The  agent's 
principal  might  say,  <'  I  affirm  this  tran- 
saction ;  I  take  the  benefit  of  it ;"  or  he 
might  say,  '^  I  set  aside  this  transaction 
because  there  was  a  bribe  given,"  and 
the  transaction  would  not  stand.    What 
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was  there  in  this  Bill  which  would  pro- 
tect the  Treasury  from  the  consequences 
of  having  its  transactions  set  aside  in 
this  fashion  ?  It  was  said  the  Treasury 
might,  if  it  thought  fit,  authorize  the 
Bank  to  pay  a  slight  commission  to  the 
agent.  If  tho  Treasury  did  this,  it  did 
not  make  the  transaction  bettor.  It  was 
not  enough  to  say  the  Treasury  might 
do  so  and  that  everybody  knew  it.  They 
ought  to  put  words  in  the  clause  to  say 
that  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  agent 
to  retain  the  commission  of  Is.  6d.,  aifCL 
that  the  transaction  should  not  be  liable 
to  be  impeached  on  that  account. 

Mr.  W.  BECKETT  (Nottinghamshire, 
Bassetlaw)  desired  to  say  a  word  in  de- 
fence of  the  bankers.  The  other  night 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Antrim  (Sir  Charles  Lewis)  said  that 
the  country  bankers  had  complained 
that  this  commission  was  not  large 
enough.  The  country  bankers  never 
did  anything  of  the  sort.  The  country 
bankers  had  dfloided  that  they  would 
give  no  advice  whatever  to  their  clients 
in  a  general  form  as  to  what  they  should 
do,  but  that  all  they  would  undertake  to 
do  would  be  to  send  out  a  short  state- 
ment to  say  that  if  their  clients  wished 
to  convert  and  to  make  use  of  their 
services,  they  would  be  happy  to  place 
their  services  at  their  disposal.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  taken  exception  to 
the  word  **  commission  :'*  the  word 
seemed  to  stink  in  the  nostrils  of  some 
hon.  Members,  including  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Faddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  This  conversion 
must  be  done  on  behalf  of  the  small 
stockholders  in  the  country  by  someone 
or  other.  They  were  entirely  ignorant 
as  to  how  they  were  to  set  about  the 
conversion,  and  they  went  to  their 
bankers  and  said — **  Will  you  put  this 
forward  for  me  in  the  proper  way  ? " 
Were  the  bankers  not  to  be  remunerated 
by  someone  for  doing  that  service  ?  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  very 
properly  explained  that,  as  this  was  a 
compulsory  conversion  of  Stock,  the 
holders  ought  not  to  be  put  to  any  ex- 
pense by  the  process  of  conversion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  effect,  in 
this  clause—**  We  offer  you  this  1».  6d. 
per  cent,  in  order  that  the  business  of 
the  conversion  of  Stock  may  be  done  free 
of  expense  to  the  different  holders  of 
Stock."  The  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Members  for  Wd  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
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Qladfltone)  and  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  11.  Fowler)  objected  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  worda  **  recognized 
agents."  He  (Mr.  W.  Beckett)  also 
objected  to  those  words.  He  thought 
the  U,  6d.  ought  to  be  granted  to  every- 
body. If  that  were  so,  the  banker 
would  say  to  his  customer — "You  are 
allowed  Is,  6d.  per  cent  in  order  to  re- 
munerate someone  for  the  trouble  of 
doing  this;  therefore,  if  I  take  the 
trouble  to  do  it,  I  shall  expect  you  to 
pay  mo  this  small  charge.''  He  had 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
privately  to  do  away  with  the  term  **  re- 
cognized agent,"  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
had  pointed  out  how  easily  that  could  be 
done.  He  (Mr.  W.  Beckett)  thought  it 
would  be  much  better  to  do  away  with 
the  term  altogether,  and  let  it  be  a  fairly 
understood  thing  that  U.  6d.  per  cent 
would  be  paid  to  anyone  in  order  to 
oover  the  expense  incurred  by  the  com- 
pulsory conversion  of  their  Stock. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HiOHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
desired  in  a  few  sentences  to  enter  his 
protest  against  the  doetrine  laid  down 
oy  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Haddington  (Mr.  Haldane). 
He  did  not  think  any  lawyer  would  give 
the  opinion  that  where  a  Statute  had 
said  that  an  agent  should  receive  Is,  6^., 
or  any  other  fee,  for  doing  certain  work, 
the  transaction  could  be  set  aside  by  the 
principal,  on  the  ground  that  the  agent 
had  received  the  commission.  The  very 
worst  that  could  possibly  be  made  of  it 
was  that  the  principal  might  claim  a 
share  of  the  Is.  6i.,  on  the  ground  that 
the  relation  between  principal  and  agent 
did  not  entitle  the  agent  to  receive  it. 

Mb.  haldane  said,  the  Attorney 
General  had  misunderstood  him.  His 
complaint  was  that  the  Bill  did  not  say 
that  the  agent  might  receive  the  Is.  6d. ; 
it  only  gave  power  to  the  Treasury  to 
pay  public  money. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
confessed  he  had  found  great  difficulty  in 
arriving  at  a  conclusion  on  this  subject. 
When  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Goschen)  first  brought  forward  this 
plan,  he  did  not  altogether  object  to 
the  Is.  6d.  aa  a  mere  commission  to 
meet  expenses ;  but  he  was  startled 
by  the  reasons  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  gave  for  that  commission. 
Those    reasons   led   him    to   consider 
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further ;  to  consider  whether  it  would  be 
proper  that  this  payment  should  be  made. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  first  said 
that  a  large  amount  of  trouble  would  bo 
taken  by  bankers  and  others  in  con- 
nection with  the  conversion  of  the  Three 
per  Cents  and  the  Reduced  Three  per 
Cents,  and  that  it  was  in  respect  of  that 
trouble  that  he  proposed  that  this  money 
should  be  paid,  but  now  he  could  not 
deny  that  this  commission  was  intended 
as  an  inducement  to  bankers  and  others 
to  persuade  their  customers  to  convert 
their  Stock.  But  oven  if  the  charge 
were  only  to  mo  jt  money  out  of  pocket, 
he  TMr.  Cbilders)  could  not  help  looking; 
back  on  what  was  done  in  the  case  of 
previous  conversions.  Nothing  of  this 
Kind  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  great 
conversion  of  Mr.  Goulburn ;  and  in 
1884,  when  it  was  thought  advisable  to 
propose  to  Parliament  a  great  conversion 
of  Stock,  not  only  did  they  not  think  it 
right  to  offer  this  inducement,  but  they 
made  full  provision  for  the  expenses 
actually  incurred  in  applying  or  dissent- 
ing or  assenting.  Instead  of  waiting 
for  persons  to  send  in  their  applications, 
they  sent  to  all  holders  of  every  kind  of 
3  per  cent.  Stock  forms  of  acceptance  or 
non-acceptance  of  2}-  and  2^  per  cent 
Stocks,  properly  filled  up,  and  all  the 
holders  had  to  do  was  to  sign  their 
names  on  one  or  other  of  these  forms. 
All  expense  in  connection  with  the 
conversion  was  met  in  the  arrangement 
of  1884,  and,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  the 
whole  of  the  expense  so  incurred  and 
met  by  the  Treasury  was  something  like 
£5,000.  This  proposal,  as  it  stood, 
might  result  in  the  payment  of  £  150,000 
or  £200,000.  Therefore,  he  thought  the 
question  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  was  a  very  pertinent  one,  and 
that  was — **  Why  did  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  find  it  necessary  to  spend 
this  large  amount  ?  "  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  argued  that  the 
payment  was  solely  to  meet  the  expense 
of  conversion.  It  was  quite  impossible 
that  £150,000  or  £200,000  could  be  the 
real  amount  of  the  expense  incurred  by 
the  holders  of  Stock  through  their 
agents,  whoever  they  might  be,  in 
carrying  out  this  conversion ;  and,  there- 
fore, unless  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  able  to  refute  what  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  stated,  and  to  show  that 
for  the  bueiness  trouble  in  thQ  matter 
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more  need  be  spent  than  was  spent  in 
1884,  he  should  vote  against  the  present 
proposal. 

Mb.  G08CHEN  said,  he  did  not  know 
whether  he  would  be  able  to  give  any 
assurances  which  would  be  satisfactory 
to  his  right  hon.  Friend ;  but  certainly 
he  had  every  wish  to  do  so.  The  right 
hon.  Qentleman  said  that  in  1884  cir- 
culars wore  sent  out  to  all  holders  of 
Stock.  From  whom  did  those  circulars 
come?  They  came  from  the  Bank  of 
England,  an  establishment  which  stood 
in  no  relation  whatever  to  those  selling 
or  holding  the  Stock.  The  consequence 
was  that  the  circulars  were  very  probably 
put  in  the  waste  paper  basket,  and  the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
failed  because  of  the  insufficient  means 
taken  to  make  the  holders  acquainted 
with  the  terms  of  conversion.  It  was  a 
very  different  thing  for  holders  to  re- 
ceive a  circular  from  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land and  to  receive  a  letter  from  their 
bankers,  or  other  persons  who  were 
competent  to  advise  them,  and  with 
whom  holders  were  in  communication. 
He  did  not  know  what  happened  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend,  when  he  was  at  the 
Treasury ;  but,  speaking  for  himself,  he 
had  received  countless  letters  asking  for 
information  on  every  possible  point  from 
trustees  and  other  persons.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  put  it  as  if  it  was 
simply  a  question  of  •*  Yes  "  or  **  No  ; " 
but  there  were  many  questions  to  be 
answered — whether  they  must  consult 
with  their  fellow-trustees,  whether  a 
majority  of  the  trustees  could  decide,  or 
whether  other  persons  besides  the 
trustees  had  to  be  consulted.  He  had 
previously  no  idea  of  the  variety  of 
questions  which  would  arise  in  connec- 
tion with  the  scheme.  The  sending  out 
of  a  circular,  therefore,  was  insufficient 
to  acquaint  everyone  with  what  was 
going  on.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  put  the  matter  very  fairly 
from  an  economical  point  of  view.  He 
wished  him  to  say  whether  or  not 
the  conversion  could  be  effected 
without  the  payment  of  the  com- 
mission. It  was  extremely  difficult 
to  prove  a  negative.  He  thought  this 
conversion  was  a  very  large  scheme,  and 
depended  for  its  success,  so  far  as  the 
voluntary  conversion  was  concerned, 
on  the  circumstances  of  the  day, 
and  upon  a  variety  of  other  ciroum- 


stances.  It  was  impossible  to  say  for 
certain  whether  or  not  it  would  have 
been  possible  without  this  payment  to 
have  secured  this  conversion,  which  he 
hoped  was  now  within  sight ;  but  he 
would  frankly  tell  the  noble  Lord  that 
unless  ho  had  considered  it  was  right  to 
offer  this  commission,  and  that  the 
machinery  employed  would  be  the 
means  of  bringing  home  to  all  Consol- 
holders  what  was  proceeding,  he  would 
have  been  the  last  person  to  propose 
anything  of  the  kind.  He  knew  before- 
hand the  kind  of  speeches  which  would 
be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
and  other  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  He 
was  fully  aware  of  the  gravity  of  the 
precedent  and  the  difficulty  of  carrying 
out  this  conversion  scheme  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue ;  and  therefore  he  did  not 
feel  inclined  to  refrain  from  offering  to 
the  holders,  through  these  means,  those 
facilities  and  that  freedom  from  expense 
which  he  trusted  they  would  secure  by 
the  measure  as  now  proposed.  He  re- 
gretted that  there  should  be  a  division 
of  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  admitted 
it  was  a  perfectly  natural  division  of 
opinion,  but  he  trusted  the  majority  of 
the  Committee  would  sustain  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  proposal  they  had  made. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  127:  Majority  117.- 
No.  47.) 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  7,  at  end  of  Clause «  insert  the  fol- 
lowing sub-section:— **  (2.)  The  sums  of  five 
shillings  per  cent  authorized  by  this  section  to 
be  paid,  may  be  treated  by  trustees  and  others 
as  income,  but  if  so  treated  shall  not  be  subject 
to  Income  Tax.'*  —  {Mr.  Chancelior  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
if  he  would  be  good  enough  to  tell 
the  Committee  why,  if  this  was  income, 
it  should  not  be  subject  to  Income 
Tax.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  arrived  at  a  right  decision  ; 
but  perhaps  it  would  be  well  that  he 
should  give  the  Committee  some  expla- 
nation. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  thought  he 
had  explained  to  the  Committee  that  it 
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was  very  doubtful   whether   this    was  PAPT   TTT 
really  capital  and  not  income.     On  the  jrAJix   iii. 
whole,  one  might  say  it  was  equivalent  Wats  and  Means. 
to  an  increase  of  the  capital  value  of  the  Clause  11  (Creation  of  New  Stock)  ; 
Stocks;  but  on  account  of  its  being  so  Clause  12  (power  to  raise  money  for  re- 
small  a  sum  it  would  be  very  incon-  demption  of  dissentient  Stock  holdors)  ; 
venient  in  many  cases  for  trustees  to  and  Clause  13  (power  to  raise  money  for 
re-invest  it,  and  so  they  were  authorized  incidental  expenses),  agreed  to, 
to  treat  it  as  income.     If  Income  Tax 

had  been  imposed  upon  the  additional  PART  IV. 

percentage  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  Supplemental. 

gave,  it  mi^ght  be  fairly  looked  upon  as  ^j^^^^  ^^  (Arrangements  for  conver- 

capital.    Of  course  he  should  be  glad  to  ^^       exchange,  or  redemption) ;  Clause 

have  Income  Tax  upon  It ;  but  It  struck  ^^  (AppHcation  of  Act  to  Stock  Cer- 

him  It  might  be  considered  they  were  ^ificktes) ;  Clause  16  (Provisions  as  to 

taking  away  with  one  hand  what  they  ^^^'       g^nks) ;  and  Clause  17  (Powers 

%rSYDNEY^^^^        (Stockport)  of  Investment),  .,r.i  .o. 

suggested  that  **  shall "  should  be  sub-  Clause  18  (Application  to  new  Stock 

Btituted  for  **  may."     This  would  only  of    trusts,    powers,   &c.,   affecting  old 

affect  trustees  and  tenants  for  life.    If  Stock), 

they  said  "  may  "  who  was  to  be  the  Amendment  proposed, 

judge,  the  trustee  or  the  tenant  for  life  ?  ^^         ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  following 

Surely,  Parliament  ought  to  decide  the  gub-Bection ;— **  (2.)  In  any  Act  passed  or  in- 

matter.  strument  oxecated  before  the  passing  of  this 

SlE  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  hoped  Act  references  to  any  Stock  liable  to  be  con- 

the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  verted  or  exchanged  in  pursuance  of  this  Act 

.               i.    i.u      ^«4.«>5  A^^«^«»««4.  may,  if  the  Stock  IS  so  converted  or  exchanged, 

not  agree  to  the  suggested  Amendment,  ^^  ^^onstrued  as  references  to  new  Stock.''-I 

because  most  unquestionably  m  point  ot  ^ jf^.  chancellor  of  the  Esceheqwr.) 

law,  this  was  capital  and  not  income.  Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 

The  decisions  upon  the  subject  had  been  -^^  there  added." 

more  rigid  every  year.    Very  recently  _ 

the  House  of  Lords  had  overruled  the  Mr.  COZENS-HAEDY  (Norfolk,  N.) 

Courts  below  in  declaring  that  this  was  said,  that  the  clause  provided  that  a  dis- 

capital.      Why    should    they    compel  tringas  which  was  now  operative  upon 

trustees  to  treat  as  income  that  which  Stock  which  would  be  converted  should 

in  point  of  law  was  clearly  capital  ?  also  be  operative  on  the  Stock  to  which 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  in  some  it  would  be  converted ;  but  it  did  not  deal 
cases  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  re-  with  the  case  of  Stock  as  to  which  there 
invest  small  sums,  and  he  entirely  might  be  dissent.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  vernment  would  inform  the  Committee 
that  authority  ought  to  be  left  to  trus-  in  what  way  effect  would  be  given  to  the 
tees  to  treat  this  as  capital  and  not  as  numerous  cases  in  which  there  would  be 
income.  It  would  only  amount  to  1 0*.  such  a  distringas, 
on  £200  of  Stock,  to  re-invest  which  Tke  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
would  be  expensive  and  troublesome.  Eichard   Webster)    (Isle    of   Wight) 

Mr.   SYDNEY   GEDGE   said,  that  said,  he  was  obliged  to  his   hon.  and 

supposing  a  trustee  chose  to  treat  this  as  learned  Friend  for  calling  attention  to 

capital,  and    a  widow  lady  interested  this    matter.      The    Committee    would 

said  it  was  income,  who  was  to  de-  observe  that  by  Clause  21  the  Treasury 

oide  ?  had  power  to  make  rules,  and  it  was 

Snt  EICHAED  WEBSTEE  said,  proposed,  in  accordance  with  the  exist- 
that  the  trustee  would  be  enabled  to  deal  ing  practice,  that  a  rule  should  be 
with  the  money  as  though  it  were  in-  made,  providing  that  the  money  which 
come.  The  trustee  would  be  the  judge  would  be  paid  would  be  under  the  con- 
on  the  point.  trol  of  the  persons  having  the  charge. 

n      ,'r.    «„+    o«^  ...w  4.  Mr.    COZENS-HAEDY    said,     the 

Question  put,  and  agreed  t..  Amendment  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 

Clause  10,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  chequer  had  given  Notice  of  was  no 
Hr.  Ooechen 
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doubt  designed  to  meet  cases  where 
there  was  a  change  produced  by  conver- 
sion under  the  Act.  But  there  was  a 
large  class  of  cases  which  would  not  be 
met  by  the  words  proposed.  It  was 
doubtful  whether  this  clause  as  it  stood 
would  have  any  effect  upon  the  will  of 
a  living  man,  and  he  would  propose 
an  Amendment  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  Amendment,  which  he  be- 
lieved the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  assented  to. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendment  proposed,  clause  18,  page 
9,  at  end  of  preceding  sub-section,  add — 

'*  And  in  tho  case  of  any  testamentary  instru- 
ment executed  before  the  passing  of  this  Act,  any 
dJFposition,  which,  but  for  the  pasting  of  this 
Act,  would  have  operated  as  a  specific  bequest  of 
any  such  Stock,  shall,  if  the  same  is  so  converted 
or  exchanged,  be  construed  as  a  specific  be- 
quest of  such  new  Stock,  and  if  the  same  is  not 
80  conTerted,  but  is  paid  off  or  redeemed,  shall  be 
construed  as  a  pecuniary  legacy  of  a  sum  of 
money  equal  to  the  nominal  amount  of  the  Stock 
■o  paid  off  or  redeemed."—  {Mr,  Cozens- Hardy.) 

Question,  ''That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Indemnity  to  trustees  and 
others)  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Application  to  Court  in 
respect  of  questions  arising  out  of  con- 
version or  exchaoge). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ciiancellob  of 
the  ExoHEQUEB,  the  following  Amend- 
ments made : — In  page  9,  line  41,  after 
**  stock,*'  insert — 

"  And  in  particular  as  to  the  oases  in  which, 
and  extent  to  which,  capital  may  bo  applied  to- 
wards meeting  any  deficiency  in  income  ; " 

page  10,  line  4,  after  ''  England,"  insert 
*'  or  Wales,  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts,  1853  to 
1887;"  line  5,  after  *' Wales,"  insert 
''  either  on  their  own  motion  or  on 
application;"  and  in  line  7,  after 
**  court,"  insert  **  in  the  matter  of  such 
a  charity." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Power  to  make  Eulos), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Provisions  as  to  Bank). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  10,  at  end  of  Clause,  add  the  followlag 
Bub'Scction : — "  (5.)  Any  payment  which  tho 
Bank  are  authorized  by  or  under  this  Act  to 
mako  to  a  holder  of  Stock  may  be  made  by  war- 


rant, and  any  such  warrant  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  cheque  within  the  meaning  of  The  Grossed 
Cheques  Act,  1876,'  and  the  posting  of  the  letter 
containing  the  warrant,  addressed  in  the  pre- 
scribed manner,  shall,  as  respects  the  liability  of 
the  Bank,  bo  equivalent  to  the  delivery  of  the 
warrant  to  the  stockholder.'' — {Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.) 

Question,  '^  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Eemuneration  of  Banks  of 
England  and  Ireland) ;  Clause  24  (Defi- 
nitions); and  Clause  25  (Short  title), 
agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chanoxllob  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  following  new 
clauses : — 

(Provisions  as  to  Stock  belonging  to  Duchy  of 

Lancaster,  &e.) 

*'  ( 1 .)  The  several  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
extend  to  stock  held  on  behalf  of  the  Crown,  or 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  or  of  the  Duchy  of 
Cornwall,  and  to  the  dividends  on  such  stock. 

<*(2.)  With  respect  to  any  stock  standing  in 
the  name  or  to  tho  account  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  any  dissent  or  assent  authorized  by 
this  Act  may  be  signified  by  the  clerk  for  the 
time  being  of  the  Council  of  the  Duchy. 

'*  (3.)  With  respect  to  any  stock  standing  in 
the  name  or  to  tho  account  of  tho  Duchy  of 
Cornwall,  any  dissent  or  assent  authorised  by  this 
Act  may  be  signified  by  the  Receiver  General  of 
the  Duchy. 

"  (4.)  With  respect  to  any  stock  to  which  tho 
foregoing  provisions  of  this  section  as  to  dissent 
and  assent  do  not  apply,  and  which  stands  in  the 
name  of  any  public  officer  or  body  in  trust  for  tho 
public  service,  any  dissent  or  assent  authorised 
by  this  Act  may  be  signified  by  the  public  officer 
or  body  entitled  to  receive  the  dividends  on  the 
stock. 

"  {b.)  Any  stock  held  by  any  officer  on  behalf 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  of  the  county  palatine 
of  Lancaster,  or  of  any  other  Court  in  England, 
may  be  dealt  with  under  this  Act  in  such  manner 
us  may  bo  directed  by  regulations  made  by  tho 
Lord  Chancellor/* 

agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
New  Clause—. 

(Power  to  hold  new  stock  on  different  accounts.) 
**  In  the  registers  of  now  stock,  the  liank  may 
allow  any  bolder  or  joint  holders  to  have  moro 
than  one  account,  provided  that  each  account  is 
distinguished  either  by  a  number  or  by  such  other 
designation  as  may  bo  directed  by  the  Bank,  and 
that  the  Bank  shall  not  be  required  to  permit 
more  than  fouraocounts  to  be  opened  in  the  same 
name  or  namei,"— (i/r.  Chancellor  o]  the  ExckC' 
quer,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Clause  bo  added  to  the  Bill," 
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Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  that  the  clause  as  it  stood  gave 
the  bank  power  to  do  what  it  could  do 
already.  It  stated  that  the  bank  might 
allow  any  holder  to  have  more  than  one 
account.  The  bank  could  do  that  now. 
It  was  onlj  according  to  the  rule  of  the 
bank  that  it  had  not  been  done.  In 
order  to  make  the  thing  compulsory  the 
word  ought  to  be  ''  shall,"  and  he  moyed 
the  omission  of  the  word  "may"  in 
line  I  in  order  to  insert  the  word  "shall." 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  he  would 
agree  to  the  hon.Gentleman'ssuggestion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
in  new  Clause,  line  ],  to  leave  out 
"  may  "  and  insert  "  shall."  —  {Hr. 
Sydney  Gedge,) 

Question,  **That  the  word  'may' 
stand  part  of  the  new  Clause,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  <  shall '  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  following  Clause : — 

(Provision  ai  to  annuitants.) 

"(1.)  Where  under  any  trustor  arrangement 
other  than  a  charitable  trust  any  stock  has  been 
appropriated  to  provide  an  annuity,  and  is,  under 
this  Act,  liable  to  bo  converted  into  or  exchanged 
for  new  stock,  the  person  in  whose  name  the 
■took  is  standing  mny,  at  the  request  of  the 
annuitant,  or,  in  the  case  of  several  annuitants, 
the  majority  of  them,  and  at  the  expense  of  the 
annuitant  or  annuitants,  sell  the  stock,  and  in- 
Test  the  proceeds  either  in  any  manner  autho« 
riied  by  the  trust  or  arrangement,  or  in  any 
manner  in  which  cash  under  the  control  of  the 
IJigh  Court,  or  the  Court  of  Session,  may  for  the 
time  being  be  invested,  and  shall  not  be  liable 
for  any  loss  arising  from  any  such  sale  or  in- 
vestment. 

*'(2.)  In  the  case  of  stock  standing  in  the 
name  of  Her  Majesty's  Paymaster  General  on 
behalf  of  the  Supremo  Court  of  Judicature  in 
England,  or  of  the  Accountant  to  tho  Court  of 
Session  in  Scotland,  or  of  the  Accountant  Gene- 
ral of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ire- 
land, any  such  sale  or  investment  mny  be  autho- 
rized by  the  High  Court,  or  the  Court  of  Session, 
as  tho  case  may  be. 

"  (3.)  Where,  in  execution  of  any  trust,  or  in 
performance  of  any  duty,  and  whether  in  pur- 
suance of  tho  order  of  any  court,  or  otherwise, 
any  stock  has  been  appropriated  to  provide  an 
annuity,  and  is  under  this  Act  converted  into  or 
exchanged  for  new  stock,  the  trust  or  duty  shall, 
80  far  as  relates  to  the  payment  of  the  annuity, 
be  deemed  to  be  executed  or  performed  by  the 


payment  of  the  dividends  on  the  new  stock  ;  but 
nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  any  power  of 
any  Court  or  other  authority  to  make  any  order 
as  to  the  application  of  cnpital  in  such  oases," 

agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
New  Clause — 

(Provisions  as  to  stock  mortgages.    [See  7  and  8 
Vic.  0.  5,  ss.  16, 16.]) 

*'  (1.)  An  agreement  to  transfer  any  amount  of 
New  Three  per  Cent  Stock,  Consolidated  Three 
per  Cent  Stock,  or  Reduced  Three  per  Cent 
Stock,  or  generally  any  amount  of  Throe  per 
Cent  Stock,  may  bo  satisfied  by  making  a  transfer 
of  an  equal  amount  of  new  stock,  or,  at  tho 
option  of  the  person  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  tho 
agreement,  by  paying  a  sum  of  money  equal  to 
the  nominal  amount  of  the  stock  so  agreed  to  bo 
transferred. 

"(2.)  Where  under  any  mortgage  or  agree- 
ment for  a  loan  any  person  is  bound  to  pay  half- 
yearly  sums  equal  to  the  dividends  on  any  speci- 
fied amount  of  stock,  and  that  amount  of  stock 
is  under  this  Act  converted  into  or  exchanged 
for  new  stock,  the  obligation  shall  be  satisfied  by 
the  payment  of  [qu.]  quarterly  sums  equal  to  the 
dividends  on  the  same  amount  of  new  stock," — 
{Mr,  Chancellor  oj  the  Exchequer,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  BiU." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHAKD  Webster)  (Ise  of  Wight)  said, 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  make  a 
slight  alteration  in  the  clause.  The 
words  **  or,  at  the  option  of  the  person 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  agreement," 
were  not  necessary  in  the  case  of  Stock 
which  stood,  as  this  stood,  at  or  about 
par.  He  would  move  the  omission  of 
the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  now  Clause, 
to  omit  **  or,  at  the  option  of  the  person 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  agree- 
ment."— {Mr.  Attorney  General,) 

Question,  **That  these  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
new  clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

New  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 
and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Now  Clause — 

(Power  for  majority  of  joint  holders  to  dissent  or 

assent.) 

**  Where  any  New  Three  per  Cent  Stock,  Con- 
solidated Throe  per  Cent  Stock,  or  Reduced 
Three  per  Cent  Stock  is  standing  in  the  names 
of  more  than  two  persons  as  joint  holders  thereof, 
the  dissent  or  assent  of  the  majority  of  those 
joint  holders  shall  be  sufficient  for  tlio  purposes 
of  this  Act," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

—  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
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New  Clause — 

(Exemption  of  certain  powers  of  attornej  from 

Btarop  duty.) 

"  A  power  of  attorney  given  exclusively  for  the 
purpose  of  empowering  the  attorney  to  signify 
any  dissent  or  assent  authorized  by  this  Act  shall 
be  exempt  from  stamp  duty," — {Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

New  Clause  (Provision  as  to  Lunacy 
Funds)  —  {3Ir,  Attorney  General) — 
brought  up,  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  tOj  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
Richard  Wbbster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
that  after  Clause  20,  words  ought  to  be 
inserted  to  enable  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  deal  with  Lunacy  Funds.  He  had 
prepared  for  that  purpose  a  new  Clause, 
which  he  begged  to  move. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport), 
in  moving  the  insertion,  after  Clause  17, 
of  a  new  Clause,  said  he  could  not  see 
why  the  State  should  pay  commission 
in  one  case  and  not  in  the  other. 

New  Clause — 

"  The  Treasury  may,  if  they  think  fit,  authoriw 
the  Bank  to  pay  in  respect  of  New  Three  per 
Cent  Stock,  exchanged  for  new  Stock  in  pursu« 
ance  of  this  Act,  an  allowance  to  recognised 
agents  at  the  rate  of  one  shilling  and  sixpence 
for  every  hundred  pounds,  or  fraction  of  a 
hundred  pounds  Stock  so  exchanged," — (Mr. 
Sydney  Oedge,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

The  CHANCELLGRoftheEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover/ Square)  said,  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  Clause,  because  no  action 
of  the  Bank  was  necessary  at  all ;  in 
the  case  of  assent  there  was  no  trouble 
whatever  to  be  taken.  The  action  was 
quite  automatic.  No  papers  had  to  be 
sent  in  signifying  assent,  and,  there- 
fore, the  holders  were  relieved  of  any 
of  the  steps  which  had  to  be  taken  at  the 
bank  in  the  case  of  the  conversion  of 
Consols  and  Reduced  Three  per  Cents. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  (Bury)  said, 
there  were  a  great  many  small  chari- 


ties in  the  country  receiving  a  fixed 
income  from  Consols  left  them  by  testa- 
tors, with  the  intention  that  they  should 
receive  that  income.  That  observation 
also  applied  to  individuals.  Under  the 
scheme  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, these  incomes  would  be  diminished. 
For  instance,  if  a  charity  or  individual 
had  been  receiving  £300,  that  sum 
would  now  be  reduced  to  £250.  He 
proposed  to  ask  the  Committee  to  carry 
the  purpose  of  the  testators  into  efi*eot, 
so  that  charities  and  individuals  might 
continue  to  receive  their  fixed  incomes. 
He  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with  the 
conversion  scheme,  but  suggested  that  a 
clause  should  be  inserted,  to  allow  money 
in  such  cases  as  he  had  mentioned  to  be 
re-invested  under  the  direction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  so  as  to  secure  sub- 
stantially the  same  incomes  as  charities 
and  individuals  now  received  from 
Consols. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  proposed 
Amendment  appears  to  enable  a  trustee 
to  extend  his  power  of  investment.  I 
have  already  considered  that  point  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Elgin  Burghs  (Mr. 
Anderson),  and  I  held  it  to  be  outside 
the  scope  of  the  Bill,  in  the  absence  of 
special  instructions  to  the  Committee. 
The  Amendment  cannot  be  moved  with- 
out such  special  instruction,  but  I  think 
the  proposal  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Gedge) 
may  be  moved. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  that  by  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Committee  he  might  be 
allowed  to  suggest  to  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
James)  whether  an  opportunity  for 
bringing  forward  this  proposal  might 
not  be  secured  during  the  progress  of 
Lord  Herschell's  Bill.  The  question 
was  no  doubt  a  very  important  one, 
and  no  doubt  the  clause  suggested  by 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  went 
very  far.  He  (Mr.  Goschen)  undertook 
to  deal  with  it  in  some  way  or  other, 
though  it  was  not  dealt  with  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  He  had  had  a  great  deal  of 
correspon  dense  on  the  point  under  dis- 
cussion, and  he  was  aware  that  very 
great  interest  was  excited  in  regard  to 
it ;  but  be  thought  it  would  be  much 
s^er  to  examine  it  apart  from  the  pre* 
sent  measure,  and  either  deal  with  it  in 
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Lord   Herscliell's   Bill  or  deal  with  it 
separately  in  another  Bill. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT  (Derbj) 
said,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
undertake  to  deal  with  the  question,  he 
supposed  that  would  be  taken  as  sufficient. 
He  had  thought  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's statement  that  he  had  intended 
to  deal  with  the  subject  in  this  Bill, 
and,  therefore,  he  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  had  been  very  much  surprised  by 
the  ruling  of  the  Chairman.  He  took 
that  ruling  as  correct;  but  they  cer- 
tainly had  had  a  statement  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  relieve  trustees  in 
this  matter  and  to  allow  them  to  escape 
from  a  loss,  both  in  the  case  of  charities 
and  private  institutions. 

Mr.  GOSGHEN  said,  that  so  far  as 
annuities  were  concerned,  the  question 
had  been  dealt  with,  and  it  was  with 
regard  to  annuities  that  he  had  made 
his  original  statement.  But  the  present 
proposal  went  beyond  annuities,  and 
affected  the  case  of  marriage  settlements 
and  other  points  which  wore  outside  the 
scope  of  the  clauses  of  this  Bill.  It 
would  be  best  not  to  deal  with  this 
matter  in  a  hurry. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  said,  he  ac- 
cepted the  ruling  of  the  Chairman ;  but 
if  he  altered  the  suggested  Amendment, 
leaving  out  the  words  which  rendered 
it  open  to  question,  ho  might,  perhaps, 
obtain  a  ruling  in  his  favour.  But  he 
was  anxious  at  that  stage  not  to  intro- 
duce controversial  matter,  and  he  would 
defer  it  to  the  Report  stage,  by  which 
time  he  hoped  that  some  understanding 
would  have  been  arrived  at,  and  that 
the  question  would  be  dealt  with.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  deal  with  it  in 
this  Bill,  and  not  trust  to  the  Bill  of 
Lord  Herschell. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webstek)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  have  to  consider  whe- 
ther what  he  proposed  would  not  go  too 
far.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  his  suggested  Amendment 
said,  **  any  person,"  and  named  no  limit 
as  to  amount,  and  that  would  open  up 
the  question  as  to  whether  trustees  of 
large  amounts  might  not  be  left  a  great 
deal  too  free.  The  Government  sympa- 
thized with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen's  objects,  but  thought  that 
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the  matter  should  not  be    dealt  with 
without  careful  consideration. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
said,  he  thought  they  ought  to  pass  such 
a  clause  as  he  had  put  upon  the  Paper. 
He  would  point  out  that  they  had 
testators  setting  aside  certain  sums  of 
money  in  order  to  produce  fixed  incomes 
for  certain  persons.  Such  testators  in- 
structed trustees  and  executors  to  set 
aside  a  sufficient  amount  of  Stock  to 
produce  the  exact  sum  willod  to  the 
annuitant,  and  to  keep  that  stock  in- 
tact. Well,  the  Government  now  pro- 
posed to  take  off  one-twelfth  of  the 
income  derived  from  that  Stock,  and 
at  a  future  date  to  take  off  a  sixth. 
Considering  that  it  was  the  para- 
mount object  of  such  testators  to  pro- 
vide a  fixed  annuity,  it  would  only  be 
right  that  the  Committee  should  meet 
the  views  of  such  persons  by  enacting 
provisions  to  enable  the  stock  to  be 
sold  and  the  proceeds  invested  in 
such  a  manner  as  would  make  up 
the  amount  of  the  annuity  the  testa- 
tor had  in  his  mind.  No  doubt,  if  this 
were  not  done,  there  would  be  a  great 
outcry  throughout  the  country  on  tho 
part  of  persons  who  had  money  left  to 
them  in  this  way,  when  they  found  their 
incomes  reduced  by  a  twelfth,  and  after 
a  time  by  one-sixth.  There  would  be  no 
chance  of  risk  in  the  proposal  he  made, 
as  the  investments  could  under  his 
clause  be  made  only  in  securities 
allowed  to  Trutees  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  He,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Committee  would  accept  his  clause. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  principle  of  the  clause ;  but 
he  did  not  know  how  far  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  agreed  with  it, 
or  might  think  it  would  interfere  with 
the  further  steps  which  he  might  think 
it  necessary  to  take. 

New  Clause — 

*•  When  any  Stock  is  held  by  any  person  upon 
trust  to  secure  the  payment  of  a  fixed  incomp, 
tho  holder  of  tho  Stock  shall  be  authorised  to 
invest  tho  proceedings  thereof  in  any  of  tho 
securities  from  time  to  time  permitted  by  tho 
High  Court  of  Justice  for  tho  investment  of 
trust  funds,  notwithstanding  anything  to  the 
contrary  contained  in  tho  instrument  creating  or 
regulating  the  trust,"— (J/r.  Sydney  Gcdgc,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 
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Sib  HENHY  JAMES  said,  he  should 

E refer  to  have  the  Amendment  acoepted, 
ut  he  should  like  to  have  the  word 
'*  fixed  "  struck  out. 

Mb.  PAEE:ER  (Perth)  asked,  whe- 
ther it  was  meant  that  the  amount  of 
the  income  must  be  stated  on  the  face  of 
the  trust-deed  ? 

Mb,  GOSCHEN  said,  there  must  be 
some  reference  to  '^  fixed  income."  He 
did  not  think  that  any  lawyer  would  as- 
sume that  a  testator  intended  to  have  a 
fixed  income,  unless  there  was  some 
fixed  income  stated  on  the  face  of  the 
trust. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  though  that  was  good,  so  far  as  it 
went,  it  did  not  meet  the  general  case  of 
marriage  settlements,  especially  the  older 
marriage  settlements,  and  other  cases 
where  people  had  invested  certain  sums 
in  Consols.  Relief  was  required  in 
those  cases,  and  not  where  it  was  in- 
tended to  secure  particular  incomes. 
What  was  required  was  that  where  per- 
sons had  only  power  to  invest  in  Consols, 
that  they  should  in  future  have  power 
to  invest  in  other  Funds  which  were  con- 
sidered safe  which  would  produce  the 
amount  produced  by  the  origioal  invest- 
ment. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  said,  that 
the  proper  way  to  deal  with  those  cases 
would  be  by  an  independent  Motion,  or 
by  a  Bill,  or  by  the  introduction  of  an 
Amendment  into  the  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  The  point  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  referred  to  was  limited  amounts,  or 
where  it  would  be  a  great  hardship  to 
have  incomes  reduced.  It  would  be  a 
question  as  to  how  far  it  would  be  right 
to  release  trustees  from  the  obligation 
of  investing  in  Consols,  when  there  was 
an  express  provision  in  a  trust  against 
any  other  sort  of  investment.  Perhaps 
it  would  be  well  to  wait  and  allow  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
state  the  exaet  case  he  wished  to  raise 
on  the  Report  stage. 

Sib  HENRY  JAMES  said,  he  was 
not  limiting  his  case  to  any  amount. 
He  simply  referred  to  cases  of  great 
hardship,  and  he  hoped  there  would  be 
no  limitation  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  COZENS-HARDY  (Norfolk,  N.) 
said,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Sydney  Gedge)  was  limited  to 
fixed  incomes,  and  he  (Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy)  proposed  to  submit  an  Amend- 


ment to  it,  which  he  hoped  would  not  be 
out  of  Order.  He  proposed  to  leave  out 
the  first  line  and  to  add  words,  so  as  to 
make  the  clause  read — 

*'  Wbon  any  Stock  liable  to  bo  converted  or 
exchanged  by  this  Act  into  new  Stock,  is  held  by  a 
trustee,  such  trustee  shall  be  authorised  to  in- 
vest the  proceeds  thereof  in  any  of  the  securities 
from  time  to  time  permitted  by  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  for  the  investment  of  trust  funds,  not- 
withstanding anything  to  the  contrary  contained 
in  the  instrument  creating  or  regulating  the 
trust." 

A  trustee  should  have  this  power  if  there 
was  not  any  express  prohibition.  Such 
prohibitioDS  were  very  rare,  so  rare  that 
they  would  not  justify  the  Committee 
in  keeping  back  a  clause  of  this  kind 
which  would  be  of  great  advantage  to 
trustees.  He  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  chairman  :  The  clause  has 
not  yet  been  read  a  second  time. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  the  first  line  of  the  proposed  new  clause 
to  leave  out  the  words  "held  by  any  person 
upon  trust  to  secure  the  payment  of  a  fixed  in- 
come," in  order  to  insert  the  words  ** liable  to. 
be  converted  or  exchanged  by  this  Act  into  new 
Stock,  is  held  by  a  trustee."  —  (Mr,  Cozens- 
Hardy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  new  Clause." 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  this  Amend- 
ment introduced  rather  a  new  question, 
giving,  as  it  did,  the  right  of  conversion 
in  all  cases.  It  might  arrest  conversion 
to  a  considerable  extent,  which  would 
not  be  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  accept  such  words 
without  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  them ;  and  he  would  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  the  advisability  of 
bring^g  them  up  on  Report.  He  should 
be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  would  get 
rid  of  the  words  "  liable  to  conversion." 
In  cases  where  it  was  said  in  tho  trust 
that  the  money  was  to  be  invested,  it 
did  not  at  all  follow  that  in  the  event  of 
the  amount  of  interest  realized  in  such 
investment  being  changed,  tho  testator 
would  have  desired  a  change  to  be  made 
in  the  description  of  Stock  invested  in. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  that  there 
were,  no  doubt,  cases  in  which  a  testator 
had  stated — ''I  leave  £1,000,  or  I  leavo 
£10,000,  to  produce  sUch  and  such  a 
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sum  per  annum,"  intending  the  legatee 
to  have  that  fixed  amount.  A  testator 
might  have  left  a  sum  to  realize  £300 
a-year,  never  intending,  under  any 
circumstances,  that  the  charity  or  the 
legatee  should  only  have  £250  a-year ; 
therefore,  if  they  accepted  the  words 
''fixed  income,"  this  clause  would 
become  nugatory.  The  phrase  ''  fixed 
income,"  if  left  in  the  clause,  would,  so 
far  as  old  settlements  were  concerned, 
negative  the  whole  object  of  this  con- 
cession. Therefore,  he  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  consider  this  matter 
on  Eeport.  These  words  were  fatal  to 
all  he  (Sir  Henry  James)  contended 
for. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  Will  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Cozens-Hardy)  withdraw 
his  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  COZENS-HAEDT  :  Yes,  Sir ;  I 
withdraw  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question,  ''  That  the  Olause  be  added 
to  the  Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  to  the  House." 

Sir  OHAELES  LEWIS  (Antrim,  N.): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  the  Bill 
will  be  reprinted  before  the  Beport  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand. 
Westminster) :  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  will 
be  quite  impossible  to  have  the  Bill  re- 
printed before  the  Report  stage.  Indeed, 
we  shall  have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  with  the  view  of  taking  the 
measure  at  12  o'clock  to-morrow,  and 
before  the  Business  on  the  Paper  is 
proceeded  with.  I  am  exceedingly  sorry 
that  it  will  be  necessary  to  postpone  the 
Motion  on  the  Paper ;  but  I  think  the 
debate  upon  the  Report  stage  of  the 
present  Bill  will  be  extremely  short,  as 
the  discussion  we  have  had  this  after- 
noon has  cleared  away  all  debatable 
points. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  There  are  only  two 
points  remaining  over,  that  is  to  say,  the 
question  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
and  the  question  which  has  just  been 
raised 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  lam 
601  ry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  felt 
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it  necessary  to  make  this  demand  upon 
the  time  of  the  House.  He  knows 
there  is  a  debate  of  very  g^eat  impor- 
tance coming  on  to-morrow,  and  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  have  any 
reason  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  this  Bill  has  been  dealt  with  this 
morning  in  the  House.  There  has  been 
every  disposition  shown  to  get  forward 
with  Public  Business.  I  trust  that  every 
effort  will  be  made  to  deal  with  the  Re- 
port stage  of  this  Bill  without  interfering 
with  the  discussion  which  is  to  come  on 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  would  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House,  that  this  Bill  has  to  be  passed  in 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  Easter  Holi- 
days are  coming  on  very  soon,  and  then 
there  will  be  the  Commission  for  ob- 
taining the  Royal  Assent ;  therefore,  the 
time  at  the  disposal  of  Parliament  for 
passing  the  Bill  is  extremely  limited.  If 
this  Bill  is  allowed  to  go  on  to-morrow 
morning,  I  really  do  not  think  that 
much  time  will  be  consumed  by  it ;  half- 
an-hour,  at  the  most,  will  suffice. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  I  must  say  I  think  it  a  little 
unfair  that  this  proposal  should  have  been 
sprung  upon  the  House  without  Notice 
in  the  absence  of  any  Irish  Members.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
is  asking  a  privilege  or  taking  a  right. 
If  he  is  asking  a  concession  in  appealing 
to  the  House  to  take  the  Report  stage 
of  this  Bill  to-morrow  morning,  I  must 
say  that  if  I  am  in  my  place  at  the 
commencement  of  Public  Business  to- 
morrow, I  shall  raise  my  voice  against 
it.  Of  course,  if  he  is  taking  this  as  a 
right,  there  will  be  no  opportunity  of  re- 
sisting him,  and  there  is  no  more  to  be 
said.  I  think,  however,  I  can  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  very  easy 
way  out  of  the  difficulty.  Let  him  bring 
on  the  Report  stage  of  this  Bill  after 
the  discussion  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell.)  I  do  not  see  why  the  discussion 
on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  should  not  close  soon  after 
5  to-morrow  evening.  If  the  oppo- 
sition offered  to  that  Bill  is  obstructive, 
we  shall  be  willing  to  assist  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  making  a  Motion  to 
effect  a  Closure,  and  he  would  then  have 
plenty  of  time  to  spare  for  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Bill. 


\U!i 


mtitmaj  Dek  {^abch  2o,  188S}        (Convmim)  Bill 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  haye  not  the 

leaat  deeire  to  interpose  or  bring  about 
the  least  delay  in  the  consideration  of 
the  meaHure  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refere.  Xhe  estrome  necessity  of  the 
ease  is  my  only  apolo^  for  asking  the 
House  to  depart  m>m  its  usual  practice. 
I  will  consider  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Qentleman,  and  if  I  can  meet  it,  I  will 
be  happy  to  do  so. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  do  not  think  that  tue  Qovemment 
should  make  up  their  minds  that  the 
discussion  on  the  Beport  stage  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Bill  will 
be  of  a  merely  formal  character.  Thepro- 
posalthe  right  hon.  Oentlemanhasjust 
consented  to  consider,  deals  with  matters 
of  re-investment  in  Colonial  and  other 
securities  which  are  perfectly  sound.  It 
is  intended  to  raise  that  point  on  the 
Report  stage,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Government  can  assume 
that  the  debate  will  be  a  purely  formal 
one. 

Loan  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  On  the  question  of 
Order,  before  this  Bill  leaves  the  Com- 
mittee, I  should  like  to  ask  if  I  am  to 
understand  that  you,  Sir,  have  ruled 
that  the  point  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  cannot  be  raised  in  Committee, 
because,  according  to  the  new  Rule  of  ; 
the  House,  if  it  cannot  be  raised  in 
Committee  it  cannot  be  raised  on  Re- ; 
port  ?  It  is,  therefore,  importantthat  we  ! 
should  know  what  is  your  ruling  on  that  | 
matter.  If  we  cannot  raise  it  on  Re- 
port, it  might  be  necessary  for  us  to  do 
so  on  the  third  reading,  and  if  we  cannot 
do  so  on  the  third  reading,  it  might  be 
necessary  for  us  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  re-oommitted,  in  order  to  enable  tfais 
point  to  be  dealt  with. 

TnB  CHAIRMAN  :  The  question  of 
the  enlarging  of  the  power  of  invest- 
ment, whether  by  trustees  or  otherwise, 
would  be  out  of  Order  and  cannot  be 
introduced  into  this  Bill  without  a  dis- 
tinct Instruction ;  but  where  a  definite 
amount  of  income  is  bequeathed  arising 
out  of  Consols,  that  question  may  be 
dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  and  Amendments 
upon  the  subject  dealing  with  email 
amounts  would  be  admitted. 

Sin  WILLIAM  HAROURT  :  May  I 
ask  what  is  the  small  amount  according 
to  your  definition,  Sir,  for  if  we  are 


bonnd  on  the  question,  some  limit  or 

figure  should  be  given. 

The  CHAIRMAN:    Perhaps  I  was 

wrong  in   using  that   phrase.     "Where 

Stock  is  left  to  produce  a  fixed  income 
'  and  the  interest  on  that  Stock  is  affected, 

that  income  is  necessarily  affected,  but 
'  the  more  diminution  of  income  generally 

would  not  justify  the  insertion  of  any 
I  clause   in    the    Bill    to    enlarge   these 

powers. 
I     Sia  HENRY  JAMES :  When   this 

Bill  comes  before  us  on  Report,  should 

I  be  at  liberty  to  move  to  strike  out  the 

words  "fixed  income?" 

Toe   CHAIRMAN;    I  should  have 

thoughtnqt,  but  that  would  be  a  question 

for  Mr.  Speaker. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  reported. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Do  1 
nnderstand  the  tight  hon.  Qentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  say 
that  be  intends  to  put  down  the  Bill  lor 
to-morrow  morning  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Tee. 

Ma.  DILLON  :  Why  is  that  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  are  two 
courses  open  to  us— one  is  that  the  Bill 
should  be  taken  to-morrow  before  the 
Business  on  the  Paper  is  proceeded  with, 
on  the  distinct  aoderstanding,  so  far  as 
the  Qovemment  is  concerned,  that  it 
will  not  occupy  more  than  half-ac-hour ; 
and  the  other  is  that  we  should  suspend 
the  half-past  5  o'clock  Rule  to-morrow 
(Wednesday),  and  arrange  for  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  Sitting  at  6  o'clock,  so 
as  to  make  it  certain  that  the  debate 
will  continue  to-motrow.  One  of  these 
two  courses  is  necessary  in  order  that 
we  may  conclude  the  measure.  I  will 
confer  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and 
if  I  have  a  sufficient  assurance  that  the 
latter  course  will  be  the  one  they  prefer, 
I  will  adopt  it. 

Ma.  DILLON:  We  decidedly  prefer 
the  latter  course.  We  have  sumcient 
evidence  that  an  intention  exists  on  the 
Benches  opposite  to  interfere  with  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  On  our  part,  we 
have  no  desire  to  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
measure;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man takes  the  course  of  putting  down 
the  Government  Bill  in  the  first  place 
on  the  Paper  to-morrow,  be  Till  be  doing 
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a  great  injuBtice  to  thehoQ.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  Let  me  explain  to 
the  right  liou.  Gentleman  that  there  are 
MembsTs  in  this  House— I  do  not  wish 
to  refer  to  individual! — wbo  have  a 
great  objection  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Cit;  of  Oork  being 
brought  to  an  issue,  and  we  do  not 
know  that  they  will  not  enter  into  a 
long  dieouauon  of  the  Qovemment  Bill 
in  order  to  prevent  our  Bill  coming  on. 
Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  On  receiving 
an  assurance  that  the  debate  on  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
will  be  concluded  by  half-past  fi,  or  be- 
fore half-past  5,  and  that  the  Division 
will  be  taken,  then  I  will  move  to  sus- 
pend tho  Order  with  regard  to  the  cessa- 
tion of  Opposed  BuaiQessat  half-past  5, 
and  so  regulate  the  Sitting  that  it  may 
be  possible  to  have  the  two  Qovernment 
Bills  passed. 


EAST   INDIA    (PURCHASE   AND    CON- 
STRUCTION OF  RAILWAYS)  BILL. 
(Sir  John   Qortt,   Mr.  Jaekton.) 
[bill  143.]      COMMITTED. 

Bill  eoniidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauses  1  to  4,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Db.  CLARK  tOaithnesB)  said,  he 
thought  the  GoTernment  should  give 
them  some  information  upon  several 
points  in  this  Bill.  The  measure  was 
introduced  at  a  very  late  hour  one  night, 
nnd  hon.  Members  had  no  opportunity 
of  hearing  its  provisions  discussed. 
The  Government  should  give  their 
reasons  for  the  Bill,  and  how  they  in- 
tended to  spend  the  £10,000,000  whioh 
they  asked  for. 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gokst) 
(Chatham)  said,  that  if  he  were  to  re- 
spond to  the  invitation  of  the  hon. 
Stember,  the  Chairman  would  very  soon 
call  him  to  Order.  He  sliould  be  very 
happy  to  explain  anything  in  the  clauses 
as  they  came  on  ;  but,  of  course,  he  could 
not  give  a  general  statement  as  to  the 
objects  of  the  Bill. 

Remaining  Clauses,    Schedule,    and 
Preamble  agretd  to. 
2tr.  Bilka 
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Bill  reporttd,  without  Amendment ; 
to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Ikurt- 
day. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE-OEDER 
OF  PDBLIO  BUSINESS. 


Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  "VV.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Before  you  leave  tho 
Ohair,  Sir,  at  the  close  of  this  Morning 
Bitting,  perhaps  I  may  b«  allowed  to 
mention  the  method  by  which  I  pro- 
pose to  carry  out  the  arrangement  at 
which  we  have  arrived.  I  propose  to 
move  to-morrow,  at  12  o'clock — 

"  That  the  •  ConaoIiJalcd  Fund  (No,  1}  Bill ' 
and  the  ■  NatioDtkl  Debt  Conienion  Bill '  ba 
taken  Dojt  after  the  '  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act» 
Amendment  Bill,'  and  that  thereupon  the  Stand- 
ing Order  regarding  the  Sittings  of  the  Iloata 
■o  Tar  aa  theae  Ivo  Uilli  ar«  eonoerned,  Im  is*- 
peodtd  for  the  da;." 

I  think  that  will  meet  the  necessities  of 
tho  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
And  that  t  suppose  will  be  carried  with- 
out Amendment  or  debate  F  Is  it  under 
the  Standing  Order  which  enables  it  to 
be  carried  without  debate? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No ;  but  I  can- 
not imagine  that  there  will  be  any  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
opposite. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Our  desire  is 
that  it  should  be  done  under  the  Stand- 
iog  Order  that  prevents  debate. 

Me.W.  H.  SMITH:  I  do  not  think 
that  it  could  come  under  any  such  Stand- 
ing Order, 

Mk.  speaker  :  The  Standing  Order 
would  not  apply  in  this  case. 

It  being  Seven  of  the  clock,  the  House 
suspended  its  Sitting. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nino 
of  the  clock. 

MOTIONS. 

MEMORANDUM  OF  SIR   CHARLES 

WARREN  (MR.  BAGGALLAY). 

EESOIUTION. 

Ma.  PIOKEESGILL(Betbnal Green, 
B.W.),  in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the 
Memorandum  issued  by  Sir  Charles 
Warren  to  his  subordinates  reflecting 
upon  the  administration  of  justice  by 
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"Tbiit  this  Home  n^nlt  thnt  lb*  Chief 
Commiuioncr  of  MolropoliUn  Police  aliould,  in 
nn  official  Meidornndum  read  to  hii  labordinilei, 
h«TD  reSectod  on  tho  ndmiiiiitraliaii  of  tfae  Lav 
bj  Mr.  Ernot  Baggnllnj:,  one  of  the  Stipendinr; 
Mngiitrnten  of  tho  Mctropolii,  nnd  it  of  opinion 
lliat  luch  n  eourao  muit  tend  Id  produoo  a  moat 
prcjodieial  eflcct,  bf  weakening  the  nuthoritj  of 
iho  Mngiatrato  over  tlia  Folico  within  his  jurii- 
diotion," 

said,  he  wished  to  direct  attention  to 
a  matter  wbich,  to  Bomo  extent,  waa 
parallel  with  the  case  which  occupied 
BOme  time  of  the  Houee  last  Seaaion, 
and  in  regard  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Becretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthewa), 
by  the  attitude  he  adopted— especially 
in  ita  earlier  etagea  —  eventually  in- 
Tolved  the  OoTemment  of  which  he  was 
a  Member  in  an  ignominious  but  de- 
served defeat.  He  (Mr.  Pickersgill) 
thought  it  would  be  a  matter  of  some 
surprise  to  the  House  that  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  so  soon  forgotten  the  salutary 
lesson  which  had  been  read  to  them. 
He  had  said  that  the  case  to  which  he 
now  desired  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  had  some  features  in  common 
with  that  to  which  attention  was  callod 
last  Session.  It  might  be  a  coincidence 
— it  migbt  be  something  more  than  a 
ooincidence — that  in  the  two  cases  of  this 
kind  in  which  Sir  Charles  Warren  had 
come  into  the  sharpest  conflict  with  the 
public,  ho  had  bolstered  two  constables 
who,  by  evidence  given  in  open  Court, 
took  away,  or  endeavoured  to  take  away 
— that  must  have  been,  at  all  events,  the 
effect  of  their  evidence— the  characters 
of  two  young  women — young  women,  it 
waa  true,  ooouping  a  very  humble  posi- 
tion in  life,  but  not  on  that  account,  he 
Bubmitted,  less  entitled  to  the  respect, 
and,  if  necesBary,  the  protection  of  the 
House.  Now,  what  were  the  facts  of 
this  case  ?  On  Wednesday,  the  25th 
January  last,  a  young  woman  named 
Annie  Coverdale  was  charged  at  the 
West  Ham  FoHceConrt  with  being  drunk 
and  disorderly  by  Police-oonstable  Bloy. 
The  policeman  told  one  story,  the  girl 
told  another.  In  order  to  save  time  he 
did  not  think  he  need  trouble  the  House 
with  sitber,  because  they  did  not  ap* 
pear  to  be  relevant  to  the  main  pui- 
pose,  and  h«  now  oame  to  what  waa 
relevant— namely,  the  queations  whioh 


were  addressed  to  Bloy  by  tbe  learned 
magistrate — 

"Mr.Baggallkj  (tolfae  conaUble):  Wbatmakei 
fou  m;  abe  vna  drunk  T — ConaUbla  Dloj  :  Uer 
general  appearance.  Mr.  QaggallnT  :  What  do 
jou  mean  bj  'general  appearanoo' I— Bloj  : 
Wei!,  ahe  coutd  not  (rilk  atraight,  .Sir,  and  alio 
awore  aC  ma.  Mr.  Baggnllny :  Do  jou  know 
her  !~I)l07  :  Oh,  jei.  Sir  ;  1  haca  known  her  two 
or  ibroo  ;eara.  PrJaoner  ;  Sir,  we  havo  not  teen 
in  Canning  Town  Ihrce  jieara.  Mr.  Bnggallay 
(to  tho  oonatalle] :  IIow  long  have  jiOD  linown 
her  1  Now.  do  bo  cnrofol.— Blor  :  Well  I  hare 
known  her  12  months,  lam  aura.  Mr.  Baggallaj  : 
you  (aid  juat  now  that  you  bad  known  ber  lor 
year;.  Ilavo  joa  aeen  ber  out  at  night  baforo  7 
—Bio/ :  Oh,  yea,  Sir.  Sir.  Baggallay :  How 
long  ? — Bloy  :  EtcrT  night,  for  the  latt  Ihrofl  or 
fonr  montha,  up  to  12  and  I  in  tbe  morning,  walk- 
ing about  with  tailor)  or  aeafaring  man.  Dif- 
fereat  men.  Sir," 
Then  the  prisoner  burst  in— 

"It  isfalae,  3ir(bnratingintoleari):  itisfalip. 
Sir.  lam  not  a  girl  of  that  aort.  I  ani  reapecl- 
able.  Sir.  I  bave  been  in  two  roapectnblo  situa- 
tiona  ID  Soulhampton,  and  haie  rcfcreneca  in  nij 
posaeaaion,  Sir.  I  bare  brren  naked  lo  go  back  to 
mj  laat  situation.  If  I  waa  auoh  a  girl  a»  tbo 
coniUble  aa/i,  1  should  not  ha  asked  to  do  that. 
(Here  ahe  handed  teatimoninll,  which  woro 
paruied  bjr  the  magialrate.)  She  further  (aid 
that  when  the  conitabis  took  her  into  cuatodf  he 
(truck  bar,  and  when  thej  paaaed  her  houaa  aho 
aaked  him  to  knock  at  the  door  and  tell  bar 
fatheri  but  he  rcfnaed,  aajin;,  >  Ton  do  not  live 
there.  1  know  your  lather  well  enough.'  An- 
other policeman  having  alnted  on  oath  that  in  his 
opinion  Coicrdnto  was  drunk,  two  independent 
wiCneaaea  and  the  priaoner'a  mother  were  called 
and  awore  that  the  was  quite  aober.  The  land- 
lady of  the  honsa  where  prlaoner'a  young  man 
lodged  Slid  that  Conitnble  bloy  ran  into  her 
house  and  said  he  would  arrest  the  young  man  for 
atealing,  when  really  it  was  Che  other  man.  llo 
waa  much  oxcited,  and  treated  the  youug  woman 
Tary  roughly," 

Then  Mr.  Baggallay  gave  his  decision  in 
the  following  terms  :  — 

"  There  teema  to  hare  been  a  disturbance  there, 
and  a  man  undoubtedly  wai  the  worse  for  drink. 
There  ia  no  eiidence  at  all  that  thia  young  woman 
was  the  wane  for  drink,  except  that  given  by 
Bloy.  I  should  be  sorry  to  act  upon  his  avidence, 
remembering  tho  aniwors  he  gave.  I  do  not  lliink 
there  is  any  ground  Cor  the  suggCsliOQ*  ha  baa 
made  about  the  young  woman  being  aeen  outwith 
seafaring  men.  In  fact,  I  do  not  baliafe  bii 
eridenoe  at  all,  and  (to  the  prisoner)  1  dlschargo 

Then,  the  report  concluded — ' 

"  Tbe  young  woman  loft  tbe  Court  with  her 
motber,  the  latter  weeping  bitterly." 
Well,  this  case  attracted  a  good  deal  of 
attention,  and  much  public  Bympathj 
was  enlisted  on  behuf  of  the  young 
woman.  But  on  the  Ist  February  the 
owe  bad  a  new  development.    On  that 
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day,  when  Mr.  Baggallay  took  his  seat 
on  the  Benoh  he  made  the  following  ob- 
servation:— 

"  On  Monday  morning  last  tho  Commissioners  of 
Police,  after  a  priyate  inquiry  into  the  case  of  Miss 
Co?erdaIe — who  was  tried  before  mo  on  the  25th 
January— directed  a  Memorandum  in  which  the 
following  passage  occurs,  to  be  read  out  to  the 
constables  of  the  K  Division." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  PICKEKSGILL  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Ashton-under- 
Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  interrupted  him  at 
a  very  significant  point.  He  had  been 
just  about  to  quote  to  the  House  the 
comments  of  Mr.  Baggallay  on  this 
Memorandum  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
and  his  comments  are  as  follows : — 

<*  On  Monday  morning  last,  the  Commissioners 
of  Police,  after  a  private  inquiry  into  the  case 
of  Miss  Coverdale — which  was  tried  before  me 
on  25th  January — directed  a  Memorandum,  in 
which  the  following  passage  occurs,  to  be  read 
out  to  the  constables  of  the  K  Division  : — *  The 
Commissioners  have  had  the  case  under  their 
consideration,  and  have  decided  to  exonerate 
Bloy.'  They  further  regret  that  Mr.  Baggallay 
came  to  so  hasty  a  decision,  and  that  he  did  not 
g^vo  the  constable  an  opportunity  to  call  the 
sergeant  who  was  on  duty  at  the  station,  and 
others  who  could  have  given  corroborative  evi- 
dence.* " 

Mr.  Baggallay  then  said — 

^*  Although  the  contents  of  this  document 
were  communicated  by  the  police  to  the  Press 
on  Monday  last,  and  appeared  in  the  evening 
papers  on  that  day,  my  request  made  yesterday 
morning  for  a  copy  of  it  has  not  been  complied 
with,  and  I  am  compelled  to  rely  on  the  Press 
report,  which  I  am  told  by  the  inspector  is  an 
accurate  one.  The  Commissioners  were  per- 
fectly justified  in  making  an  inquiry  and  form- 
ing an  independent  judgment  on  the  conduct  of 
the  constable :  but,  as  a  police  magistrate,  I 
protest  against  the  Commissioners  making  such 
an  accusation  against  me  in  a  Memorandum 
addressed  to  the  police-constables  in  the  borough 
over  which  I  have  jurisdiction,  and  still  more 
do  I  protest  against  such  an  accusation  being 
made  after  a  secret  inquiry,  and  without  any 
communication  with  myself  as  to  the  accuracy 
of  the  statements  upon  which  it  was  founded. 
If  the  Commissioners  were  informed  that  I  did 
not  give  the  police  an  opportunity  of  calling 
any  further  witnesses,  such  information  is  abso- 
lutely untrue.  In  answer  to  myself,  the  con- 
stable stated  that  he  had  no  other  witnesses  to 
call,  and  did  not  even  suggest  that  anyone  else 
could  throw  any  further  light  on  the  case.  I 
state  most  emphatically  that  the  constable  had 
every  opportunity  of  calling  any  witnesses  he 
chose,  and  that  the  charge  of  haste  in  my  de- 
cision is.entirely  groundless." 

The  magistrate's  remarks  were  received 
with  applause  by  a  crowded  Court.  Now, 

Mr,  PickertgiU 


in  the  first  place,  he  (Mr.  Pickersgill) 
would  ask  the  House  to  observe  how 
Sir  Charles  Warren  treated  this  case. 
He  exonerated  Bloy,  but  he  removed 
him  to  another  district ;  and  in  answer 
to  his  (Mr.  Pickersgill's)  inquiry,  the 
Home  Secretary  gave  this  —  which 
seemed  to  him  very  extraordinary — ex- 
planation. The  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
said  it  was  the  custom  of  the  Police  Force, 
when  a  police  officer  was  found  fault 
with  by  the  magistrate,  to  remove  him 
out  of  the  district  of  that  magistrate's 
Court.  He  would  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider what  that  meant.  It  meant  this, 
that  if  the  police  magistrate  had  occasion 
to  censure  a  policeman  for  giving  his 
evidence  unsatisfactorily,  the  policeman 
was  removed  to  a  district  where,  in  the 
ordinary  course,  he  would  never  appear 
as  a  witness  before  that  magistrate 
again;  but  he  would,  in  the  ordinary 
discharge  of  his  police  duties,  appear 
before  some  other  magistrate  again.  A 
magistrate  might  be  glad  to  get  rid 
of  a  policeman  whom  he  believed  to  be 
untrustworthy ;  but  how  about  the  pro- 
tection of  the  public  ?  From  the  public 
point  of  view  it  would  be  a  far  safer 
course  to  leave  the  man  whom  the 
magistrate  had  pronounced  to  be  un- 
trustworthy in  tne  old  district,  because 
then,  when  he  came  up  to  give  evidence 
against  a  citizen,  the  magistrate  would 
severely  scrutinize  his  evidence;  but 
what  did  Sir  Charles  Warren  do  ?  In 
Bloy's  case  he  sent  the  man  to  another 
district,  leaving  him  on  police  duty,  so 
that  in  the  ordinary  course  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  give  evidence  in  the 
box,  and  come  up  before  a  magistrate 
who  knew  nothing  about  his  character, 
and  who  would,  probably,  attach  to  his 
evidence  a  credit  which  it  did  not  deserve. 
He  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  could  hardly  ima- 
gine a  course  that  was  better  calculated 
at  once  to  defeat  the  ends  of  justice  and 
imperil  the  liberty  of  the  citizen.  What 
was  the  cause  and  root  of  it  all  ?  There 
was  a  fetish  set  up  in  Scotland  Yard, 
which  was  ''the  credit  of  the  force," 
and  to  that  fetish,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
everything  latterly  appeared  to  be  sacri- 
ficed— even  the  interests  of  the  truth  and 
the  liberty  of  London  citizens.  Local 
public  opinion,  which  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  was  extremely  important,  had  ex- 
pressed itself  in  this  case.  On  the  14th 
February  last,  a  deputation  of  the 
ratepayers  of  West  Ham  attended  before 
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the  Town  CouDcil  for  the  purpose  of  ex- 
pressing their  concurrence  in  the  action 
of  the  Btipendiary  magistrate  in  this 
case  of  Constable  Bloy.  A  member  of 
the  deputation — Mr.  C.  C.  Hutchinson 
— made  these  remarks — 


*'  They  appeared  to  urge  an  important  matter 
on  theCounciFR  consideration — The  recent  action 
of  tho  Police  Commissionera  towards  the  autho- 
rities of  the  borough  in  tho  oxocution  of  their 
duty  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and  order.  At 
the  outset  he  would  disclaim  any  intention  to 
make  party  capital.  He  would  also  disclaim 
any  sentimental  notions,  and  the  idea  that  they 
had  any  antagonism  to  the  police  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  would  bear  testimony  as  to  the  way 
the  police  discharged  their  onerous  duties.  The 
Commissioners  had  recently  acted  in  such  a 
way  as  to  bring  those  responsible  for  decency 
and  public  order  into  disrepute.  It  made  no 
difference,  in  his  opinion,  whether  Miss  Cover- 
dale  was  or  was  not  all  she  should  be,  the 
action  of  tho  Police  Commissioners  was  not  only 
inconsiderate,  but  most  discourteous.  Thejr 
held  an  official  secret  meeting— if  he  wore  per- 
mitted he  would  call  it  a  conclave  of  the  deities 
of  Scotland  Yard — and  the  result  was  that  the 
decision  of  the  police  magistrate  was  brought 
into  contempt.  The  manner  in  which  that  de- 
cision was  come  to  was  calculated  to  rob  the 
public  of  confidence  in  the  decisions  that  were 
p^iven  at  the  Police  Courts ;  and  in  face  of  the  way 
in  which  Sir  Charles  Warren  had  ridden  rough- 
shod over  the  constituted  authority,  he  would 
ask  how  '  law  and  order '  was  to  be  maintained 
in  the  borough?  The  depiftation  desired  to 
know  whether  the  best  way  would  not  be  to 
endeavour  to  get  the  control  of  the  police  in 
their  own  hands.  He  ventured  to  say  that  if 
the  police  in  West  Ham  had  been  under  the 
charge  of  a  Watch  Committee,  this  scandal  would 
not  have  arisen,  and  such  an  arrangement  would 
secure  the  magistrates  and  police  against  official 
interference  from  the  authorities  of  Scotland 
Yard." 

Another  member  of  the  deputation,  Mr. 
C.  Boardman,  spoke  of  the  universal 
satisfaction  which  the  decision  of  Mr. 
Baggallay  had  given  to  rich  and  poor 
alike,  and  denounced  the  rule  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  as  a  military  despotism. 
Mr.  Baggallay  had  not  long  ceased  to  be 
a  Member  of  this  House.  He  left  them, 
he  (Mr.  Fickersgill)  was  sure,  with  the 
good  wishes  of  them  all,  and  it  must  be 
a  satisfaction  to  all,  whether  political 
friends  or  political  opponents,  to  find 
this  testimony  given  of  the  fact  that 
since  his  appointment  to  the  judicial 
bench,  he  had  held  the  scales  of  justice 
with  an  even  hand,  and  had  won  the 
universal  good  opinion  of  the  people  over 
whom  he  had  jurisdiction.  Well,  the 
Mayor  of  West  Ham  (Mr.  George  Hay) 
in  replying,  said — 


"  He  felt  in  a  rather  peculiar  position,  and 
personally  ho  would  have  preferred  that  this 
matter  had  not  been  brought  under  the  cogni- 
sance of  the  Council.  Those  who  had  seen  the 
reports  of  the  proceedings  in  tho  House  of 
Commons  must  feel  that  something  would  come 
out  of  it,  and  for  this  reason  he  wished  tho 
matter  had  come  before  them  later  on.  There 
was. one  point,  however,  on  which  he  thoroughly 
sympathized  with  the  deputation,  and  that  was 
the  feeling  that  Mr.  Baggallay  had  been  shame- 
fully treated  by  Sir  Charles  Warren.  Every 
reasonable,  straightforward  man  with  any 
brains  felt  convinced  that  it  was  a  most  unfair 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Police  Commissioners." 

The  Mayor  added  that  tho  matter  was 
about  to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  should  remain  in  abeyance  for 
the  present.  So  much  for  the  expression 
of  local  public  opinion.  But  the  public 
opinion  of  a  much  wider  area  had  also 
been  expressed  upon  this  subject.  The 
matter  had  been  treated  by  two  journals. 
It  had  been  treated  piotorially  in  the 
columns  of  our  venerable  friend  Punchy 
and  it  had  been  treated  editorially  in  the 
columns  of  The  Standard.  He  (Mr. 
Pickersg^)  would  not  wound  the  feelings 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  by  referring  to  the  drawings 
in  Punch,  He  had  no  doubt  the  righf 
hon.  Gentleman  saw  it.  Even  if  he  had 
not  happened  to  see  it  himself,  some  good 
natured  friend  would  have  been  sure  to 

Eoint  it  out  to  him.  It  would,  however, 
e  worth  while  to  read  one  or  two  lines 
from  the  article  which  appeared  in  The 
Standard.    That  newspaper  said — 

*'  Nobody  knows  better  than  himself  that  the 
public  confidence  in  the  honesty  and  intelli- 
gence of  the  police  force  in  connection  with 
dutie8  which  imperatively  demand  both,  is  not 
exactly  what  it  was,  and  he  ought  to  have  been 
exceptionally  careful,  in  any  fresh  case  that 
might  arise,  to  do  nothing  that  was  calculated 
to  re-awaken  these  feelings  of  distrust.  The 
case  of  Constable  Bloy  has  served  to  revive  and 
to  intensify  them ;  and  by  withholding  from  the 
public  the  grounds  on  which  he  came  to  a  con- 
clusion adverse  to  that  of  the  magistrate,  who 
had  heard  both  sides  of  the  story,  the  Chief 
Commissioner  has,  we  think,  committed  a  grave 
error  of  judgment,  which  is  much  to  be  re- 
gretted. We  cannot  allow  that  either  the  de- 
linquencies or  the  excesses  of  policemen  should 
be  withdrawn  behind  the  veil  of  official  privi- 
lege, adjudicated  upon  with  closed  doors,  and 
the  result  announced  to  the  world  with  the 
curtness  proper  to  a  court  martial.  If  the 
authorities  at  Scotland  Yard  have  one  test  of 
truth,  and  the  police  magistrates  another,  wo 
have  a  right  to  know  wherein  they  differ,  if  not 
to  say  wmch  of  the  two  shall  be  preferred.  It 
ia  a  serious  mistake  to  attempt  to  regulate  the 
police  on  a  military  model,  or  to  try  to  make  a 
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little  Horse  Guards  out  of  Scotland  Yard.  The 
two  institutions  stand  on  a  totally  distinct 
footing.  Both  the  Army  and  the  pob'ce  are,  in 
one  sense,  servants  of  the  public  ;  but  the 
police,  Sir  Charles  must  remember,  are  so  in 
another,  and  a  very  different,  senso  from  that 
in  which  the  Army  is.  The  former,  it  cannot 
too  often  be  repeated,  are  employed  in  a  class 
of  services  which  bring  them  into  a  close  rela- 
tion with  our  privacy,  and  admit  them  to  be 
sjpoctators  of  our  faults,  our  follies,  and  our 
vices,  almost  as  much  as  if  they  were  in  the 
position  of  domestic  servants.'* 

There  were  two  objections  which  might 
possibly  be  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  to  the 
Motion  he  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  had  brought 
forward  to-night.  In  the  first  place,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  say  that 
they  had  not  the  Memorandum  before 
them.  That  was  quite  true;  but  he 
(Mr.  Pickersgill)  asked  whose  fault  was 
that?  He  had  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lay  the  Memorandum  on 
the  Table,  but  he  had  declined  to  do  so. 
But  although  they  had  not  the  Memo- 
randum they  had  tbe  copy  of  it,  which 
was  read  in  open  Oourt  by  Mr.  Ernest 
Baggallay  on  the  1  st  of  February,  certified 
to  be  correct  by  the  police  inspector,  and 
remaining  uncontradicted  to  this  mo- 
ment ;  and  every  sensible  man  would 
see  that  if  the  terms  of  the  Memorandum 
itself,  if  laid  on  the  Table,  would  put  a 
different  and  a  better  complexion  on  this 
matter,  there  could  be  no  reasonable 
doubt  that  the  Memorandum  would  have 
been  produced.  Then  there  was  another 
possible  objection  —  namely,  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner  was  bound  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  in  consequence  of  the 
remarks  which  the  magistrate  had  made. 
He  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  was  quite  willing 
to  admit  that  that  was  so ;  but  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  inquiry  which  the 
Chief  Commissioner  instituted  ?  He 
undertook  to  re-hear  the  case  ;  but  what 
did  he  do?  He  examined  police  wit- 
nesses only.  He  heard  one  side  of  the 
case  only ;  and  then  he  came  to  a  con- 
clusion different  from  that  of  the  magis- 
trate who  had  heard  both  sides  of  the 
case.  Having  done  this,  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner exonerated  Constable  Bloy. 
The  reputation  of  Bloy  and  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  girl  were  so  mixed  up  in  this 
case  that  to  exonerate  Bloy  took  away 
the  character  of  the  girl.  He  (Mr. 
Pickersgill)  maintained,  therefore,  that 
for  the  Chief  Commissioner  to  exonerate 
Bloy  without  communicating  with  Mr. 

Mr.  Picker$g%U 


Baggallay,  was  showing  a  great  want 
of  courtesy  to  the  learned  magistrate. 
But  the  Chief  Commissioner  did  not 
stop  there.  He  actually  went  out  of  his 
way  to  make  a  grave  reflection  on  the 
conduct  of  the  case  by  the  magistrate. 
He  charged  him  with  having  given  a 
hasty  decision ;  he  charged  him,  also, 
with  having  excluded  evidence  which 
he  ought  to  have  received.  Well,  ho 
(Mr.  Pickersgill)  submitted  that,  next 
to  corruption  itself — next  to  charging  a 
magistrate  with  being  bought  by  money 
in  his  office — there  were  no  charges 
more  odious  than  those  which  were 
brought  by  Sir  Charles  Warren.  And 
then  came  the  additional  aggravation 
that  these  charges  were  read  out  to  the 
constables  serving  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  Mr.  Baggallay.  What,  in  the 
opinion  of  any  reasonable  man,  must  Le 
the  effect  of  that  course?  Surely  it 
must  be  this — to  teach  to  the  policemen 
this  pernicious  lesson,  that  the  censures 
of  the  magistrates  were  of  no  account 
provided  only  they  could  retain  the  good 
graces  of  the  Commissioner,  who  heard 
only  one  side  of  the  case.  Perhaps  he 
(Mr.  Pickersgill)  might  be  permitted  to 
say  that  he  had  been  disappointed  with 
the  attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  in  reply  to  two  or 
three  questions  which  he  had  addressed 
to  him  on  this  subject.  It  was  really 
the  Cass  case  over  again  so  far  as  the 
Home  Secretary  was  concerned.  He 
had  not,  by  a  single  word,  expressed  his 
censure  or  his  disapprobation  of  what 
had  been  done  by  Sir  Charles  Warren. 
What  he  did  say  was  this.     He  said — 

'^  I  have  tendered  to  the  magistrate — I  hope 
to  his  satisfaction — the  explanation  which  I 
thought  was  called  for." 

Two  or  three  times  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  he  trusted  his  ex- 
planations had  been  satisfactory.  It 
was  to  be  observed  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  never  gone  the  length 
of  saying  that  his  explanations  had  been 
satisfactory.  But  even  supposing  that 
they  had  been  satisfactory  to  Mr, 
Baggallay,  with  all  respect  to  that  Gentle- 
man, that  would  not  be  enough.  It  was 
not  enough  to  soothe  the  wounded  feel- 
ings of  the  magistrate.  What  was 
wanted  was  to  restore  the  confidence  of 
the  public,  and  the  confidence  of  the 
public  could  alone  be  restored  by  pro- 
ceeding in  a  manner  which  was  open 
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and  abovo  board.  He  (Mr.  Pickersgill) 
protested  against  this  policy  of  hugger- 
mugger.  He  believed  that  a  Govern- 
ment of  dark  corners  would  never  retain, 
as  it  certainly  did  not  deserve  to  retain, 
the  confidence  of  the  country.  The 
people  who  sent  Members  to  this  House 
had  just  as  much  right  to  information 
as  any  hon.  or  right  hon.  Member  of 
the  House.  Indeed,  if  it  came  to  that, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  they  had  a  better 
title — a  better  and  a  higher  title  because 
their  title  was  original  and  the  title  hon. 
Members  had  was  simply  derived  from 
them.  It  would  be  equally  averse,  both 
from  his  intention  and  from  his  policy, 
to  say  anything  which  could  be  regarded 
as  personally  offensive  to  the  Home 
Secretary,  but  he  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  but  be  aware 
that  people  outside  were  saying  that  he 
was  afraid  of  this  terrible  Chief  Com- 
missioner. However  that  might  be,  this 
House,  at  all  events,  was  not  afraid  of 
him,  at  least  not  yet.  He  quite  believed 
that  Sir  Charles  Warren  was  a  sort  of 
spurious  Cromwell,  who  would  even 
order  his  myrmidons  to  remove  the 
''  bauble  "  from  the  Table  of  the  House 
with  very  little  compunction,  but  in 
these  days  sham  Cromwells,  wherever 
they  were  found,  were  simply  mischie- 
vous anacronisms,  and  they  were  especi- 
ally mischievous  at  the  head  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police,  which  ought  to  be  purely 
a  civil  force.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  House  to  check  this  military  and 
militant  Chief  Commissioner,  and  at  the 
same  time  vindicate  the  learned  ma- 
gistrate who  seemed  to  have  enjoyed  in 
a  very  eminent  degree  the  confidence  of 
the  people  who  lived  within  his  juris- 
diction. He  begged  to  move  the 
Motion  standing  in  his  name  on  the 
Paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  this  House  regrets  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Metropolitan  Police  should, 
in  an  oflScial  Memorandum  read  to  his  subor- 
dinates, have  reflected  on  the  administration  of 
the  Law  by  Mr.  Ernest  Baggallay,  one  of  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
is  of  opinion  that  such  a  course  must  tend  to 
produce  a  most  prejudical  effect  by  weakening 
the  authority  of  the  Magistrate  over  the  Police 
within  his  jurisdiction. — {^Mr.  PieheragilL) 

Thb  secretary  op  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
could  not  help    feeling  that  the  hon. 

yOL,  OOOXXin.    [thibd  seeies.] 


Momber  had  given  undue  importance 
and  significance  to  this  case.  Mr. 
Baggallay  was  a  gentleman  whom  he 
had  himself  appointed  to  the  magisterial 
bench,  and  although  he  never  made  an 
appointment  on  which  he  congratulated 
himself  more,  he  was  perfectly  certain 
that  Mr.  Baggallay  would  give  satis- 
faction on  the  magisterial  bench  of 
the  Metropolis.  Therefore  nobody 
ought  to  suppose  that  anything  he  had 
done  or  said,  or  might  do  or  say,  in 
reference  to  this  case,  implied  the 
slightest  censure  on  Mr.  Baggallay. 
On  the  occasion  in  question  the 
learned  magistrate  had  before  him 
one  of  those  cases  which  occurred 
in  scores  in  every  Police  Court  in 
the  Metropolis — the  ordinary  case  in 
which  the  prisoner  was  charged  with 
drunk  and  disorderly  conduct.  The 
Police- constable  Bloy,  who  arrested  the 
prisoner,  seemed,  so  far  as  he  could 
judge  from  the  reports  in  the  news- 
papers, to  be  a  bad  and  unsatisfactory 
witness,  and  he  was  disbelieved  by  Mr. 
Baggallay,  who,  moreover,  told  Bloy  in 
open  Court  that  he  did  not  believe  his 
evidence  at  all.  No  doubt  Mr.  Baggallay 
had  full  ground  for  coming  to  the  deci- 
sion he  did,  and  he  (Mr.  Matthews)  did 
not  presume  to  find  fault  with  him  for 
having  done  so ;  a  magistrate  was  en- 
titled to  state  the  impression  that  a 
witness's  evidence  produced  upon  his 
mind.  Nobody,  however,  could  deny 
that  an  observation  of  that  kind  falling 
publicly  from  the  bench  was  of  the 
most  serious  moment  to  the  person 
against  whom  it  was  made,  and  especi- 
ally to  a  member  of  the  police  force.  If 
it  was  sustained  and  well-founded  the 
man's  career  in  life  was  at  an  end  and 
he  was  a  ruined  man,  and  therefore, 
while  fully  admitting  Mr.  Baggallay's 
perfect  right  to  make  what  comments  he 
thought  fit,  the  hon.  Member  would 
himself  see  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Police  was  bound,  after  the  scene  which 
occurred,  to  make  full  inquiry  into  all 
the  facts.  The  hon.  Member  complained 
that  in  the  course  of  that  inquiry  the 
Commissioner  examined  none  but  the 
members  of  the  police  force.  That  was 
true  in  the  first  instance,  but  the  Com- 
missioner proceeded  further  and  made 
an  elaborate  and  careful  investigation 
in  the  neighbourhood  where  the  young 
woman  lived,  and  he  also  saw  the  father 
of  the  young  woman. 
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Mr.  PICKEESGILL  observed  that 
when  this  question  was  first  raised,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  informed 
him  that  only  police  witnesses  were  ex- 
amined. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  it  was 
perfectly  true  that  in  the  first  instance 
only  police  witnesses  were  examined, 
but  the  Commissioner  afterwards  con- 
tinued the  inquiry,  and  made  it  much 
more  full  and  complete  by  the  examina- 
tion of  a  number  of  witnesses  not  in  the 
police  force.  That  was  after  the  Answer 
he  gave  to  the  hon.  Member.  He  felt 
some  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  case, 
because  he  was  most  anxious  not  to  drop 
one  word  calculated  to  give  pain  to  the 
family  concerned,  and  therefore  if  he 
spoke  with  great  caution  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Member  would  not  suppose  he  had 
not  matters  to  allege  which  would  be  of 
great  moment  in  coming  to  a  conclusion 
on  the  whole  of  the  circumstduces.  The 
hon.  Member  complained  that  the  in- 
quiry was  secret.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a 
secret  inquiry,  but  it  was  impossible 
that  such  inquiries  could  be  other  than 
secret,  in  the  sense  that  the  public  were 
not  admitted.  In  the  first  place,  the 
persons  examined  were  those  members 
of  the  police  force  who  knew  about  the 
facts.  There  were,  he  thought,  three 
policemen  who  were  witnesses  of  the 
girl's  arrest  and  two  more  who  saw  her 
at  the  station  when  the  charge  was 
taken,  and,  in  particular,  at  the  station 
there  was  a  superintendent  who  was 
highly  respected  in  the  force  and  whose 
veracity  was  unquestioned.  Having 
made  such  inquiries  as  seemed  fit  in  the 
first  instance  to  throw  light  on  th^  facts, 
it  would  not  be  disputed  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  was  bound  to  act  on  his 
own  conclusions.  Whatever  respect  one 
would  pay  to  the  impression  Mr. 
Baggallay  formed  and  expressed  from 
hearing  Bloy  give  his  evidence  in  Court, 
the  hon.  Member  himself  would  not 
deny  that,  in  justice  to  Bloy,  the  Com- 
missioner was  bound  to  make  up  his 
own  mind  according  to  the  information 
he  collected.  He  heard  the  evidence  of 
several  members  of  the  police  force  whom 
Mr.  Baggallay  did  not  hear,  through 
no  fault  of  his  own,  but  simply  from 
the  shape  the  proceedings  in  Court  took. 
The  Commissioner  having  made  this  in- 
quiry, which  he  was  bound  to  make, 
and  having  received  evidence  which 
satisfied  him    that   the  charge  against 


the  girl  was  not  an  unfounded  charge, 
and,  more  than  that,  that  Bloy  had  good 
warrant  for  asserting  what  he  had 
asserted,  was  bound  not  to  conceal  or 
modify  his  opinion  simply  because  it 
happened  to  be  at  variance  with  the 
decision  of  the  magistrate.  He  (Mr. 
Matthews)  hoped  he  might  be  allowed 
to  put  it  in  that  way  without  seeming  to 
say  anything  that  pressed  against  the 
girl.  It  would  have  been  a  most  cruel 
thing  to  punish  Bloy  in  view  of  the 
Commissioner's  decision;  and  here  he 
might  say  that  Bloy  himself  was  far 
from  wishing  to  make  against  Annie 
Coverdale  the  grosser  imputation  which 
undoubtodly  his  words  seemed  to  con- 
vey to  the  magistrate's  mind,  and 
which,  apparently,  they  conveyed  to  the 
hon.  Member's  mind.  According  to  the 
inquiry  it  was  clear  that  Bloy  had  no 
intention  to  make  any  imputation  of  the 
sort.  Before  he  passed  away  from  this 
point  he  desired  to  add  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  sort  of  public  outcry  that 
had  been  raised  in  reference  to  this 
matter,  as  well  as  for  his  own  satisfac- 
tion, he  directed  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury — a  gentleman  of  great  expe- 
rience, to  whom  no  taint  of  partiality 
could  apply,  and  whoso  fairness  w^  un- 
questioned— to  inquire  into  this  matter. 
That  gentleman  had  inquired  into  the 
matter,  and  without  entering  into  the 
details  of  that  inquiry — which  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  right  or  fair  to 
enter  into — he  might  say  that  that  gen- 
tleman in  his  report  had  found  that 
Bloy  was  justified  in  the  evidence  he 
gave.  He  had  no  desire  to  enter  into 
the  question  whether  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Treasury  was  right  in  the  conclusion  at 
which  he  had  arrived,  or  whether  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  was  right 
in  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived  ;  he  merely  wished  to  place  be- 
fore the  House  the  judgment  at  which 
those  gentlemen  had  arrived  as  the  re- 
sult of  the  inquiry  they  had  held,  which 
exonerated  Police  constable  Bloy  from 
the  charge  which  had  been  made  against 
him.  The  ChiefCommissioner  of  Police 
having  arrived  at  the  conclusion  he  had 
indicated,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner  to  communicate  that  con- 
clusion to  Police-constable  Bloy  and  to 
the  other  constables  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  him  in  the  matter.  The 
Memorandum  of  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
which  was  addressed  to  the  superin- 
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tendent  of  Bloy's  districi;!  was  in  tbese 
terms  :— 

"  I  beg  to  inform  Police-constable  Bloy  and 
others  in  your  division  connected  with  this 
matter  that  after  full  inquiry  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  Police-constable  Bloy  spoke 
the  truth  upon  the  occasion  in  question,  and 
that  I  regret  that  the  magistrate  should  have 
doubted  his  veracity  without  giving  him  an 
opportunity  of  calling  the  superintendent  who 
took  the  charge  and  others  who  could  have 
spoken  on  the  subject." 

The  Memorandum,  therefore,  did  not 
contain  the  expression  ^*  that  the  magis- 
trate had  come  to  a  hasty  decision."  He 
quite  agreed  that  it  was  a  want  of 
decorum  and  of  good  taste  in  any  way 
to  refer  to  the  magistrate's  decision,  but 
it  was  evident  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  Chief  Commissioner  to  explain  that 
he  had  arrived  at  that  coDclusion  which 
differed  from  that  of  the  magistrate  on 
grounds  which  were  not  before  the 
magistrate.  It  was  no  fault  of  the 
magistrate  that  he  had  not  heard  the 
whole  of  the  evidence,  neither  was  it 
the  fault  of  Police -constable  Bloy.  Ex- 
planations had  been  offered  to  Mr. 
Baggallay,  Sir  Charles  Warren  had 
communicated  with  the  learned  magis- 
trate, thoroughly  deprecating — being 
a  magistrate  himself — any  supposed 
disrespect  to  a  magistrate  on  the  bench. 
Coupled  with  this  explaihation  he  (Mr. 
Matthews)  had  sent  Mr.  Baggallay  a 
full  and  complete  expression  of  regret 
and  apology  for  what  had  occurred,  and 
for  that  Mr.  Baggallay  had  thanked 
him.  This  being  the  case,  it  was  not 
desirable  that  that  House  should,  on  the 
slight  evidence  before  it,  either  agree  to 
this  Beiolution  or  reject  it,  either  of 
which  courses  might  be  supposed  to 
amount  to  a  Vote  of  Censure  upon  one 
or  other  of  the  parties,  and  he,  there- 
fore, begged  to  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

Mr.  speaker,  on  rising  to  propose 
that  Question,  addressed  the  House  as 
foUoweth : — 

The  Right  honourable  Gentleman  proposes  to 
move  the  Previous  Question.  If  I  were  to  pro- 
pose that  Question  in  the  customary  form,  the 
terms  of  the  Motion  would  be  '*  That  that  Ques- 
tion be  now  put,"  words  which  are  almost 
identical  with  the  words  of  the  Motion  for  the 
Closure  of  a  Debate.  Moreover,  hitherto,  when 
a  &Iember  moves  the  Previous  Question,  he 
votes  against  his  own  Motion. .  I  therefore 
tl^nk  that  the  present  occasion  a^ords  a  good 


opportunity  for  establishing  a  precedent.  I 
therefore  propose,  if  I  should  obtain  the  full 
sanction  of  the  House  to  my  suggestion,  to 
adopt  instead  of  the  present  form  of  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  the  words  **  That  the  Question 
be  not  now  put." 

And,  the  general  assent  of  the  House 
being  signified, 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  not  now  put." — {Mr.  Secretary 
Jfaithewe,) 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  thought  it  was  most  extraordi- 
nary that  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
should  have  power  to  revise  decisions 
of  magistrates.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews) 
had  said  that  the  evidence  of  Bloy  had 
been  to  some  extent  corroborated,  yet 
Bloy  denied  his  own  assertion.  The 
constable  said  he  had  known  this  girl 
for  years ;  but  afterwards  admitted  that 
he  had  only  known  her  for  months. 
The  good  character  of  a  girl  was  so 
precious  to  her,  that  a  police- constable 
guilty  of  injuring  it  ought  to  be  imme- 
diately cashiered.  The  Home  Secretary 
said  it  was  a  very  grave  thing  for  a  con- 
stable to  be  censured.  No  doubt  it  wa^; 
and  he  recognixed  at  once  the  g^eat 
difficulties  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 
But,  after  all,  to  censure  a  police-con- 
stable for  giving  wrong  evidence  before 
a  magistrate  was  a  very  small  matter 
compared  with  the  ruination  of  the  cha- 
racter of  a  girl.  He  hoped  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  was  responsible,  to  a 
very  great  extent,  for  the  conduct  of 
the  police  in  London,  would  see  that 
greater  care  was  exercised  by  police- 
constables  in  giving  evidence  in  Courts 
of  Justice.  A  similar  case  to  the  one 
under  consideration  occurred  not  very 
long  ago — only  a  few  months  ago.  The 
case  came  under  his  knowledge ;  but  he 
would  not  designate  the  district  in  which 
it  occurred  too  minutely.  A  police-con- 
stable said,  in  regard  to  a  certain  respec- 
table married  lady,  that  he  had  seen  her 
at  a  particular  railway  station.  She  was 
almost  turned  out  of  that  station  in  con- 
sequence of  the  assertion  of  the  con- 
stable. Happily  for  her  she  had  ample 
evidence  to  prove  her  innocence.  She 
took  the  case  to  Court,  and  there  she 
got  damages  against  the  man  who 
originally  made  the  statement  reflecting 
upon  her  character.  Had  there  been  no 
circumstances  connected  with  the  ca^e 
3  0?  ... 
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"which  enabled  the  lady  to  refute  the 
charge  made  against  her,  her  character 
might  have  been  ruined  before  her  hus- 
band and  her  children.  It  was  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  police-constables 
should  rather  toll  less  than  the  truth  than 
more  than  the  truth ;  and  if  the  bringing 
forward  of  the  Bloy  incident  to-night 
resulted  in  some  action  being  taken  by 
tho  Ilorae  Office  to  warn  the  Metro- 
politan Polico  against  exaggeration  be- 
fore Police  Magistrates  a  great  deal 
"would  be  gained. 

Mr:  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  ho  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bothnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell) 
that  it  was  of  great  importance  that 
policemen  should  give  their  evidence 
carefully,  and  with  a  due  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility. The  hon.  Gentleman's 
experience,  no  doubt  —  [-4  lauijh,]  — 
Perhaps  he  ought  not  to  say  that.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given  his  ex- 
perience of  the  police ;  but  had  merely 
narrated  one  anecdote  of  a  married  lady 
who  seemed  to  have  fallen  under  the 
suspicion  of  an  odd  policeman.  But  he 
was  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
ag^ee  with  him  that,  as  a  rule,  the  way 
in  which  police- constables  gave  their 
evidence  was  very  highly  creditable  to 
them.  His  (Mr.  Addison's)  experience 
had  been  a  very  extensive  one.  He  had 
come  across  tho  police  as  often  as  most 
Members,  but  he  had  always  found  that 
they  had  been  strong  in  their  duty.  In 
Courts  of  Justice  he  had  been  amazed 
at  the  fairness  with  which,  as  a  rule, 
constables  gave  their  evidence ;  he  did 
not  think  that  any  other  body  of  men, 
even  a  body  of  young  curates,  could 
give  their  evidence  better.  He  was  very 
astonished  at  one  remark  which  was 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
a  policeman  ought  to  be  so  careful  about 
the  truth  that,  if  possible,  he  ought  to 
tell  a  little  less  than  the  truth. 

Mr.  HOWELL  said,  he  stated  that 
police  constables  ought  rather  to  give  less 
than  the  truth  than  more  than  the  truth. 

Mr.  ADDISON:  Rather  less  than 
more  than  the  truth.  He  only  remem- 
bered one  occasion  on  which  he  heard  a 
similar  remark,  and  that  was  some  years 
ago.  Having  reason  to  doubt  the  evi- 
dence which  it  was  suggested  to  him 
would  be  given  by  a  young  gentleman, 
the  young  gentleman's  father,  a  very 
respectable  Hebrew,    said — "Oh,    you 
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need  not  fear,  Mr.  Addison,  as  to  wbat 
this  gentleman  will  say.  I  have  brought 
him  up  so  carefully  to  tell  the  truth 
that  he  would  rather,  if  possible,  go  on 
the  other  side."  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  police  would  not  altogether  bear 
in  mind  the  admonition  of  the  hon. 
Member,  but  would  be  careful  to  speak 
the  whole  truth,  nothing  but  the  truth, 
and  the  entire  body  of  the  truth.  The 
hon.  Member  had  also  stated  that  it  was 
an  unwise  thing  for  decisions  of  tho 
Bench  to  be  reviewed  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police  in  the  Metropolis. 
He  quite  ogrrol  with  that  view,  and  he 
agreed  that  if  this  could  be  fairly  called 
revising  tho  decisions  of  tho  Bench 
there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  force  in 
the  last  words  of  the  hon.  Member's 
(Mr.  Pickergill's)  Motion,  namely  : — 

'*  That  such  a  course  must  tend  to  produce  a 
most  prejudicial  effect  by  weakening  the 
authority  of  the  magistrate  over  the  police 
within  his  jurisdiction." 

But,  whilst  he  was  quite  of  that  opinion 
in  theory,  he  thought  in  practice  there 
was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  the  other 
side.     He  might  point  out  to  the  House 
another  growing  evil  which  tended  very 
much  to  weaken  the  authority  of  Judges. 
He  desired  to  speak  with  all  respect  of 
his  learned  Friend,  Mr.  Baggallay.     No 
oue  was  better  pleased   than  he  was 
when  he  heard  that  Mr.  Baggallay  had 
obtained  promotion  at  the  hands  of  the 
Home  Secretary,     But  Mr.    Baggallay 
in  doing  what  he  did,  though  he  did  not 
go  very  far,  was  following  the  example 
which  was  too   often  set  iu   Courts  of 
Justice  by  Judges  even   more    distin- 
guished and  occupying  higher  positions 
than  his  (Mr.  Baggallay' s)  own,  and  it 
was  this — that  instead  of  confining  them- 
selves  simply    to    deciding    the    cases 
which  were  before  them,  after  listening 
to  them  with  that  impartial  care  and 
attention  which  they  ought  to  give,  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  making  speeches  in 
which  they  thought  it  right  to  bestow 
praise  or  blame,  condemnation  or  ap- 
proval, upon  the  witnesses  who  appeared 
before  them.     In  this  particular  matter 
no  one  could  have  questioned  the    de- 
cision of  Mr.  Baggallay  if  he  had  simply 
given  that  decision   and   said  nothing 
more,  but  he  thought  it  right  to  go  out 
of  his  way  to  express  his  opinion  of  the 
conduct  and  the  evidence  of  the  policeman 
Bloy.     Mr.  Baggallay  said  that  he  could 
not  believe  a  word  that  the  policeman 
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said.  That  being  eo,  the  Ohief  Com- 
missioner bad  a  duty  forced  upon  bim. 
Sir  Charles  Warren  was  told  that  a 
member  of  his  force  was  a  person  who 
could  not  be  belieyed  at  all.  What  was 
he  to  do?  Why,  the  only  thing  he 
could  do  thereupon  was  to  institute  some 
sort  of  an  inquiry.  He  (Mr.  Addison) 
appealed  to  hon.  Members  as  to  what 
they  would  do  supposing  they  were  in 
a  similar  position.  Supposing  some  ser- 
vant girl,  someone  connected  with  them, 
had  occasion  to  appear  as  a  witness  in  a 
Police  Court,  and  the  magistrate,  going 
beyond  the  decision  in  the  case,  which 
probably  no  one  would  question,  said — 
**  This  is  a  person  unworthy  to  be  in  re- 
spectable employment,"  would  not  hon. 
Members  have  held  somo  sort  of  an 
inquiry,  to  see  whether  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  statement  of  the 
magistrate  ?  All  the  Chief  Commissioner 
had  done  was  his  duty.  It  was  a  duty 
he  could  not  shirk.  He  was  compelled 
to  do  it.  No  one  suggested  he  did  it 
improperly  or  partially;  no  one  sug- 
gested that  he  did  not  take  all  the  means 
within  his  power  to  arrive  at  the 
truth — that,  in  fact,  he  did  not  make 
an  honest  inquiry.  Having  made  an 
honest  inquiry,  he  came  to  a  decision  in 
favour  of  the  policeman.  He  had  before 
him  materials  of  knowledge  and  means 
of  ascertaining  the  policeman's  character 
in  general  which  probably  the  magis- 
trate had  not.  If  the  Chief  Commis* 
sioner's  opinion  was  couched  in  terms 
at  all  disrespectful  to  Mr.  Baggallay, 
then  they  knew  that  an  ample  apology 
was  made.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Howell)  suggested 
that  part  of  the  evidence  in  the  case  was 
that  the  policeman  had  known  the  girl 
for  years,  whereas  he  had  only  known 
her  for  four  months.  Anyone  who  had 
been  in  Courts  of  Justice  know  that 
nothing  was  more  common  than  for  a 
witness  to  be  confused  as  to  time  and 
dates.  Ho  (Mr.  Addison)  might,  if  he 
were  asked,  say  ho  had  had  the  pleasure 
of  knowing  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
five  years — whereas  it  might  be  10 
years— and  very  probably,  if  that  fact 
were  called  to  his  attention,  he  should 
say — **  Bless  my  soul,  how  quickly  time 
has  passed."  Sometimes  witnesses  said 
what  was  not  exactly  what  they  meant, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  for  a  policeman 
to  get  a  wrong  impression  of  matters. 
Mr.  Baggallay,  upon  imperfect  informa- 


tion, came  to  one  view  of  the  evidence 
before  him,  and  the  Commissioner,  who 
was  compelled  to  institute  some  inquiry, 
came  to  another  view.  In  common  fair- 
ness and  honesty  to  the  policeman,  the 
Chief  Commissioner  could  not  do  more 
than  say — **  So  far  as  my  inquiry  has 
gone,  I  think  that  a  mistake  has  been 
made,  and  you  are  an  honest  man." 
Was  not  that  a  right  thing  to  do  ?  That 
was  really  the  sum  and  substance  of  this 
matter.  The  Chief  Commissioner  dis- 
charged a  duty  which  the  observations 
of  the  magistrate  compelled  him  to  dis- 
charge ;  but  he  in  no  way  constituted 
himself  a  Court  of  Appeal.  No  one 
said  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  had  dis- 
charged the  duty  dishonestly ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  they  had  the  Home  Secre- 
tary stating  that  his  inquiries  proved  to 
him  that  the  Chief  Commissioner  had 
done  everything  that  was  right.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  (Mr.  Addison) 
was  glad  to  find  that  the  police  were  in 
the  right.  One  was  always  glad  to  find 
that  the  police  discharged  their  duties 
well.  If  there  was  a  black  sheep 
amongst  them  he  ought  to  be  punished. 
They  ought  to  be  glad  there  were  few 
black  sheep  amongst  the  police,  and  that 
the  particular  person  concerned  in  this 
case  had  turned  out  not  to  be  one  of 
them,  but  that  he  had  every  right  to 
enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  community. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  F0WLEK(  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  that  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  very  simple,  and  there  was  no 
dispute  about  them.  He  regarded  the 
question  as  one  of  internal  discipline  in 
the  Police  Force.  The  Chief  Commis- 
sioner, in  the  exercise  of  his  duty,  insti- 
tuted not  a  judicial,  but  a  disciplinary 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  police, 
constable,  and  no  blame  could  be  at* 
t ached  to  Sir  Charles  Warren  for  hold- 
ing such  an  inquiry.  But  then  there 
came  the  publication  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner's decision,  which  was  practi- 
cally a  reflection  on  the  decision  of  the 
Judge.  There  were  two  principles  which 
they  must  bear  in  mind — first,  that  an 
inquiry  of  this  kind  was  not,  and  could 
not,  be  that  of  a  Court  of  Appeal  from 
any  properly  constituted  tribunal ;  and, 
secondly,  the  House  must  be  very  care- 
ful to  preserve  the  very  broad  line  of 
distinction  between  the  judicial  and  the 
executive  with  reference  to  police  mat" 
ters.  He  thought  that  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  met  the  case  very  fairly,  a4- 
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mitting  that  Sir  Charles  Warren  had 
committed  an  error  of  taste  and  judgment. 
Sir  Charles  Warren  had  also  practically 
apologized  through  the  Home  Secretary 
to  the  magistrate  for  what  he  had  done. 
He  therefore  asked  the  hon.  Member 
to  consider  that  his  Motion  was,  practi- 
cally, a  very  grave  and  serious  censure 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  the  Keso- 
lution  was  passed,  Sir  Charles  Warren 
must  send  in  his  resignation  to-morrow 
morning.  He  contended  that  the  cen- 
sures of  the  House  of  Commons  on 
public  officials  ought  not  to  be  pro- 
nounced on  light  grounds.  Haviug, 
therefore,  heard  the  statement  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  he  asked  the  hon. 
Member  whether  ho  would  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  judgment  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  pronounced, 
resting  assured  that  an  error  of  this 
kind  would  not  occur  again.  He  sug- 
gested that  the  hon.  Member  should 
withdraw  his.  Motion. 

Mr.  PICKEKSGILL  said,  he  desired 
to  correct  a  statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  Home  Secretary.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  blamed  him  for  not 
taking  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the  terms 
of  the  Memorandum.  Now,  on  the  13th 
of  February  last,  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lay  a  copy  of  the  Memo- 
randum on  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  but 
his  reply  was  that  it  was  not  usual,  and 
that  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  to  the 
public  advantage  to  lay  the  documents 
on  the  Table. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  that  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  was  the  Cor- 
respondence. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  asked 
for  a  copy  of  the  Memorandum  and  for 
the  Correspondence.  He  did  not  receive 
any  intimation  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  lay  the  Memorandum  on  the  Table. 
He  certainly  thought  that  at  that  time 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  decided 
objections  to  lay  the  Memorandum  on 
the  Table.  However,  an  appeal  had 
been  made  to  him,  an  appeal  to  which 
he  was  not  unwilling  to  respond.  He 
thought  he  had,  at  all  events,  succeeded 
in  eliciting  from  the  Home  Secretary  a 
stronger  expression  of  opinion  with  re- 
gard to  the  action  of  Sir  Charles  Warren 
than  any  previously  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons ;  and  he  only  desired,  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  add  a 
very  few  words  more.     On  the  13lh  of 
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February,  according  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  in  the  House, 
only  police  witnesses  had  been  examined 
in  this  matter.  It  appeared  that  sub- 
sequently independent  witnesses  were 
examined ;  but  for  the  life  of  him  he 
could  not  understand  how  testimony, 
however  valuable  in  itself,  obtained  sub- 
sequently to  the  1 3th  of  February,  could 
in  any  way  affect  the  propriety  of  a 
step  which  was  taken  on  the  29  th  of 
January. 

Motion  for  Previous  Question  and 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdratan. 

WORKMEN  (WOOLWICH  AND 
ENFIELD). 

MOTION    FOR    A    SBLEOT    COMMITTEE. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  rose  to  call  attention  to  the  case  of 
workmen  entered  in  the  Royal  Arsenal, 
Woolwich,  and  at  Enfield,  between  the 
1 7th  day  of  December,  1861,  and  the 
4th  day  of  June,  1870,  and  to  move — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the 
circumstances  under  which  workmen  entered  in 
the  Koyal  Arsenal,  Woolwich,  and  Enfield,  and 
other  Government  estahlishments,  between  the 
17th  day  of  December,  1861,  and  the  4th  day  of 
June,  1870,  have  hitherto  been  refused  tho 
benefit  of  *  The  Superannuation  Act,  1859,'  and 
*The  Superannuation  Amendment  Act,  1873,' 
and  subsequent  Amendment  Acts,  and  particu- 
larly whether  it  was  in  the  year  1870  that  they 
were  for  tho  first  time  informed  that  a  War 
OflSce  Circular  of  the  17th  day  of  December^ 
1861,  had  assumed  to  suspend  *  The  Superan- 
nuation Act,  1859,'  so  far  as  these  men  were 
concerned,  and  as  to  whether  they  are  or  ought 
to  be  within  the  benefits  of  the  said  Act  of  1873 ; 
that  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records  ;  that  Three  be  tho 
quorum  ;  that  Colonel  Duncan,  Mr.  O.  V.  Mor- 
gan, Viscount  Folkestone,  Mr.  Ilowell,  Mr. 
Boord,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  Colonel  Hughes  bo 
the  Members  of  the  said  Committee,'' 

His  Motion  affected  the  working  classes, 
and  he  had  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  have  consented  to  the  inquiry  he 
proposed.  The  six  Members  of  the 
House,  with  himself,  whom  he  proposed 
as  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  could  have 
gathered  information  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  used  or  might  have 
rejected  at  their  pleasure.  He  under- 
stood that  the  Government  would  not 
consent  to  have  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
at  all ;  but  he  hoped  that  their  opinion 
would  be  modified  by  the  time  he  had 
concluded  his  observations.  Theartizans 
and  labourers  at  Woolwich  and  Enfield, 
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and  other  Government  establishments, 
were  entitled,  to  peiSsions  under  the 
old  Ordnance  scale,  after  15  years' 
service.  Labourers  of  every  description 
had  £10  a-year  after  15  years'  service, 
and  £15  a-year  after  20  years' service. 
The  Act  of  1 857  abolished  the  abaitement 
which  had  previously  taken  place  where 
men  had  pensions.  .  To  prove  that  these 
men  were  a  class  entitled  to  pension,  it 
would  be  found  on  page  704  of  volume 
146  of  Mantard  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  1857,  stated  in  the 
House  that  the  pensions  granted  to 
artificers  of  the  Navy  and  Ordnance 
amounted  at  that  time  to  £74,700  per 
annum.  In  1859  the  Superannuation 
Act  of  that  year  was  discussed  as  a  Bill, 
and  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  which 
place  then  included  Woolwich,  said  he 
hoped  the  Bill  was  so  framed  as  to 
include  within  its  scope  artizans  and 
labourers  employed  in  the  Government 
establishments.  Lord  Iddesleigh,  then 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  said  the  Act 
would  extend  to  all  persons' in  the  Public 
Service.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  speaking  on  the  18th  of 
March,  1859,  said — 

"  They  were  enactlDg  now  that  which  would 
not  take  full  effect  for  the  next  40  or  50  years  ; 
and  they  were  now  entering  into  a  new  set 
of  engagements,  every  one  of  which,  even  if  it 
reached  over  holf-a-century  or  more,  must  be 
kept  absolutely  sacred,  however  onerous  might 
be  the  consequences.*' — (3  hansardy  [153]  366.) 

**  However  onerous  might  be  the  con- 
sequences "  were  very  weighty  words. 
.He  (Colonel  Hughes)  alleged  that  in 
.  this  particular  case  the  engagement  of 
the  Government  had  not  been  kept,  and 
he  would  presently  explain  why.  He 
believed  that  successive  iSecretaries  of 
State  had  investigated  these  cases  in  a 
very  perfunctory  manner,  being  guided 
-  almost  entirely  by  the  permanent  offi- 
cials. He  made  an  exception,  however, 
in  the  case  of  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  be- 
cause ho  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  more  attention  to  the 
case  than  all  the  other  Secretaries  of 
State  who  had  preceded  him,  and  he 
had  many  times  been  in  hope  that  the 
righthon.  Gentleman  would  have  granted 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry.  But  it  ap- 
peared that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
after  further  consultation  with  the  per- 
manent officials;  had  gone  back  to  the 


old  beaten  track,  and  had  said  **No," 
when,  in  his  (Colonel  Hughes)  opinion, 
the  evidence  was  of  such  a  nature  that 
he  ought  to  have  said  "  Yes.'*  There 
were  originally  three  contentions  against 
the  men.  The  first  was  that  they  were 
not.  included  in  the  Superannuation  Act 
of  1859.  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  said,  in 
1859,  that  the  Act  of  1834  gave  superan- 
nuation allowances  to  those  officers  only 
who  were  within  the  Schedule  of  1834, 
whereas  the  Bill  of  1859  would  extend 
superannuation  allowances  to  all  persons 
in  the  Public  Service,  the  abatements 
havicg  been  abolished.  Colonel  Sykes, 
then  a  Member  of  the  House,  said 
that— 

**  Although  an  economist,  and  anxious  to 
save  the  public  money,  he  was  bound  at  the 
same  time  to  bo  just,  and,  therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Bill.  The  higher  servants  of  tho 
Crown  were  able  to  provide  for  their  old  age 
out  of  their  salaries,  but  the  lower  class  could 
not  do  80,  and  if  they  were  permanent  servants 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  to  do  that  for  them 
which  they  could  not  do  for  themselves."— 
{Idid,  369.) 

With  respect  to  the  same  Bill,  Mr. 
Wilson,  then  Member  for  Devonport, 
wrote,  under  date  of  19th  February, 
1859,  to  Mr.  E.  B.  Oram,  of  Devonport, 
informing  him  that  these  words  had 
been  inserted  in  the  Bill — 


(4 


Whether  their  remuneration  be  computed 
by  day  pay,  weekly  wages,  or  annual  salary,'* 

in  order,  as  Mr.  Wilson  said,  to  show 
that  all  classes  —  labourers,  artificers, 
and  officers — were  alike  included.  He 
(Mr.  Wilson)  further  said — 

*'  The  whole  of  the  Public  Service  would  bo 
placed  on  precisely  the  same  footing,  and  full 
effect  would  be  given  to  tho  doctrine  for  which 
he  had  always  contended  since  it  was  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  abatements,  which  was  the 
only  pretext  for  any  distinction  before ;  *' 

and  he  concluded — 

''That  he  sent  that  explanation,  thinking  Mr. 
Oram  might  have  many  inquiiies  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  order  to  enable  him  to  answer 
them." 

He  (Colonel  Hughes)  would  leave  that 
part  of  the  subject,  and  hoped  he  had 
proved  it  up  to  the  hilt  that  artificers 
and  labourers  were  included  in  the  Act 
of  1859.  The  second  contention  against 
the  men  was  that  after  1859  they 
must  get  the  certificate  mentioned  in 
the  Act  of  1859.  That  certificate  was 
described  in  tho  debate  at  the  time  as  a 
certificate  of  age  and  medical  fitness. 


1671 


Oritrt  if 


I  Commons  J 


No  certificate,  as  thej  uaderstood  a  oer- 
tifioate  now,  would  make  blactBmiths  or 
carpenters  better  workmen.  Sir  Stafford 

Northcote  said — 

"  In  reference  to  the  examination  of  the  men 
I17  tho  Civil  Service  CommiBaioner,  he  had  to 
■tate  that  it  ivaa  ahBolutelj  Decenary  for  the 
.  men  to  obt^n  certificates  aa  to  their  age,  the 
state  ot  their  health,  and  other  Buch  mattort  as 
were  elements  in  the  colculalion  of  their  super- 
annuation."— {/iid.  377.) 
But  it  was  the  duty  of  tliose  who 
engaged  tlie  men  to  see  that  their  entry 
was  in  every  respect  complete.  Now, 
the  men  wLo  entered  after  1859  ob- 
tained the  Bamo  wages  as  those  who 
were  employed  before  that ;  and  there 
had  been  no  distinction  in  wages  be- 
tween one  class  and  another  from  that 
time  down  to  the  present.  There  were 
printed  regulations  in  these  Government 
establishments  by  which  workmen  were 
bound,  and  there  was  nothing  stated  in 
the  regulations  with  regard  to  the 
superannuations  being  abolished.  There 
was  nothing  posted  up  in  the  workshops 
with  regard  to  any  intention  of  abolish- 
ing euperannuatioDB.  On  the  contrary, 
men  were  being  superannuated  every 
day  as  occasion  arose.  At  length  they 
came  to  the  year  1870,  when  a  work- 
man,   named  Weaver,  who  was  then 


retiring,  claimed  his  superannuation 
allowance,  although  he  had  entered 
after  1859.  The  officials  of  tho  Depart- 
ment where  he  was  employed  drafted 
the  letter  of  application  which  he  sent 
in. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 


HOtlSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednttday,  2Ut  March,  1688. 
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Q  UE8TI0NS. 


IRELAND— ROAD  C0NTHACT0B8— TIP- 
PERART,  N.R. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  tTipperary,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
the  moneys  earned  by  the  road  con- 
tractors in  the  North  Biding  of  the 
County  of  Tipperary  for  a  period  of 
eight  months  came  due  at  the  recent 
Assizes  at  Nenagh  on  the  5th  and  6th 
instants,  when,  as  usual,  cheques  for 
payment  should  be  issued ;  whether 
these  contractors,  numbering  over  500, 
mostly  poor  men,  are  yet  unpaid  ;  whe- 
ther many  of  them  reside  at  a  distance 
of  20  miles  from  Nen^b,  where  they 
have  had  to  come  applying  for  their 
money;  and,  whether  complaints  have 
reached  him  that  this  is  owing  to  the 
neglect  of  "  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown 
and  Peace"  in  not  signing  the  cheques 
duly  certified  for  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  ha 
will  have  instructions  issued  to  that  offi- 
cial to  havethe  payments  made  without 
further  delay  ? 

The  chief  8E0RETAET  (Mr.  A. 
J.  BALForn)  (Manchester,  E.},  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  been  unable  to  obtain  the 
necessary  information,  and  he  must  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  he  good  enough 
to  give  him  a  little  longer  Notice. 

Mb.  p.  J.  O'BEIEN  said,  the  Ques- 
tion had  been  on  the  Paper  four  or  five 
days, 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  replied,  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  aware  that  it  was  un- 
usual to  put  dovf  n  tluestions  for  a  Wed- 
nesday's Sitting,  and  it  was  also  very 
inconvenient. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 
Oricrtd,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Conaoli- 
dated  Fund  BiU  (No.  1)  and  the  Cooaideration 
of  the  National  Debt  [Converaion)  Bill,  aa 
amended,  have  precedence  of  the  Orders  of 
tho  Day  aubaequent  to  the  Land  I^w  (Ireland) 
Aota  Amendment  Bill ;  and  that  so  much  of 
the  Standing  Orders,  "  SitUnga  of  the  Houae," 
as  relatea  to  ths  interruption  of  Bagineaa,  and 
the  Adjournment  ot  the  House  at  half-paat 
Five,  aud  at  Sii  o'clccfc,  be  snapended  during 
To-day's  Sitting,  until  the  proceedings  on  the 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  I)  Bill  and  the  Na- 
tional Debt  (Conversion)  Bill  are  concluded.— 
(iff.  Wi\li<m  Umry  Smith.) 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)   ACTS  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL.— [Bill  1.] 

(Mr,  Pmmellf  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton , 

Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr,  T,  M.  Healy.) 

SECOND   BBADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mk.  PAENELL  (Cork),  in  rising  to 
move,  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said :  In  doing  so  it  will 
be  unnecessary  for  me  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  at  any  great  length 
with  the  introduction  of  this  matter, 
because  in  the  discussions  which  we 
have  had  previously  during  this  and 
other  Sessions  upon  this  most  important 
and  vital  question  we  have  been  gradu- 
ally narrowing  the  area  of  the  dispute 
and  reducing  the  proposals  to  one  or 
two  definite  points  of  distinction  or  dif- 
ference. We  have  now  before  us 
practically  two  methods  of  dealing  with 
this  question.  We  have  the  method 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  last  Session 
during  the  discussions  upon  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill,  and  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell) 
and  reduced  by  him  to  the  shape  of  a 
Bill  this  Session,  and  also  taken  up  by 
myself  and  proposed  in  the  Bill  which 
I  now  ask  the  House  to  road  a  second 
time.  We  also  have  the  method  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  last  Session — 
rejected  by  us  last  Session  for  reasons 
then  given,  and  which  I  shall  repeat 
again  now  in  detail — a  method  which  is 
foreshadowed  by  an  Amendment  placed, 
I  believe,  on  the  Paper  at  short  Notice. 
— the  Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Birmingham  (Mr.  Powell- 
Williams),  who  proposes  as  a  solution  for 
this  question  the  general  bankruptcy  of 
the  Irish  tenants.  Nothing  that  has 
happened  since  last  Session  has  induced 
us  to  alter  our  minds  in  the  slightest 
respect  with  regard  to  this  bankruptcy 
proposal.  It  was  one,  however,  which 
we  fully  considered  then — which  we 
anxiously  and  earnestly  considered  with 
every  desire  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
Government,  and  which,  after  full  con- 
sideration, we  rejected  as  impossible  and 
most  inequitable,  and  likely  to  lead  to 
the     most     disastrous     consequences. 


What,  then,  remained?  There  re- 
mained the  proposal  which  I  shall  sub- 
mit in  the  Bill,  which  is  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Inver- 
ness and  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone;  and  there  also  remained  what  I 
may  call  the  Scotch  precedent — that  is, 
that  we  should  d  epart  from  the  foundation 
laid  in  the  Act  of  last  Session  and  adopt 
an  entirely  different  manner  in  dealing 
with  arrears-^namely,  to  give  the  Land 
Commission  power  to  deal  with  those 
arrears,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
Scottish  crofters.  I  rejected  that  pro- 
posal, because  I  desired  above  all 
things  that  the  proposal  which  I  was  to 
submit  to  the  House  should  be  a  mode- 
rate one,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
excuse  whatever  for  its  rejection.  I 
should  have  preferred,  undoubtedly,  the 
Scotch  proposal.  There  are  questions 
connected  with  the  constitution  of  the 
County  Courts  in  Ireland,  and  especially 
with  the  constitution  of  some  of  them, 
which  render  it  impossible  for  us  to  look 
with  much  hope  to  the  action  of  some  of 
those  tribunals  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  taking  them  as  a  whole,  I 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  be 
right  for  me  not  to  depart  from  the 
foundation  which  was  laid  for  us  by  the 
Act  of  last  Session  in  the  30th  section 
of  the  Act,  that  it  would  be  better  for 
us  to  build  upon  that  foundation  rather 
than  to  lay  down  one  entirely  new,  so 
that  we  should  have  a  bettor  chance  of 
inducing  the  House  of  Commons  to  ac- 
cede to  an  addition  to  the  30th  section 
of  the  Act  of  last  year,  an  addition  which 
was  then  urged  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness,  and  an  addition 
which  we  hope,  taking  it  as  a  whole, 
will  afford  practical  and  very  large 
relief  to  the  majority  of  the  Irish  ten- 
ants as  regards  this  question  of  arrears. 
I  have  taken  this  30th  section  as  a 
foundation,  and  I  have  built  upon  it 
the  structure  of  the  Bill,  which  I  want 
the  House  to  give  a  favourable  hearing 
to.  The  30th  section  of  the  Act  of  last 
Session  provided,  as  the  House  remem- 
hers,  that  the  Courts  in  which  the  pro- 
ceedings against  tenants  were  taken  for 
non-payment  of  rent  and  also  for  any 
debts  should  have  the  power,  within 
the  limitation  of  £60  valuation,  to  post- 
pone the  execution  of  the  decree  if 
cause  were  shown,  and  also  to  spread 
the  debt  over  such  period  as  they 
thought  proper  by  instalments.    I  ask 
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the  House  to  go  a  step  furtliOT,  and  to 
give  the  Court  the  additional  power  of 
reducing  these  dehts  in  the  oaae  of  rent, 
of  reducing  the  cost  in  such  proportion 
as  they  may  think  proper.     The  Act  of 
last  Session,  in  its  30th  section,  was  con- 
fined, as  I  have  said;  to  £50  valuation. 
I  ask  the  House  to  extend  that  limit 
from  £50  to  £100,  in  order  to  meet  the 
oases  of  leaseholders  who  are  entirely 
shut  out  from  the  equitable  provisions 
of  that  section— or  at  least  very  largely 
shut  out — owing  to  that  limitation,  the 
great  majority  of  leaseholders  having  a 
valuation  of  over  £50.     I  also  ask  for 
an  extension  in  the  provisions  in  the 
30th  section  to  the  case  of   civil  hills 
for    the  recovery  of  rent,  Section  30 
being  limited  as  regards  rent  to  cases 
of  ejectment,  the  power  of  spreading 
instalments  over  a  certain  period  being 
limited  to  cases  of  ejectment.     I  have 
introduced   a   limitation  into   my  Bill 
which  does  not  exist  in  the  Act  of  last 
Session.     I  have  limited  the  effect  of 
my  Bill  to  cases  of  rent ;  but  I  am  wil- 
ling— if  it  should  seem  proper  to  the 
House,  and  in  view  of  those  who  sup- 
port the  Amendment  which  has  been 
placed   upon  the  Paper  by  the   hon. 
Member    for    South    Birmingham — to 
meet  that  Amendment,  so  far  as  I  rea- 
sonably can,  to  forego  that  limitation, 
and  to  extend  my  Bill,   if  it  reaches 
Committee,    to    all    cases    which    are 
covered  by  Section  30  of  the  Act  of  last 
year.     There  are  some  supplementary 
provisions  of  minor  importance  in  this 
Bill.     There  is  the   provision  for  the 
extension  of  time  for  redemption  within 
three  months  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act,  in  case  the  six  months  period  of 
redemption  allowed  by  the  Act  of  last 
Session   shall  have   expired  before  its 
passing.     This,  I  think,  is  a  reasonable 
provision.     It  is  not  one  of  very  great 
magnitude,  nor  of   extensive   applica- 
tion, but  it  is  one  which,  if  the  other 
portions  of  my  Bill  commend  themselves 
to    the    House,   will    undoubtedly    be 
thought  satisfactory,    because    it   pro- 
vides that  the  tenant  whose  period  of 
redemption  has  expired — owing  to  the 
operation  of  the  7  th  section  of  the  Act 
of  last  Session — shall  have  the  advan- 
tages offered  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.     Then  it  also  gives  power  to  the 
Court  where  a  judgment  or  decree  has 
been  recovered  prior  to  the  passing  of 
the  Act  to  roduce  the  amount  of  arrears 

Mr,  Parnell 


and  costs— that  is  to  say,  allowing  the 
Court  on  this  question  of  arrears  to  go 
back  on  its  judgment,  and  bring  it  into 
accordance  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
These  are  the  main  provisions  of  this  Bill ; 
in  effect,  the   entire  provisions.     It  is 
one  which  I  recommend  to  the  House  on 
account  of  the  present  situation  in  Ire- 
land.  Wo  know  not  what  that  situation 
may  bo.     Wo  are  now  at  the  end  of  the 
term  of  respite  afforded  by  the  operation 
of  the  7th  section  of  the  Act  of  1887. 
That  7th  section  provided  the  substitu- 
tion of  notice  of  eviction  for  the  actual 
carrying  out  of  the  eviction  of  the  ten- 
ants.    It  provided  that  no  ejectment 
should  be  actually  carried  out  for   a 
period  of    six  months.     It,    therefore, 
afforded  a  temporary  respite  from  actual 
ejectment  to  the  Irish  tenants.     That 
temporary  respite  for  the  Irish  tenant 
is  exemplified  by  the  fact  that,  whereas 
in  the  quarter  ending  September,  1887, 
the  number  of  evictions  was  4,195;  in 
the  quarter  ending    December,    1887, 
when  this  7th   section  had  come  into 
operation,  the  number  of  evictions  was 
only  650,  or,  roughly  speaking,  a  pro- 
portion of  one  in  eight  of    what  they 
had    been    in    the    previous    quarter 
These  evictions,  the  House  will  bear  in 
mind,   have  not  been  stopped  or  pre- 
vented.  They  have  only  been  postponed 
or  suspended,   and  looking  at  another 
Eetum  I  find  that  in  the  same  quarter, 
the  quarter  ending  December  Slst,  1887, 
when  the  evictions  were  reduced  by  the 
operation  of  the  7th  section  to  550  from 
4,195   in  the    preceding    quarter,    the 
alarming  number  of   3,352  notices    of 
eviction  were  served.     I  ask  the  House 
to  consider  what  is  to  become  of  those 
3,352  notices  of  eviction,   served,  mind 
you,  up  to  the  end  of  last  year  ?    We 
have  no  information,  no  Eetum  as  to  the 
number  of  eviction  notices  which  have 
been  served  since ;  but  we  may  assume 
that  they  amount,  at  least,  to  another 
3,000.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  any  in- 
formation in  his  possession  with  regard 
to  this  matter ;  but  I  think  if  he  had 
the    information    in    his   possession   it 
should  have  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  before  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  I  will  assume,  in  the  absence 
of  any  contradiction  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  analogy  with  the  result 
of  the  working  of  Section  7  of  the  Act 
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duriDg  tlie  quarter  ending  last  year, 
that  there  have  been  up  to  date  upwards 
of  6,000  or  6,000  notices  of  eviction 
served  under  the  operation  of  that  sec- 
tion. This  is  a  very  alarming  prospect, 
and  I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what  is 
likely  to  result  when  these  notices  of 
eviction  come  to  be  put  in  force.  You 
have  had  a  respite  from  agrarian  agi- 
tation and  trouble  in  Ireland  during  the 
winter,  largely  owing  to  the  effects  of 
that  section  ;  but  I  say  it  again  to  the 
House  that  it  is  only  a  respite,  and  that, 
failing  some  extension  of  the  provision 
of  the  dOth  Section  of  the  Act  of  last 
year,  you  are  bound  to  be  plunged  into 
a  sea  of  trouble  and  confusion  and  dis- 
aster in  Ireland,  the  results  of  which  no 
man  can  foresee.  What  is  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  Government  ?  There 
have  been  rumours  that  they  are  goibg 
to  adopt  the  Amendment  of  thehon.'Mem- 
ber  for  South  Birmingham  (Mr.  Powell- 
Williams).  This  Amendment — which 
has  been  placed  upon  the  Paper  at  the 
last  moment — it  is  rumoured  is  to  be 
adopted  by  the  Government  as  the  plank 
upon  which  they  may  sit  to  ride  over 
this  stormy  sea  in  Ireland.  Well,  Sir, 
I  think  if  any  action  was  to  be  taken,  it 
should  have  been  taken  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  form  of  a  Bill,  and  not  in 
the  form  of  an  Amendment  to  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill,  the  only 
result  of  which,  if  successful,  will 
be  to  throw  out  the  only  proposal 
in  the  shape  of  a  Bill  the  House  has 
before  it.  This  is  a  pressing  question, 
and  it  needs  immediate  action.  The 
greatest  trouble  in  connection  with  all 
your  attempts  to  deal  with  this  Land 
Question  has  been  that  you  have  always 
been  too  late — sometimes  by  10  years, 
sometimes  by  two  years,  and  sometimes 
by  one  year.  In  1885  I  asked  the  House 
to  abate  judicial  rents,  and  the  House 
refused.  But  a  year  later,  the  House, 
on  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, abated  those  rents ;  but  they 
were  too  late,  for  meanwhile  this 
load  of  arrears  had  accumulated— 
arrears  that  by  your  Act  of  abate- 
ment you  admitted  to  be  excessive. 
We  are  told  that  we  must  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  abatement  of  rents  or 
arrears  of  rents  to  the  landlords  on  the 
same  footing  as  with  the  other  debts  due 
by  the  tenants,  but  the  question  of  rent 
by  your  own  legislation,  repeated  over 
and  over  again,  has  been  placed  upon 


an  entirely  different  footing.  Since  the 
Devon  Commission  sat  "30  or  40  years 
ago  the  House  has  been  engaged  in 
constant  attempts  to  fetter  the  action  of 
the  Irish  landlords  against  their  tenants. 
But  has  the  House  ever  found  it  neces- 
sary to  fetter  the  action  of  any  other 
creditors  besides  the  landlords  ?  The 
necessity  has  not  been  urged,  it  has  not 
been  maintained,  much  less  has  it  been 
proved.  The  necessity  with  regard  to 
the  landlords  has  been  shown  to  exist  in 
every  year  by  numerous  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment and  by  the  impossibility  of  main- 
taining any  sort  of  settled  government 
in  Ireland  owing  to  thb  way  in  which 
the  landlords  had  exercised  their  rights 
over  their  tenants.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  ab- 
surd, it  is  monstrous,  to  attempt  to  set 
up  an  analogy  between  the  two  classes 
of  the  tenants'  creditors.  The  analogy 
does  not  exist.  In  the  first  place,  it  has 
never  been  proved  that  the  debts  due 
by  the  tenants  to  the  shopkeepers  are 
excessive.  It  has  been  proved  in  the 
case  of  the  rents  by  the  action  of  the 
Legislature.  In  the  second  place,  it  is 
evident  that  this  claes  of  creditors — tho 
shopkeepers — have  not  been  pressing 
for  a  settlement.  It  is  not  alleged  that 
any  difficulty  exists  between  the  tenants 
and  the  shopkeepers;  that  any  large 
processes  have  been  served ;  and  I  be- 
lieve in  no  case,  or  in  very  few  cases, 
have  the  tenants  lost  their  interest  in 
their  holdings  and  the  shelter  of  their 
roof  trees  owing  to  the  action  of  this 
class  of  creditors.  Nay,  more  than  this ; 
if  you  adopt  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
Government  of  last  Session,  and  now 
fathered  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
Member  for  West  Birmingham — if  you 
adopt  that  suggestion,  when  the  next 
period  of  scarcity  comes  on  the  West  of 
Ireland,  the  result  will  be  the  absolute 
starvation  of  thousands  of  people.  At 
present,  on  the  recurrence  of  those 
periods  of  scarcity,  the  only  barrier 
between  the  small  holders  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  and  actual  starvation  is  tho 
forbearance  of  the  shopkeepers — thoso 
men  against  whom  you  are  now  invited 
to  take  penal  action,  and  who  are  ab- 
solutely tho  only  people  who  support 
these  poor  peasants  in  those  seasons  of 
scarcity.  They  give  them  eredit — they 
give  them  food,  in  their  sore  need,  on 
credit;  but  if  you  plunge  the  whole 
country  into  bankruptcy,  you  destroy 
this  assistance  and  the  credit  of  those 
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poor  people.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have 
said  enough  prior  to  the  moving  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Memher  for 
South  Birmingham  on  this  question  of 
the  bankruptcy  proposal.  Speaking  for 
myself  personally,  I  earnestly  wish  that 
it  had  been  possible  to  have  adopted 
such  a  proposal ;  but  I  long  since  came 
to  the  deliberate  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  most  unjust  to  the  shop- 
keepers, that  it  would  ruin  the  credit  of 
the  tenant  farmers  themselves,  and  it 
would  tend  to  the  destruction  by  famine 
— on  occasions  of  periodical  scarcity — 
of  many  thous'and  of  small  occupiers. 
I  greatly  regret  that  under  these  circum- 
stances it  is  impossible  for  us  to  meet 
such  a  proposal  with  anything  but  the 
most  absolute  hostility.  I  now  ask  the 
House,  are  you  going  again  to  fly  in  the 
face  of  the  advice  which  is  given  you  by 
every  popular  Eepresentative  in  Ireland 
— from  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Ty- 
rone and  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Derry  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  and  Mr.  Lea) 
the  representatives  of  the  Presbyterians 
of  the  North  of  Ireland,  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
who  represents  a  larger  constituency,  in 
addition  to  that  part  of  the  county  he 
represents  here  ?  Well,  Sir,  if  you  do  so, 
upon  your  own  heads  be  the  result.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  draw  this  Bill  as 
moderately  as  it  is  possible  to  draw  it. 
If  you  will  point  out  any  checks  or  any 
precautions  that  can  be  put  into  it  in 
addition  to  those  already  existing,  any 
limitations,  any  reasonable  limitations, 
I  shall — should  the  Bill  reach  Com- 
mittee— be  only  too  glad  to  consider 
them,  and  if  they  do  not  affect  the  main 
purpose  of  the  Bill,  to  adopt  them.  If 
you  say  that  there  ought  to  be  limita- 
tions as  regards  the  duration  of  this 
Bill,  I  will  agree  to  them.  I  think  the 
limitation  of  two  years  would  be  a 
reasonable  one,  and  I  should  be  happy 
to  adopt  such  a  suggestion  in  Committee 
if  the  Bill  reached  that  stage ;  but  un- 
less you  are  prepared  yourselves  to 
afford  some  effectual  solution  to  this 
question,  I  should  ask  you  to  pause 
before  you  shut  the  door  in  the  face  of 
these  unfortunate  people.  The  Land 
Question  is  a  good  illustration,  a  very 
good  illustration  for  us,  and  such  action 
— if  hostile  action  is  taken  against  this 
Bill  to-day — is  the  best  argument  we 
could  have  in  England,  in  Ireland,  every- 
where, in  favour  of  the  restoration  of  a 

Mr.  Parnell 


Parliament  for  Ireland.  It  is  an  ex- 
cellent illustration  of  the  impossibility 
of  governing  Ireland  from  Westminster 
by  the  votes  of  English  Members,  under 
the  direction  of  English  public  opinion. 
Your  muddling  and  messing  with  this 
Land  Question  is  the  best  illustration 
we  could  have.  You  say  "  the  Irish 
Land  Question  is  the  whole  of  the  Irish 
Question,"  but  if  you  think  so,  why  do 
not  you  take  it  up  ?  Why  do  not  you 
take  it  hand  earnestly  and  conclude  the 
question?  You  say  to  us,  *'  But  you  are 
always  bringing  forward  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. Why  do  not  you  move  an  abstract 
resolution  in  favour  of  Home  Hule?" 
Well,  Sir,  I  used  to  see  the  fate  of  such 
abstract  resolutions  in  favour  of  Home 
Eule  10  or  12  years  ago,  when  those 
annual  Motions  were  moved  by  the 
late  Mr.  Isaac  Butt,  and  when  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Thanet  Division  of  Kent  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  used  to  second  them, 
and  I  prefer  practical  illustrations  and 
examples.  But  at  the  same  time  I 
should  feel  very  glad  if  the  great 
Unionist  Party  would  deprive  me  of 
those  practical  illustrations,  and  I  in- 
vite them  to  do  so.  How  is  it  you  can- 
not settle  the  Irish  Land  Question  ?  In 
the  first  place  you  know  nothing  at  all 
about  it.  You  go  to  Birmingham  for 
your  guides  and  preceptors,  instead  of  to 
Cork  or  to  Tyrone.  It  is  evident  from 
the  attitude  of  the  hon.  Members  I  havo 
referred  to  that  they  detect  danger  to  the 
Union  perhaps  in  this  proposal,  but  I 
think  that  point  has  not  yet  been  raised 
against  the  necessity  of  dealing  in  an 
effective  way  with  the  settlement  of  the 
arrears  question.  But  if  there  be  no 
danger  to  the  Union,  of  what  is  it  that 
you  are  afraid  ?  I  invite  the  House  to 
cast  away  this  fear,  and  to  weigh  this 
Bill,  and  to  deal  candidly  with  this 
branch  of  the  subject  for  once  in  thoir 
life,  and  I  assure  them  that  they  will  bo 
amply  repaid  by  the  result.  But  I  can- 
not promise  them  that  the  claim  they 
demand  of  Ireland  for  self-govern- 
ment will  be  lessened  in  its  intensity. 
It  may  be  easier  for  you  under 
such  circumstances,  with  this  agrarian 
question  settled,  to  perform  the  first 
duties  of  Government,  but  it  will  never 
be  possible  for  you,  no  matter  how  much 
you  settle  the  Irish  Land  Question,  to 
govern  Ireland  with  the  consent  of  the 
people.  You  will  always  have  her  people 
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arrayed  in  hostilitj  against  any  attempt 
to  deprive  her  in  perpetuity  of  those 
rights  which  were  given  to  her  in  1782  ; 
and  I  believe  that  if  to-morrow  the  Irish 
Land  Question  were  settled  upon  the 
most  absolutely  fair  basis,  that  it  would 
in  no  respect  diminish  the  strength  of 
our  claim  for  the  restitution  of  our  Irish 
Parliament.  I  am  therefore  not  afraid 
of  seeinp^  full  justice  done  to  Ireland  in 
Westminster.  I  invite  you  by  all  means 
to  try  it,  and  you  will  find  that  neither 
I  nor  any  of  my  hon.  Friends  by  word, 
deed,  or  action  will  interfere  to  prevent 
your  trials  from  having  their  fullest, 
freest,  and  their  best  effect.  In  conclu- 
sion, Sir,  I  have  to  recommend  this  Bill 
to  the  House  on  the  ground  of  its  mode- 
ration, on  the  ground  of  the  urgent 
necessity  of  the  case — an  urgency  which 
I  very  much  fear  the  next  few  weeks, 
certainly  the  next  few  months,  will 
amply  disclose — and  also  finally,  upon 
the  ground  of  the  absence  of  the  slightest 
effort  to  offer  any  other  tangible  solution 
which  the  Irish  people,  and  the  great 
majority  of  their  Bepresentatives,  can 
possibly  accept.  I  beg  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (il/ir.  FarnelL) 

Mr.  POWELL-WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.),  in  rising  to  move  as  an 
Amendment  the  omission  of  all  the 
words  after  the  word  *'That,"  in  order 
to  add — 

"  No  Bill  proridiDg  for  a  compoBition  of 
arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland  will  be  satisfactory  to 
this  House,  and  effectual  for  the  relief  of  the 
tenants,  which  does  not,  at  the  same  time  deal 
-with  their  debts  to  other  creditors  besides  the 
landlords," 

said,  that  the  question,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had 
shown,  although  a  very  important  one, 
was  comprised  in  very  narrow  limits, 
and  could  be  concisely  dealt  with.  With 
what  object  had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  introduced  the  Bill?  It  was 
obvious  from  his  speech,  and  from  other 
considerations,  that  it  was  in  order  to 
keep  the  tenant  upon  his  holdingand  pre- 
vent him,  if  possible,  from  being  excluded 
from  it.  If  that  were  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member,  then  in  his  judgment  the 
measure  absolutely  failed  to  effeot  the 
object  the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  It 
was  for  that  reason  that  he  (Mr.  Powell- 


Williams)  had  placed  his  Amendment 
upon  the  Paper.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  in  the  course  of  his  address,  offered 
to  make  the  same  concession  that  he 
had  offered  to  make  on  a  previous 
occasion,  but  it  was  a  concession  which 
did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  satisfactory. 
The  concession  was  that,  whereas  the 
landlord  was  compulsorily  brought  into 
the  Court  in  order  that  a  settlement  of 
his  debt  might  be  effected,  no  other 
creditors  of  the  tenant  should  be  com- 
pulsorily brought  in.  [  Cries  o/  **  No  !  "] 
That  was,  as  he  understood  it,  the  legal 
effect  of  the  concession  offered  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  would  be  the  effeot 
^f  the  alteration  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed in  the  clause.  Now,  he  thought 
that  if  one  creditor  was  compelled  to 
come  into  Court  the  other  creditors 
should  also  be  compelled  to  come  into 
Court.  It  was  clear  that  unless  com- 
pulsion was  put  upon  all  classes  of 
creditors,  some  would  never  come  into 
Court  so  long  as  they  saw  security  for 
their  debts  increasing  day  by  day.  He 
supposed  they  might  take  it  for  granted 
that  everything  which  the  tenant  pos- 
sessed— his  tenant  right,  his  stock,  and 
the  implements  with  which  he  carried 
on  his  farm,  were  ultimately  ac- 
countable for  his  debts,  assuming  that 
there  were  no  other  means  of  dis- 
charging them.  If  that  were  so,  what  was 
the  use  of  relieving  the  tenant  from 
the  danger  which  threatened  him  from 
the  landlord  if  he  were  left  entirely  open 
to  the  danger  which  threatened  him  from 
the  gombeen  man  and  the  money-lender? 
iCriee  of  **  Oh  !  "]  Of  course  hon.  Mem- 
bers  from  Ireland  would  not  ag^ee  with 
what  he  was  saying.  It  had  been  in- 
timated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
that  the  debts  of  the  tenants  were  of  two 
descriptions — that  there  were  just  debts 
and  that  there  were  unjust  debts.  As- 
suming that  that  was  so — that  one-half 
of  the  responsibility  was  just,  and  that 
the  other  was  unjust — he  would  ask  the 
House  what  earthly  difference  it  made 
if  they  wished  to  protect  the  tenant  upon 
his  holding  ?  A  just  debt  was  just  as 
good  as  an  unjust  debt  if  they  simply 
wanted  to  make  use  of  it  for  the  purpose 
of  selling  up  the  tenant.  They  were 
both  debts;  both  entailed  the  con- 
sequences of  debts,  and  if  the  law  allowed 
their  collection,  the  question  whether 
they  were  just  or  unjust  did  not  come 
in.    They  might  relieve  the  tenant  from 
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the  UDJust  part  and  still  prevent  him 
from  being  able  to  retain  his  holding 
and  discharge  the  obligations  he  had 
contracted  because  of  the  just  part 
which  they  did  not  propose  to  touch. 
He  maintained  that  if  Parliament  inter- 
fered at  all  in  the  matter,  and  he  was 
free  to  confess  that  he  thought  it  ought 
to  interfere— if .  it  interfered  at  all  it 
should  do  so  effectually  and  in  a  manner 
to  secure  the  tenant  from  every  danger 
from  whatever  quarter  it  was  threatened. 
Af  er  all/  this  line  between  a  just  and 
unjust  debt  was  possibly  an  imaginary 
one.  At  any  rate  he  felt  indisposed  to 
draw  it  too  sharply.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  landlord  had  had  an  unjust 
share  of  the  profits  in  his  dealings  with 
the  Irish  tenants,  and  that,  therefore,  a 
large  portion  of  the  arrears  that  had  ac- 
cummulated  were  arrears  for  which  the 
tenants  were  not.  morally  responsible. 
Had  the  money-lender  in  Ireland  and 
the  gombeen  man  had  no  unjust  pro- 
portion of  the  profits  in  their  dealings 
with  the  Irish  tenants  ?  All  he  had  to 
say  about  that  matter  was  this — if  the 
money-lenders  of  Ireland  were  not  ac- 
customed to  take  an  unjust  share  of  the 
profits  upon  their  transactions,  then  Ire- 
land was  a  paradise  which  the  impe- 
cunious Englishman  had  not  hitherto 
had  revealed  to  him.  He  maintained, 
therefore,  that  theeffect  of  the  Bill  would 
be  unjust.  It  would  tend  in  one 
direction  to  relieve  an  unjust  debt, 
*  while  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
making  an  unjust  debt  in  another  direc- 
tion more  secure.  If  that  were  so,  he 
put  it  to  the  House,  whether  a  Bill  as 
it  was  drawn  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  was  not  a  Bill  that 
would  operate  quite  as  much  for  the 
benefit  of  the  gombeen  man  and 
the  money-lender  as  it  would  for  the 
relief  of  the  debtor.  It  was  said  that 
the  Irish  tenant  was  deterred  from 
going  into  Court  and  from  having 
his  just  rent  fixed  in  consequence 
of  the  danger  hanging  over  him  from 
iindisoharged  arrears  of  rent,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  obliged  to  go  on  pay- 
ing an  unjust  debt  for  an  indefinite 
period,  or,  at  any  rate,  was  obliged  to 
incur  an  unjust  responsibility,  because 
he  (Mr.  Powell-Williams)  took  it  that, 
as  things  went  now,  the  tenant  did 
not  actually  pay.  If  the  tenant 
went  into  Court  and  got  his  rent 
abated  and  went  on  with  his  tenancy 

Mr,  Powell'  Williams 


under  new  and  favourable  conditions, 
what  advantage  would  it  really  be  to 
him  if  he  were  liable  to  be  sold  up 
by  some  creditor  other  than  the  land- 
lord? That  was  a  strong  point  in 
favour  of  legislation  of  some  kind,  but 
not  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  When  the 
obb'gation  and  the  sacredness  of  contract 
came  again  to  be  asserted  in  Ireland, 
no  earthly  power  could  prevent  a  man 
who  had  a  legal  debt  from  coming  into 
Court  and  pressing  it  against  a  debtor, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
result  of  doing  so  would  be  that 
the  debtor  would  be  sold  up  and 
turned  out  of  his  holding.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  as  it  stood,  would  only,  after 
all,  partly  relieve  the  tenant  from  his 
debts,  and  would  simply  be  an  incom- 
plete relief  to  him.  The  only  way  in 
which  he  could  be  completely  rescued 
from  his  embarrassments,  and  be  on  a 
solvent  and  solid  footing,  was  to  deal 
with  all  his  debts  alike.  He  had 
heard  it  stated  and  argued  that  a  land- 
lord ought' not  to  object  to  have  the  rent 
abated,  or  the  debt  due  to  him  entirely 
swept  away,  because  it  must  be  regarded 
as  absolutely  irrecoverable— that  it  was 
only  represented  by  an  entry  in  a  book, 
and  that  after  all  it  was  nothing  more 
or  less  than  a  bad  debt.  If  that  were 
the  case,  and  he  believed  that  was  the 
view  taken  by  hon.  Members  who  repre- 
sented Ireland,  it  was  a  strong  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  his  Amendment, 
because  if  the  landlord's  debt  was  abso- 
lutely irrecoverable,  the  debts  of  the 
gombeen  man  and  of  the  money-lender 
were  irrecoverable  too,  and  if  tho  one 
ought  to  be  swept  clean  away,  the  other 
ought  to  be  swept  clean  away  also.  The 
tenants  knew  this— at  least  many  of 
them  did — and  there  were  not  wanting 
indications  last  year  that  not  a  few  of 
them  were  willing  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  that  the  whole 
of  the  debts  of  the  tenants  should  be 
dealt  with  alike,  and  be  placed  upon  an 
equal  footing.  What  was  wanted  was 
this— that  when  a  fair  rent  had  once 
been  fixed,  and  when  tho  tenant  was 
upon  his  holding  under  new  and  more 
favourable  conditions  he  should  remain 
upon  the  holding,  and  that  the  relation- 
ship between  him  and  the  landlord 
should  not  be  liable  to  any  sudden  dis- 
turbance. What  was  necessary  was 
that  the  dangers  which  beset  the  ten- 
ant on  his  holding  should  be  cleared 
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away,  and  that  he  should  be  released 
from  his  position  of  indebtedness,  not- 
withstanding that  some  part  of  that  in- 
debtedness might  be  just  and  another 
part  unjust.  Unless  he  were  relieved 
from  debts  of  eyery  kind,  there  would 
be  a  millstone  round  his  neck  which 
would  prevent  him  from  cultivating  his 
holding  with  profit  to  himself  and  with 
advantage  to  the  landlord. '  It  was 
with  a  view  of  placing  the  tenant 
in  a  more  favourable  position,  and  of 
making  a  clean  sweep  for  him  of  all  his 
responsibility,  enabling  him  in  future 
to  fulfil  the  conditions  of  his  tenancy, 
that  he  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  ho  had  given  Notice. 

Viscount  EBEINGTON  (Devon, 
Tavistock)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  seconding  the  Amendment,  and  he 
did  so  because  ho  thought  that  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  either 
went  too  far  or  not  far  enough.  If  it 
were  designed  only  to  make  the  30th 
section  of  the  Act  of  last  year  fulfil  the 
intentions  of  Parliament,  and  do  that 
which  he  believed  every  Member  of  that 
House  thought  it  should  do— namely, 
effectually  prevent  evictions  taking 
place  when  the  tenant's  difficulties  did 
not  arise  from  his  own  conduct,  act,  or 
default— then,  though  he  was  sure  the 
object  would  have  the  sympathy  of  all 
parts  of  the  House,  the  Bill  went  very 
much  too  far.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
was  designed  to  set  weak  tenants  on  their 
legs,  to  restore  to  insolvent  farmers  the 
power  of  carrying  on  their  business 
with  advantage,  both  to  themselves 
and  to  the  community,  then  it  did 
not  go  anything  like  far  enough.  The 
case  for  the  Bill  rested  mainly,  as  he 
understood  it,  on  the  fact  that  a  con- 
siderable number  of  ejectment  notices 
had  been]  taken  out,  or  threatened  on 
account  of  arrears  of  rent  which  either 
had  been  reduced,  or  would  be  reduced 
if  the  tenants  could  go  into  Oourt ;  and 
it  was  assumed,  in  the  first  place,  that 
if  the  present  rents  were  unfairly  high 
for  the  times,  the  arrears  were  conse- 
quently unjust  and  unfair  likewise ;  and, 
secondly,  it  was  assumed  also  that  the 
tenant's  debt  to  his  landlord  stood  on  a 
different  footing  from  any  of  his  other 
obligations.  Now,  he  submitted  that  it 
was  entirely  begging  the  question  to 
take  either  of  those  propositions  for 
granted.    In  the  first  place,  the  House 


would  remember  that  an  Arrears  Act 
was  passed  in  1882,  which  whitewashed 
the  great  bulk  of  the  tenants  under  £30 
valuation  in  Ireland — more  than  two- 
thirds  of  the  whole  number— and  gave 
them  the  chance  of  settling  their  arrears 
and  getting  a  judicial  rent  fixed  after- 
wards. Again,  the  fact  that  a  farm 
was  not  worth  a  certain  rent  now  was 
no  proof  whatever  that  it  was  not  worth 
much  more  two  or  three  years  ago. 
There  were  hundreds  of  acres  of  wheat 
land  in  the  East  of  England  which  were 
not  worth  5».  an  acre  now,  where  they 
were  worth  formerly  25«.  per  acre  ;  nor 
was  that  fact  a  proof  that  25«.  was  too 
high  a  rent  then,  or  that  the  higher  rent 
was  not  more  easily  paid  then  than  tho 
lower  rent  now.  He  would  put  another 
case.  Even  two  years  ago  the  price  of  corn 
was  higher  than  at  present,  but  if  a  man 
bought  a  truck- load  of  oats  from  a 
farmer  two  years  ago  and  had  not  paid 
him  until  now,  would  he  be  justified  in 
tendering  him  no  more  than  the  present 
price  ?  If  this  was  inequitable  for  one 
kind  of  merchandize,  why  should  it  be 
equitable  for  another  commodity,  especi- 
ally when  the  price  of  that  commodity 
had  been  in  the  great  majority  of  cases 
fixed  between  the  parties  by  the  State. 
Again  it  was  stated,  and  especially  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell),  that  ar- 
rears even  of  judicial  rent  stood  on  a 
different  footing  to  other  obligations, 
because  the  State  had,  for  reasons  which 
he  did  not  question,  interfered  already 
between  landlord  and  tenant ;  and  his 
hon.  Friend  argued  that  though  they 
might  justly  compel  one  creditor  to 
accept  a  compromise,  it  was  not  fair  to 
call  on  tradesmen  who  had  supplied  the 
necessaries  of  life  to  do  the  same.  '  His 
hon.  Friend  accepted  that  representation 
of  the  arguments  he  used  the  other  day, 
but  it  introduced  a  principle  which  was 
not  recognized,  except  in  the  case  of 
minors,  by  the  law  of  this  or  any  other 
country.  If  a  man  became  bankrupt, 
the  baker,  the  coal  merchant,  and  the 
chemist,  who  had  supplied  bread,  fuel, 
and  medicine,  had  to  take  their  chance 
and  share  alike  with  the  publican  and 
the  tobaooonist;  and  if  this  principle 
of  his  hon.  Friend's  was  acted  on 
in  a  practical  way,  he  would  like  to 
know  if  he  proposed  to  apply  it 
only  to  the  traders  who  had  supplied 
some  4,000  or  5,000  Irish  tenants  with 
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Dublin  and  London,  not  to  mention 
other  places,  and  the  bakers  and 
butchers  who  supplied  them,  would  very 
eoon  demand  that  such  privileges  should 
not  be  restricted  to  so  small  a  proportion 
of  the  population,  but  that  they  also 
should  share  in  the  adrantages.  He 
did  not  think  the  House  was  Ukeljr  to 
adopt  this  principle ;  but,  even  if  it  did, 
hecontended  that  there  was  no  guarantee 
that  it  would  give  relief  where  it  was 
needed.  A  man  who  had  exhausted  his 
oredit  and  had  no  assets  unencumbered 
but  his  labour  and  bis  tools,  oould  not  do 
justice  to  more  than  an  aero  or  two  of  an 
agricultural  holding.  They mightrelieve 
him  of  one  part  of  hia  liabilities,  thev 
might  wipe  off  his  debt  to  the  landlord, 
but  tbej  would  not  do  him  much  good, 
and  he  would  bo  unable  to  carry  on  his 
business  properly  if  he  were  still 
left  deeply  involved  with  other  people. 
Yet  that,  unless  the  teatimony  of 
many  witnesses  was  false,  was  the  con- 
dition of  very  many  of  the  Irish  tenants 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  ;  and  their 
indebtedness  was  not  confined  to  tfaose 
who  had  auppliod  them  with  the  neces- 
saries of  life,  but  they  were  very  ntuoh 
in  the  hands  of  money-lenders  and 
banks,  and  bad  been  so  for  years.  He 
would  not  detain  the  House  too  long 
with  quotations,  but  he  would  read  one 
or  two  which  had  a  distinct  bearing  on 
the  question.  He  found  that  Professor 
Baldwin,  as  long  ago  as  18B0,  told  the 
Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission  that  a 
very  large  section  of  the  tenants 
throughout  Ireland  were  hopelessly 
bankrupt ;  that  in  many  places  they 
owed  on  an  average  from  three  to  five 
years'  rent  to  shopkeepers  alone,  the 
average  of  insolvents  in  small  farm  dis- 
tricts being  as  much  as  one  in  six.  The 
Professor  stated  further  that  one  bank 
in  Mayo  bad  lent  £5,000  in  £5  bills,  and 
that  the  Cork  butter  merchants  had 
lent  out  nearly  £500,000  among  the 
farmers  of  the  adjacent  districts,  the 
interest  never  being  less  than  10  and 
sometimes  as  high  as  2S  per  cent,  and 
that  he  was  sure  that  there  were  100,000 
tenants  in  all  in  Ireland  who  were  nearly 
bankrupt.  The  banks  in  Kerry,  he 
eaid,  charged  the  small  farmers  10  per 
cent ;  and  he  declared  further,  quesUon 
82,651— 

Fiieount  JSMngton 


ahopi — whisky  aod  grocery  ;  tbe  money -lender 
it  generally  a  ifaapkeeper.     Ua  had   over  100 


Another  witness,  the  late  Dr.  Lyons,  in 
the  debate  on  the  Arrears  Bill  in  1682, 
spoke  of  the  indebtedness  of  the  tenants 
above  £30  as  being  immensely  greater 
than  that  of  the  small  ones.  Hore 
recently,  before  Lord  Cowper's  Ooromis- 
eion,  evidence  was  given  that  showed  no 
improvement.  Mr.  Tyrrel,  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  of  the  County  of  Armagh,  stated 
that  the  county  was  covered  with  judg- 
mentmortgages,  Mr.  Wilson,  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  at  Portadown, 
told  the  Commission  that  75  per  cent  of 
the  farmers  were  bankrupt;  and  Mr. 
Black,  of  Antrim,  a  farmer  and  linen- 
merchant,  put  the  proportion  of  insol- 
vents at  one  in  eight,  and  handed  in  a 
letter  containing  these  words — 

"  One  money-lender  told  me  lately  he 
oould   Eiva  me    a    dozen    fonni   he  baa    on 

The  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Marum]  told  the  same  Commission  that 
the  deposits  in  banks  were  more  than 
covered  by  "  floating  paper,"  and  that 
nothing  could  be  more  rotten  than  the 
financial  position  of  the  tenants  at  pre- 
sent. 

Me.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.)  said,  he 
had  explained  his  reasons  for  arriving 
at  that  conclusion. 

VisoouKT  EBRINGTONsaid,  that  did 
not  alter  the  fact;  and,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  added,  that  this  was  only  a  sample, 
and  the  truth  of  that  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member's  was  confirmed  by  various 
witnesses  from  every  part  of  the  country. 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  might  say  that 
they  might  be  intereeted  witnesses,  but 
he  would  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  be  rend  one  more  extract 
from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Tuke — a 
gentleman  whose  knowledge  of  the 
subject  and  whose  disinterestedness 
were  very  well  known.  In  examination 
before  the  Lords'  Committee  in  1882, 
Mr.  Tuke  gave  this  evidence,  7722— 

"  The  Bhop-keopere,  ivho  are  the  guardians, 
aie  bitterly  oppoied  to  emigration — though  a 
man  worth  only  £10  or  £lfi  may  owe  £10  of  shop 
debt*,  and  £30  or  £40  rent.  They  lay—'  I  can 
get  a  shilling  out  of  him,  and  I  would  rather  ha 
Aoaldremam  here  in  his porerty  than  go.'" 
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He  was  asked,  Question  7788 — 

• 

"  Therefore  any  measure,  I  suppose,  which 
only  deals  with  one  class  of  debts,  and  not  with 
the  other,  would  still  leave  the  tenant  with  a 
heavy  weight  of  debt  around  him,  which  he 
would  no  more  be  able  to  discharge  than  he 
would  if  it  had  not  been  touched  ?  " 

Mr.  Tuke  replied — 

"  Undoubtedly  it  would  leave  him  with  the 
shop  debt,  but  my  impression  is  that  the  trader, 
looking  at  this  man  as  a  continuous  customer, 
will  not  come  down  on  him,  as  was  suggested 
the  other  night  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
at  once  sweep  the  district.  His  feeling  is  to 
keep  these  people,  and  get  a  few  shillings  out  of 
them." 

And  he  went  on  to  say,  Questions  7794 
and  7787— 

"  The  shopkeeper  simply  hangs  on,  and  does 
not  press  for  a  settlement,  as  in  England.  He 
says — '  I  shall  get  sixpence  or  a  shilling  out  of 
this  man,  and  I  shall  be  able  to  sell  him  a  bag 
of  meal  at  double  the  price,  and  got  some  of  the 
debt  back  in  that  way.'  I  believe  that  is  the 
argument  in  their  minds.  What  it  wants  is  a 
simple  insolvent  debtors*  court,  in  which  rent 
and  shop  debts  might  all  be  brought  in." 

He  did  not  suppose  that  a  shopkeeper's 
nature  elsewhere  was  very  different 
from  what  it  was  in  Connemara,  and 
he  thought  the  last  extract  he  had 
read  from  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Tuke 
threw  a  good  deal  of  light  on  the  long- 
suffering  and  patience  and  readiness  to 
give  time,  and  not  to  press  for  payment, 
which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  said  was  the  characteristic 
of  the  Irish  shopkeeper ;  and  it  threw 
a  good  deal  of  light  also  on  the  willing- 
ness of  some  Irish  Members  to  accept 
the  principle  of  a  simple  and  expeditious 
composition  last  year,  provided  always 
that  it  should  not  apply  to  creditors  who 
did  not  appear  in  Court.  He  submitted 
that  he  had  said  enough  to  prove  that 
the  tenants'  debts  to  their  landlords 
were  equalled,  if  not  surpassed,  by 
their  debts  to  other  people,  and  that  no 
composition  of  arrears  would  by  itself 
give  effectual  relief.  At  the  same  time 
he  must  admit  that  there  was  much  force 
in  the  objection  raised  last  year  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
when  he  pointed  out  that  in  the  case  of 
very  small  estates  the  cost  of  any  pro- 
ceedings would  swallow  up  the  whole  of 
the  assets.  But  what  were  they  to 
do  in  such  cases  as  those  quoted  by 
Mr.  Tuke,  when  25  families  paying  nomi- 
nally £85  rent  owed  £333  arrears,  and 
£38 1  shop  debts.  The  rent  only  amounted 
to  about  2d,  a-day  for  each  family,  and 
no  reduction  of  that  would  make  the 
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difference  between  prosperity  and  the  re- 
verse, and  what  would  a  man  be  profited 
when  he  had  a  millstone  of  other  debts 
around  his  neck,  even  supposing  the 
whole  of  his  arrears  was  wiped  off? 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  might  retort  that 
he,  at  any  rate,  ought  not  to  object  to 
such  a  course  after  saying  at  Devon- 
shire House  that  the  old  arrears  were 
worth  nothing  in  cash  to  the  land- 
lords. He  did  say  that,  and  he  believed 
it  to  be  true.  The  money  that  might 
have  paid  them  was  gone,  and  was  irre- 
coverable ;  but  he  might  have  said  also, 
and  did  say  now,  that  the  arrears 
generally  would  never  have  reached 
their  present  amount  if  there  had  been 
a  little  more  common  honesty  in  Ireland, 
and  if  the  Plan  of  Campaign  had  not 
been  condoned  and  defended  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  He  could  remember  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  saying  once  that  a  landlord  had 
as  much  right  to  a  fair  rent  as  to  the 
coat  on  his  back,  and  another  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  very  strong  language 
about  public  plunder.  Of  course,  he 
did  not  expect  him  to  repeat  that  sort 
of  thing  now. 

SiBWILLIAMHAROOUET(Derby): 
I  said  a  fair  rent. 

Viscount  EBEINGTON  said,  he  be- 
lieved he  had  quoted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  correctly.  He  should  like 
to  know  what  the  candid  opinion  of  these 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  was  in  regard  to 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  ?  If  any  of  them 
spoke  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  he 
hoped  they  would  kindly  tell  the  House, 
as  men  who  sought  some  day  to  be  sitting 
opposite,  whether  they  considered  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  honest  or  dishonest. 
It  must  be  one  or  the  other ;  it  could 
not  be  both,  and  thoir  candid  opinion, 
if  they  were  not  afraid  to  give  it,  would 
be  of  interest  both  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  and  would  have  great  effect 
on  the  accumulation  of  arrears  there  at 
the  present  time.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  if  Parliament  passed  this  Bill  they 
would  only  be  preparing  the  way  for 
another  Arrears  Bill  in  the  future.  If 
the  tenants  in  Ireland  were  taught  that 
there  was  one  class  whom  they  might 
plunder  with  impunity,  and  that,  too, 
with  the  half-disguised  approval  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  below — the 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party — they 
would  be  great  fools  if  they  did  not  go 
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on  doing  it.  If  there  was  only  one 
section  of  the  communitj — and  that  a 
small  and  unpopular  one — interested  in 
the  honesty  of  the  Irish  tenants  the 
temptation  to  dishonesty  would  be  irre- 
sistible. He  should  think  that  even 
those  who  desired  to  establish  Home 
Rule  there  would  like  a  sounder  foun- 
dation for  it  than  that.  But,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  ho  wished  to  diminish 
those  temptations,  and  to  interest  other 
people  besides  landlords  in  the  honesty 
and  solvency  of  the  Irish  tenants.  He 
believed  thatthis  Bill  would  have  just  the 
contrary  effect,  and  would  only  continue 
in  precarious  possession  of  their  holdings 
men  who,  in  their  present  condition  of 
a  general  indebtedness,  could  not  pos- 
sibly do  justice  to  them.  He  begged  to 
second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  no  Bill  providing  for  a  composition  of  arrears 
of  rent  in  Ireland  will  bo  satisfactory  to  this 
House,  and  effectual  for  the  relief  ef  the  tenants, 
which  does  not  at  the  same  time  deal  with  their 
debts  to  other  creditors  besides  the  landlords.*' 
— (itfir.  Powell  JFiUiama.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  his  opinions  on  the  question  of 
arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland  were  pretty 
well  known,  yet,  inasmuch  as  he  looked 
upon  the  situation  as  one  of  the  gravest 
character,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  him,  as  concisely  as  possible,  to  put 
those  views  fully  before  it  that  day.  He 
was  going,  in  the  Division  which  was 
about  to  take  place,  to  vote  against  the 
Government  to  which  he  had  given  all 
but  a  uniform  support  since  he  had 
entered  the  House.  He  was  going  to 
vote  against  his  own  Party,  and  he  asked 
the  House  to  believe  that  he  would  do 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other  unless  under 
the  sternest  sense  of  duty.  There  were 
three  objections  which  he  thought 
might  be  fairly,  and  with  great  force, 
urged  against  any  such  proposal  as 
that  involved  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  and  in 
the  Bill  which  he  had  himself  also  in- 
troduced into  the  House.  He  thought 
it  might  reasonably  be  asked,  in  the 
minds  of  some  people  at  all  events,  why 
should  this  Land  Question  be  re- opened 
again  ?    Why  should  they  have  a  Bill 
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at  all — were  they  ever  to  see  the  end 
of  this   seemingly   interminable    ques- 
tion ?    Now,  he  said  that,  although  he 
did  not  agree  with  that  contention,  he 
could  well  understand   the  feelings  of 
those  who  urged  it.     Parliament   had 
passed,  he  admitted,  great  measures  for 
the  Irish  tenant ;  but  what  he  wished 
to    urge    was    this— that    Parliament 
never   legislated  for  the  Irish   tenant 
until     the      year     1870  ;     Parliament 
never  touched  the  question  in  anything 
like    a  radical  way    until  the   people 
of  this  country,  by  the  means  of  house- 
hold suffrage    in  boroughs,    got    their 
hands  on  the  machinery  of  that  House. 
Before  that  date  the  Irish  tenant  had 
little  or  no  protection  in  Ireland,  and 
little  or  no  representation  in  that  House. 
The  House  of  Commons  was  content  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  Mr.  Sharman  Craw- 
ford and  men  like  him ;  and  the  result 
of  their  perversity  in  the  past  was  the 
state  of  Ireland  to-day — a  condition  of 
affairs  dangerous  to  the   Empire  and 
ruinous  and  hurtful  to  Ireland  herself. 
No  one  was  more  r^ady  than  he  to  admit 
the  value  of  what  had  been  done  in  the 
past,  and  done  in  every  case  against  the 
protest  of  the  Irish  landlords.     He  did 
not  care  whether  it  was  the  Act  of  1870, 
the  Act  of  1881,  the  Act  of  1882,  or  the 
Act  of  1887  ;  whenever  men  had  stood 
up  in  that  House  to  try  and  bring  relief 
to  the  tenant  farmers,  they  were  met  by 
an   absolute  non   possumus    from    hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  was  prepared,  as  he  had  said,  to 
admit  the  value  of  what  had  been  done 
in  the  past— the   great  value  of  what 
had  been  done.     He  was  prepared  to  go 
further,  and  say  that  if  one  or  two  small 
things  were  done — things  which  could 
not  affect  the  landlords  so  much,  but 
which  meant  much  to  the  tenants — he, 
for  one,  would  be  prepared  to  consider 
the  question  as  a  closed  book,  and  leave 
the  rest  to  the  solution  of  the  purchase 
scheme    which    the    Government    had 
already  foreshadowed.    One  of  the  small 
things  to  which  he  had  attached  vital 
importance  was  this  very  question  of 
arrears.    What  was  the  situation  ?   The 
question  was  raised  last  year,  and  here 
he  asked  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  attention   of    hon.   Members    who 
thought  that  the  question  ought  not  to 
have  been  raised  at  all,  on  the  ground 
that  they  had  had  enough  of  land  legis- 
lation.   Nowy  what  was  the  situation? 
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The  question  raised  last  year  was  deemed 
to  be  of  such  urgency  that  lengthened 
debates  took  place  upon  it,  and  with  the 
full  approval  of  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Inverness  (Mr.   Finlay)  placed  on  the 
Notice  Paper  of  the  House  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Government  Land  Bill  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  the  Bill  which  he 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)    had  introduced, 
and  covering  the  principle  of  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.   The  Amend- 
ment of  the   hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  was  not  accepted  by 
the  Government,  who  favoured  a  modi- 
fied form    of    bankruptcy  proceeding, 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  could 
not  accept,  and  this  was  a  point  which 
he  wished  to  urge  on  the  attention  of 
the  House.     The  question  was  admitted 
to  be  one  of  the  utmost  gravity  and  im- 
portance, and  it  was  left  unsettled  be- 
cause the  Parties  in  the  House  could  not 
agree  upon  it.     But  did  that  alter  the 
gravity  of  the  situation  one  iota  ?    On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  it  intensified 
it.     It  was  unreasonable  to  say  that,  be- 
cause last  year  they  did  not  agree,  and 
did  nothing  to  settle  the  question,  that 
this  year  they  were  to  do  nothing  also. 
The  Chairman  of  Committees,  who  did 
not  often  take  part  in    the    debates, 
thought  the    matter    so    urgent    that 
he    rose    at     the    last    moment     and 
begged  both  sides  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment.    The  question,  then,  was  urgent 
and  absolutely  imperious.  He  supported 
the  7th  section  of  the  Land  Act  of  1887, 
relying  on  the  discretion  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  but  he  would  not  be  caught 
trusting  to  it  again.     At  least   5,000 
notices  had  been  served  by  registered 
letters  under  that  section,  and  he  held 
himself   partly    responsible    for    those 
registered  letters.     He  was  told   that 
these  notices  would  not  all  necessarily 
result  in  eviction.     That  was  his  case 
last  year,  and  he  believed  it  now  ;  but 
even  if  they  never  resulted  in  eviction 
the  tenants  were  absolutely  at  the  mercy 
of   the    landlords,    their     rights     and 
interests    were    destroyed,    and    their 
improvements   confiscated.     These  no- 
tices had    been  falling    with    all    the 
softness  of   an  April    shower  over  all 
Ireland  during  the  last  six  months,  and 
as  surely  as  the  House  was  now  discuss- 
ing this  question  they  would  blossom 
into  a  November  hurricane,  not  only  of 
evictions^  but  of  ruin  to  tenants  and 


landlords,  to  the  peace  of  Ireland,  and, 
as  he  held,  to  the  union  of  the  two 
countries.  There  was  not  a  man  in 
that  House  who  did  not  know  the  effect  of 
unjust  evictions  upon  the  English  people. 
When  the  evictions  were  just,  and  had  a 
moral  basis  to  rest  upon,  he  believed 
that  the  English  people  would  insist  that 
they  should  be  carried  out.  But  his 
conviction  was  that  scarcely  one  of  those 
evictions  which  would  be  due  in  a  week 
or  two,  or  a  month  or  two,  at  least,  had 
any  moral  basis  to  rest  upon.  They 
were  not  founded  on  or  buttressed  by 
justice  at  all,  but  upon  injustice.  It  was 
the  picture  of  burning  roofs  and  ruined 
roof- trees  in  Bodyke,  and  places  like 
Bodyke,  which  had  led  to  the  returns  of 
North wich  and  Spalding  and  Coventry, 
and  he  said  emphatically  that  he  would 
be  no  party,  for  the  sake  of  Irish  land- 
lords, to  ruin  the  best  interests  of  Ireland 
and  the  best  interests  of  England  as 
well.  He  was  asked  why  this  question 
was  to  be  re-opened.  It  was  on  account 
of  its  urgency,  because  Parliament  had 
left  it  unsettled,  and  because  evictions  on 
account  of  arrears  were  being  carried 
out,  and  because  bad  landlords  were 
using  those  arrears  to  keep  the  tenants 
out  of  the  Land  Court,  where  they  would 
have  a  fair  rent  fixed.  He  would  like 
to  read  a  letter,  not  from  a  constituent 
of  his  own — ^the  tenants  he  represented 
were  not  generally  in  arrear — 'but  from 
a  tenant  in  the  county  of  Louth.  He 
had  been  bullied  by  landlords  during 
the  last  10  days  as  no  Member  of  that 
House  had  been  for  what  he  was  about 
to  do  ;  but  they  might  bully  away.  The 
letter  was  as  follows :  — 

"  I  hopo  you  wiU  excuse  my  writing  you  to 
say  that,  unless  you  do  something  for  us  about 
arrears,  we  shall  be  ruined.  Hundreds  of  us 
were  caretakers  in  November  last  under  Sec- 
tion 7,  because  we  dared  to  serve  notice  to  them 
to  have  a  fair  rent  paid  in  accordance  with  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  and  we  are  certain  to  be 
evicted  in  April  for  one  year's  rent  and  the 
hanging  gale,  and  our  landlords  keep  us  out 
of  Court  because  we  are  unable  to  pay  the 
terrible  arrears  of  rack-rents.  They  object  to 
us  going  into  Court  in  cases  where  the  rent  is 
j63  10«.  and  £4  lOa.  the  Irish  aere,  double  the 
Poor  Law  valuation,  although  we  offered  to  pay 
the  arrears  at  the  rate  of  the  new  rent  to  be 
fixed,  by  borrowing  money  and  getting  a  little 
more  time.  As  we  are  loyal  men,  the  banks 
would  lend  it  to  us  if  the  fair  rent  were  fixed  : 
but  we  cannot  get  a  fair  rent  fixed." 

[Colonel  Saundbeson  (Armagh,  N.) : 
Will  the  hon.  Member  give  the  name  ?] 
He  thought  that  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite  were  asked  for  names  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  they  had 
refused,  and  very  properly  refused,  to 
give  names.      He  refused  to  give  the 
writer's  name,  because  he  was  not  going 
to  put  that  tenant  at  the  mercy  of  Irish 
landlords ;  but  he  would  hand  the  letter 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  if  he 
chose  to  read  it  for  himself.     He  be- 
lieved this  letter  was  a  complete  answer 
to  the  contention  that  this  question  ought 
not  to   be  raised,  and  that  the   House 
should  have  some  repose  on  the  matter 
of  Irish  Land  Law.    Now,  one  objection 
was  raised  to  the  Bill  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the    Member    for    South    Birmingham 
(Mr.  Powell- Williams),  and  the  question 
asked  was — **  Why  should  not  all  debts 
be  treated  alike  ?  ''  That  seemed  a  very 
plausible  objection,  and  one   likely  to 
commend  itself  on  the  first  blush ;  but 
he  thought  it  to  be  all  the  more  dan- 
gerous because  it  was  introduced  into 
that  House  by  hon.  Members  who,  he 
believed  in  his  heart,  wished  well  to  the 
tenant  farmers  in  Ireland.     He  would 
ask  the  House  seriously  to  look  at  the 
debt  to  the  shopkeeper  and  contrast  it 
with  the  debt  to  the  landlord.      Let 
the   House   take   the  case   of  a  shop- 
keeper in  the';We8t  of  Ireland,  where 
most  of  this  trouble    arose.       In   the 
West   of    Ireland   want    and    distress 
were  chronic.     A  shopkeeper  supplied 
an  Irish  family  with  the  necessaries  of 
life— what    did    that    mean  ?      Indian 
meal  and  the  barest  subsistence.     That 
was  supplied ;  the  debt  was  never  ques- 
tioned by  the  tenant ;  it  was  not  pressed 
for  ;  the  shopkeeper  was  willing  to  wait 
and  take  his  chance  of  good  times  and 
of  getting  his  money  as  he  could.     He 
would  admit  that  the  shopkeeper,  like 
any  other  man,  would  probably  charge 
a  higher  price  for  goods  sold  under  such 
circumstances,  and  he  did   not    blame 
him  for  that,  nor  did  he  suppose  that 
anyone  in  business  would  do  so ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  debt  was  neither 
questioned  nor  pressed,  nor  did  it  con- 
stitute a  danger  to  the  State  or  to  Ireland. 
He  would  now  take  the  debt  of  the 
landlord.     He  said  that  had  been  ques- 
tioned ;  it  had  been  questioned  by  that 
House  and  by  the  Courts  set  up  by  the 
authority  of  the  House,  who  had  not 
only  questioned  it,  but  reduced  it  and  de- 
clared it  to  be  unfair  .  But  that  debt  was 
pressed  for ;  it  was  insisted  upon ;  it  was 
sued  for,  and  evictions  took  place  upon 
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that  unjust  debt.     Now,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  debt 
of  the  shopkeeper  and  the  debt  of  the 
landlord     under    these    oireumstances. 
That  was  his  case.     He  saw  no  reason 
why  a  grocer  should  be  cheated  out  of 
his  just  debts  because  they  refused  to 
pay  the  landlord  his  unjust  debt.    If 
hon.  Members  knew  the  state  of  the  law 
in  Ireland  now,  they  would  know  what 
took    place    every  day.     A    merchant 
sued  for  his  overdue  account ;  he  got  a 
decree    at    Quarter  Sessions ;    he  pro- 
ceeded to  levy,  but  he  was  not  in  the 
same  position    ns    the    landlord.     The 
moment  he  procjeded  tolevy,  notice  was 
served  upon  him  under  the  8  th  of  Queen 
Anne,  in  whose  days  a  tenant  had  not 
much  chance,  that  unless  he  paid  the 
arrears  of  rent  due  by  the  debtor  he 
proceeded  at  his  peril ;  he  seized  for  an 
amount  equal  to  one-half  the  rent  due, 
but  he  must  pay  the  landlord  every 
penny  of  the  year's  rent.   And  yet,  when 
the  landlord  had  absolute  priority  now, 
he  was  to  be  told  that  the  landlord  and 
the  shopkeeper  ought  to  be  on  the  same 
footing.      He  was  about  tired  of  the 
gombeen    man.     One    would    imagine 
that  he  had  studied  that  question,  but 
those  wise  men  from  Birminghamseemed 
to  know  more  about  the  gombeen  man 
than  he  did.     The  fact  was  that  since 
the  extension  of  the  banking  system  in 
Ireland,  as  every«man  who   knew  any- 
thing about  the  country  knew,  the  gom- 
been man  had  practically  disappeared. 
Would  anyone  pay  the  gombeen  man 
20  per  cent  for  money  that  ho  could  get 
from  a  bank  at  6  per  cent  ?    No.     The 
farmer  had  his  name  now  on  half-a- 
dozen  bills  at  the  bankers,  and,  as  he 
had  said,  the  gombeen  man  had   dis- 
appeared.    All  he  had  to  say  with  re- 
gard to    the  Amendment  was  that  he 
respected  the  source  from  which  it  pro- 
ceeded; he  was  perfectly  certain  that 
his  hon.  Friend  and  those  whom  he  re- 

E resented  were  sincerely  desirous  of 
enefiting  the  tenants  in  Ireland  ;  but  he 
was  certain  that  their  plan  would  not 
work,  and  that  it  was  incapable  of  being 
brought  into  operation  in  Ireland.  He 
should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  was  not  able  then,  nor 
would  he  be  able  at  any  future  time,  to 
give  the  slightest  support  to  any  pro- 
position of  the  kind  contained  in  the 
Amendment.  It  was  objected  to  all 
such  legislation  as    this    that    it  was 
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absolutely  demoralizmg  to  the  tenants 
and  to  honest  men  who  desired  to  pay 
their  debts.  He  frankly  admitted  it; 
but  it  was  absolutely  impossible  for  any 
Gentleman  who  was  going  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment  to  plead  that  excuse. 
But  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  limited  the  demoralization.  It  did 
not  sweep  away  arrears  at  all ;  it  simply 

favea  discretion  to  the  County  Court 
udges,  of  whom  he  would  say  that  they 
were  not  likely  to  do  anything  but  ab- 
solute justice  between  landlord  and 
tenant — it  simply  vested  in  the  County 
Court  Judge  a  discretion  on  a  simple 
issue.  But  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  widened  the  issue  and  emphasized 
the  demoralization.  It  brought  in  all 
debts,  whether  sued  for  or  not ;  and 
therefore  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  as  far  as  demoralization  was 
concerned,  was  worse  than  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.  Then, 
again,  this  charge  of  demoralization 
applied  to  the  Bankruptcy  Laws,  almost 
all  of  which  were  designed  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  unfortunate  but  honest 
trader,  although  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  fraudulent  debtors  got  through  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  as  well  as  unfortunate 
traders.  He  would  now  come  to  what  the 
Billofthehon.MemberforCorkproposed. 
The  principle  and  kernel  of  the  Bill  was 
this  : — the  hon.  Member  took  the  30th 
section  of  the  Land  Act,  which  gave 
the  Judge  of  the  County  Court,  when 
ejectment  was  sued  for,  the  power  to 
reduce  the  rent,  and  extended  it  so  that 
the  Court  would  have  power  also  to  re- 
duce arrears.  That  was  the  sum  and 
substance  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.  He  was  told  that  the 
whole  matter  was  amply  provided  for 
by  the  principle  of  giving  to  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Quarter  Sessions  power  to 
extend  the  time  for  the  payment  of 
arrears.  He  was  informed  by  a  high 
legal  authority  that  the  decree  of  the 
County  Court  Judge  only  lasted  12 
months,  and  that  explained  the  reason 
why  the  Judges  refused  to  extend  the 
time  for  the  payment  of  arrears  for 
more  than  12  months.  The  County 
Court  Judge  at  Carlo w  was  reported  as 
saying  that  the  County  Court  Judges 
had  considered  the  question,  and  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  when  men 
were  in  a  hopeless  state  of  insolvency 
it  was  useless  to  give  time ;  and  in  no 
case  that  he  was  aware  of  had  they 


spread  the  arrears  over  a  period  of  more 
than  1 2  months.  He  thought  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  did  not 
contemplate  anything  of  the  kind,  be- 
cause last  year  he  made  the  statement 
that  the  discretion  of  the  County  Court 
J  udges  was  absolutely  unlimited.  When 
the  Land  Act  passed  he  had  dreamed  of 
a  composition,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  he  acquiesced  in  the  30th  section  ; 
but  he  had  been  bitterly  disappointed. 
He  thought  that  when  the  poor  land- 
lords came  into  Court  with  the  poor 
tenants  the  County  Court  Judge,  who 
had  power  to  make  a  composition, 
would  have  been  willing  to  do  it.  His 
case  was  that  if  the  rent  was  unfair, 
and  it  had  been  declared  to  be  unfair, 
the  arrears  could  not  possibly  be  fair. 
Almost  all  these  arrears  had  accumulated 
in  bad  times,  and  he  held  that  it  was 
not  an  extravagant  proposal  to  ask  that 
the  County  Court  Judge,  who  had  power 
to  deal  with  rent,  should  have  power  to 
deal  with  arrears  also.  It  was  clear 
that  the  landlords  could  not  get  all  their 
rents  and  arrears,  and  he  thought  they 
were  the  most  ifoolish  of  men  when, 
having  a  bad  debt  on  their  books,  they 
absolutely  refused  a  good  arrangement. 
His  last  point  was  that  by  their  not 
dealing  with  arrears,  tenants  were  ab- 
solutely deprived  of  the  benefit  of  the 
very  legislation  that  had  been  passed 
for  their  benefit.  No  doubt  they  were 
entitled  to  go  into  the  Land  Court,  and 
get  a  fair  rent  fixed,  whether  they  had 
arrears  or  not.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  could  not  get  into  the  Land  Court. 
They  were  threatened  and  bullied  by 
the  agents,  and  the  arrears  were  held 
over  their  heads  as  a  whip  when  they 
tried  to  go  there  and  get  the  benefit 
which  the  House  designed  for  them. 
He  wished  now  to  make  a  very  brief 
personal  statement.  Some  of  his  friends 
had  said  that  he  had  rushed  and  forced 
this  question  to  the  front.  There  was 
nothing  more  untrue.  He  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  whether,  in  the  speech 
he  made  on  the  Address,  he  did  not  beg 
and  beseech  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  arrears?  The 
course  he  had  taken  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  was  not  due  to  any  belief  that 
there  was  no  force  in  the  Amendment. 
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panied  by  his  hon.  Friend  and  Col* 
league  the  Member  for  South  London- 
derry (Mr.  Lea).  They  would  have  the 
sight  to-day,  when  they  went  to  a  Division, 
of  every  Member  for  Ireland,  save  and 
except  the  landlord  party,  walking  into 
the  Lobby  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork ;  and  they  would  have  the  Radical 
and  Liberal  Unionists  walking  into  the 
other  Lobby  to  support  the  worst  phase 
of  Irish  landlordism  which  had  cursed 
Ireland  since  the  days  of  the  Tudors, 
and  which  would  repeal  the  TJnion  as 
sure  as  fate. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  (Armagh, 
N.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  had 
informed  the  House  that  he  foresaw  the 
day  when  he  would  have  to  seek  some 
other  field  of  political  activity  in  Ire- 
land, and  when  he  would  no  longer 
stand  between  the  Party  to  which  he 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  belonged  and  the 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
He  wished  to  state  that  he  and  his  Col- 
leagues had  never  required  any  bufiPer 
between  them  and  the  Irish  Party  oppo- 
site. He  and  his  Friends  held  strong 
views  against  those  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  they  were  always  ready  to 
meet  those  Gentlemen  face  to  face,  and 
to  ask  the  House  and  the  country  to  give 
the  decision  on  the  result  of  their  con- 
tention. The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell)  gave  the  House,  in  the  terms 
of  a  letter,  which  he  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson) was  surprised  he  had  not  veri- 
fied, an  instance  of  oppression  which  had 
evidently  made  a  great  impression  on  bis 
mind,  in  which  a  landlord  had  behaved 
with  great  severity  to  his  tenants  in  the 
matter  of  arrears.  He  did  not  give  the 
name  of  any  of  the  tenants,  or  of  the 
estate,  nor  did  he  say  whether  he  had 
made  any  personal  inquiry  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  statements  which  h,ad  been 
made  to  him  by  letter.  He  ( Colon ol 
Saunderson)  often  received  letters  con- 
taining strong  statements,  but  he  never 
founded  any  argument  upon  them  with- 
out first  verifying  their  accuracy.  From 
what  he  knew  he  was  disposed  to  say  it 
would  be  found  on  inquiry  that  there 
was  very  little  foundation  for  the  state- 
ments in  the  letter  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  quoted,  in  which  case,  of 
course,  the  arguments  founded  upon 
them  would  fall  to  pieces.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  candidly  admitted  that 
the  Bill  before  the  House  would  not 


but  to  the  fact  that,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  had  stated,  an  Amendment  to 
the  Address  was  practically  a  Vote 
of  Censure  on  the  Government.  He 
was  told  that  he  was  encouraging  the 
National  League  and  supporting  the 
Plan  of  Campaign ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  many  people  could  be  got 
to  believe  that.  He  thought  he  was  the 
last  Member  of  the  House  against  whom 
any  such  charge  could  be  made.  He 
had  never  given  any  encouragement  to 
the  National  League,  and  he  had  fought 
against  the  Plan  of  Campaign  much 
more  than  the  landlords — they  had  only 
succumbed  to  it.  He  thought  it  was 
unworthy  of  Members  of  the  House  to 
condemn  him  for  performing  the  duty 
which  he  believed  to  be  solemnly  laid 
upon  him;  and  he  said  that  not  only 
with  reference  to  Tyrone,  because 
Tyrone  was  not  affected  by  this  ques- 
tion, for  the  tenant  farmers  there  had 
not  much  arrears,  but  he  could  not  for- 
get that  he  was  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  was  told,  also,  that  he  was 
obstructing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  in  his 
work  of  pacification,  and  undoing  the 
work  of  the  Crimes  Act.  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  came  to 
speak,  would  be  able  to  tell  the  land- 
lords that  he  had  defended  him  in  his 
work  a  little  more  than  they  had  done. 
They  had  only  provided  work  for  him. 
He  had  tried  to  help  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  what  he  knew  to  have 
been  an  arduous  task.  Whatever  might 
be  said,  and  by  whomsoever  it  might  be 
said,  he  was  doing  what  he  believed  to 
be  right  by  the  people  of  Ireland. 
There  might  come  a  time — and  he  was 
not  sure  that  he  did  not  see  signs  of  it — 
when  there  would  be  no  room  for  men 
like  himself  in  Irish  politics,  when  the 
landlords  would  be  left  face  to  face  with 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
and  when  the  loyal  tenantry  in  Ulster, 
as  they  did  in  1885,  would  stand  sul- 
lenly by.  That  time  might  come,  but  so 
long  as  he  stood  there  he  should  main* 
tain  that  they  had  a  right  to  be  free 
from  unjust  debt,  and  that  those  who 
had  a  just  claim  on  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land ought  not  to  be  mixed  up  in  this 
question.  He  should  go  into  the  Lobby 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  with  a 
perfectly  clear  conscience,  and  he  was 
glad  to  say  that  he  should  be  accom- 

Mr.  T.  W.  Ruisell 
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find  favour  with  the  constituency  he 
represented ;  therefore  he  must  he  ex- 
onerated from  the  suspicion  of  being 
actuated  by  interested  motives  in  the 
course  he  had  taken.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  was  the  protection  of  tenants  who, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  re- 
quired protection  in  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land than  Ulster.  He  (Colonel  Saun- 
derson)  never  knew  that  the  Union 
depended  on  the  tenant  farmers  in 
Cork,  Kerry,  and  Munster.  He  believed 
that  the  Union  would  even  survive 
the  desertioD,  if  such  a  thing  took  place, 
of  the  hon.  Member  himself.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Party  of  Law  and  Order 
outside  Ulster  —  even  in  Munster  — 
would  stick  by  the  Union,  even  if  the 
House  rejected  this  Arrears  Bill.  There- 
fore, he  hoped  the  House  would  not  take 
the  sudden  action  now  recommended  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Farnell),  and  supported  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  in  the 
belief  that  to  reject  it  would  endanger 
the  Union  and  the  consolidation  of  the 
Empire  at  large.  Before  passing  such  a 
Bill,  the  House  would  naturally  ask 
whether  it  was  likely  to  benefit  the  class 
in  Ireland  which  was  deserving  of 
sympathy.  Was  there  in  Ireland  a 
class  which  absolutely  required  the 
protection  the  Bill  sought  to  afi'ord  ? 
He  maintained  that  the  only  class  whom 
the  Bill  would  benefit  were  those  who 
did  not  deserve  the  sympathy  of  the 
House.  It  would  assist  a  political 
Party  which  deserved  no  sympathy,  and 
he  denied  that  it  would  practically 
benefit  any  class.  There  was  no  doubt, 
then,  what  course  he  must  pursue  ;  but 
he  would  like  to  correct  an  error  into 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  had  fallen.  That  hon.  Gentle- 
man undoubtedly  did  not  like  landlords ; 
he  had  a  prejudice  against  that  excellent 
class  to  which  he  (Colonel  Saundersoh) 
had  the  honour  to  belong;  and  he 
informed  the  House  that  when  any  re- 
medial measure  was  proposed  in  Par- 
liament on  behalf  of  the  Irish  tenants 
it  was  invariably  opposed  to  the  bitter 
end  by  the  landlords.  But  that  was 
quite  a  misconception.  When  the  Land 
Bill  of  1870  was  introduced,  he  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  happened  to  be  a  Member 
of  that  House,  and  he  supported  that 
Bill  all  through,  and  in  that  course  he 
had  the  sympathy  of  a  great  number  of 
Irish  landlords.    At  that  time  the  hon. 


Gentleman  was  not  a  Member  of  the 
House ;  he  was  engaged  in  a  more  tem- 
perate agitation  than  that  in  which  he 
now  found  himself,  and  that  must  be  the 
hon.  Member's  excuse  for  his  ignorance 
in  the  matter.  He  (Colonel  Saunderson) 
should,  however,  oppose  this  Bill  once 
more,  because  he  considered  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had 
not  made  out  a  case  in  its  favour.  The 
House  would  be  probably  agreed  that 
a  very  strong  case  indeed  ought  to  be 
made  out  to  unsettle  the  legislation  so 
recent  on  this  subject  as  that  of  last 
year,  and  bring  in  a  new  system  of  ad- 
justing rents  in  Ireland  before  it  could 
accept  such  a  proposal.  Were  they  to 
have  Land  Bills  for  Ireland  every  year  ? 
Undoubtedly  they  were  coming  before 
the  House  with  increasing  frequency, 
and  if  they  did  not  desire  to  establish 
the  principle  that  land  legislation  should 
be  brought  in  every  year  for  Ireland  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  reject  the 
Bill.  He  absolutely  denied  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  City  of  Cork  had  made  out 
a  case  strong  enough  to  justify  the 
House  in  departing  from  the  wise 
principle  of  refusing  to  re*  open  the 
legislation  on  the  Land  Question,  which 
had  been  settled,  and  which  had  secured 
peace  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)  had 
spoken  of  5,000  eviction  notices  drop- 
ping down  upon  Ireland ;  but  surely  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  that  the  number 
of  evictions  pending  was  not  indicated 
by  the  number  of  notices  issued,  and 
that  it  often  required  more  than  one 
notice  before  an  eviction  could  be  ac- 
complished from  a  single  holding.  Se 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  had  known  of  a 
case  in  which  10  notices  were  issued  to 
recover  possession  of  one  holding ;  there- 
fore the  large  figures  which  had  been 
given  must  be  discounted  largely  to 
arrive  at  the  number  of  evictions  they 
represented.  In  order  to  induce  the 
House  to  pass  the  Bill,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  needed  to  clearly 
show  that  during  the  last  four  or  five 
years  rents  had  been  too  high,  and  could 
not  be  paid  by  the  tenants  ;  but  he  did 
not  show  that.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  no  right  to  say  that  during  the  years 
1883-S  judicial  rents  in  Ireland  were  too 
high,  and  if  a  rent  was  not  too  high 
accumulation  of  arrears  should  not  be 
allowed  to  take  place.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E« 
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Gladstone)  brought  in  an  Arrears  Bill 
in  188U  which  practically  whitewashed 
the  Irish  tenants  who  were  insolvent  up 
to  November,  1881 ;  therefore  the  exist- 
once  of  arrears  was  not  the  reason  why 
the  Irish  tenants  did  not  claim  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Land  Act.     But  a  large 
number  did  claim  that  protection,  and  in 
a  Eeturn  issued  by  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners he  found  the  following  facts : — 
In  the  year  1883  the  average  reductions 
of  rent  all  over  Ireland  by  the  Commis- 
sioners was  19*5  per  cent,  from  which  it 
might  be  assumed  that  the  rents  then 
fixed  were  fair.     In    1884  the  average 
was  only  18*7  percent,  the  value  of  land 
having  apparently  risen ;    no   arrears, 
therefore,  were  justifiable  in  either  of 
those  years.    In  1885  the  average  re- 
duction  was    18-1,    showing,    if    any- 
thing, a  still  further  slight  increase  in 
the  value  of  land.     It  was  not  until  1 886 
that  the   great  drop  in   the   value  of 
produce  took  place,  and  that  drop  was 
at  once  acknowledged  by  the  Land  Com- 
mission.    So,   in  1886,  the  percentage 
of  reductions  rose  to  24*1  ;  and  in  1887 
it  further  increased  to  31*3,  which  was 
an  advance  of  nearly  12  per  cent  upon 
the  reduction  in  1883.      Those  figures 
showed  that  during    the    years   1883, 
1884,  and  1885  there  was  no  fall  in  the 
value  of  land,  and  that  the  rents  fixed 
by  the  Land  Commission  were  almost 
tho  same  until  1886.    Where,  then,  was 
the  right  to  have  tho  arrears  in  respect 
of  those  years  wiped  out  ?    The  Bill  of 
last  year  dealt  with  half  the  rents  which 
accrued  last  year ;  therefore,  only  half 
the  rents  of  1887  remained  to  be  dealt 
with  under  the  arrangements  of  the  Bill 
under  discussion,  if  the  House  intended 
to  deal  with  arrears  on  the  principle  of 
last  year's  Bill.   But  the  reduction  must 
he  pari  passd  with  tho  fall  in  prices.  By 
how  much,  then,  would  they  reduce  the 
arrears  ?    The  principal  object,  he  sup- 
posed, of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  was 
to  set  the  insolvent  tenant  on  his  legs 
again ;  but  would  the  remission  that  it 
was  proposed  to  allow  have  that  effect  ? 
No ;  he  ventured  to  say  that  the  relief 
proposed  by  the  Bill  would  be  but  a 
drop  in  an  ocean.     If  the  tenant  was 
thoroughly  insolvent — indebted  not  only 
to  the  landlord,  but  also  to  the  shop- 
keepers— 8,  9,  or  10  per  cent  taken  off 
the  arrears  of  one  or  two  years  would 
have  no  effect  at  all  in  placing  him  in  a 
satisfactory  position  to  make  his  liveli- 

Colonel  Saunderson 


hood  on  the  land.     What,  then,  was  the 
only   remedy?      The    remedy    applied 
equally    to   judicial    and    non-judicial 
tenants.     Indeed,  there  was  only  one 
remedy,  and  that  was  free  sale.     When 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
in  his  Irish  Land  Bill,  gave  the  right  of 
free  sale  to  the  tenants,  he  probably  had 
in  view  the  relief  of  the  glut  in  the  Irish 
land  market.     When  a  tenant  found  he 
could  not  carry  on  his  agricultural  opera- 
tions any  longer  he  availed  himself  of  a 
right,  conferred   for  the  first  time  on 
tenants  outside   Ulster,  of  selling  his 
farm  to  the  highest  bidder.     But  these 
farms  did  not  find  such  a  ready  sale  now 
as  in  former  days  ;  and  it  was  a  remark- 
able fact  that  the  price  of  tenant  right 
in  the  open  market  increased  in  propor- 
tion  as    rents  were  reduced ;    indeed, 
sometimes  tenant  right  sold  for   more 
than   the  fee-simple  would  fetch.      It 
appeared  that  if  the  House  should  affirm 
the  principle  of  bringing  in  an  Arrears 
Act  every  year,  the  price  which  tenant 
rights  would  sell  for   would   soon   be 
enormous.     It  might  be  asked  why  had 
not  that  right  of  free  sale  worked  outside 
Ulster  as  well  as  it  did  within  the  Pro- 
vince, and  why  was  it  not  looked  upon 
as  a  greater  blessing  by  the  people  ? 
Because,  outside  Ulster,  free  sale  was 
absolutely  tabooed.     In  Ulster,  where 
the  exercise  of  the  right  was  permitted, 
it  had  worked  well.     Taking  next  tho 
case  of  non -judicial  tenants,  he  found 
that,  undoubtedly,  a  great  number  of 
tenants  had  not  sought  the  protection  of 
the  Land  Act.     Now,  what  was  the  rea- 
son ?    In  many  cases  the  tenants  had 
not   applied,  because  their   rents    had 
seemed  eo  reasonable  that  it  could  not 
bo    supposed    that   the  Commissioners 
would  alter  them.      But   another  rea- 
son was  that  the  hon.  Member  for  tho 
City  of  Cork  had  told  the  tenants  not 
to  apply  for  reductions  under  the  Act. 
The  advice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ceived a  powerful  sanction  in  Ireland 
from  the  organization  of  which  he  was 
the  head.      Indeed,  it  was  for   giving 
that  advice,  or,  in  other  words,  interfer- 
ing with  the  beneficent  intentions  of  tho 
great  act  of  justice  to  Ireland  which  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  at 
that  time  looked  upon  as  a  final  mea- 
sure, that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  im- 
prisoned under  that  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Administration.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  was  put  into 
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Kilmainbam  Oaol  for  beiog  reasonably 
suspected  of  inciting  persons  to  intimi- 
date otbers  from  paying  rents  lawfully 
due.  In  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian — of  those  days 
— the  hon.  Member,  in  inciting  persons 
not  to  pay  rents,  was  contravening  the 
law  of  the  land.  So  far,  then,  as  the 
tenants  holding  non-judicial  leases  were 
concerned,  this  Bill  would  not  help  them, 
or  would  relieve  them  from  a  very  small 
part  of  the  incubus  which  pressed  upon 
them,  according  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork.  Ifc  would  not  have 
the  effect  anticipated  by  its  promoters. 
But  he  (Colonel  Saunderson)  opposed 
the  Bill  upon  higher  grounds,  but 
chiefly  because  it  involved  a  principle 
absolutely  fatal  to  the  prosperity  and 
hopes    of   Ireland.     If    this   Bill   was 

?assed,  on  what  principle  would  any 
rish  tenant  hereafter  pay  any  more 
rent  ?  By  agreeing  to  this  measure  they 
would  establish  the  principle  that  if  a 
tenant,  whether  judicial  or  non-judicial, 
only  withheld  his  rent  and  refused  to 
pay  it,  a  Bill  would  be  brought  into 
Parliament  to  whitewash  him,  and  clear 
off  his  debts.  Such  a  principle  must  be 
fatal  to  the  morality  of  the  Irish  people. 
The  Irish  tenant  was  a  tolerably  quick- 
witted man,  who  would  listen  to  the 
voice  of  the  charmer  and  say — **I  will 
pay  no  more  rent,  or,  at  any  rate,  only 
a  fractional  part  of  what  I  owe."  Then 
he  would  appeal  to  his  friends  in  the 
House  of  Commons  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
which  would  free  him  from  the  debts 
which  the  law  required  him  to  pay. 
That  would  ultimately  destroy  the 
morality  of  the  Irish  people.  Un- 
doubtedly the  Arrears  Act  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tided  over  a  difHculty  at 
the  time;  but  everyone  who  knew  Ireland 
in  1882  knew  that  it  would  have  a  per- 
manently evil  effect  on  the  future  of  the 
country.  The  Bill  before  the  House  re- 
echoed the  same  principle,  which  would 
run  all  along  the  legislation  of  the  future 
if  the  House  sanctioned  a  principle  so 
absolutely  unfair,  pernicious,  and  un- 
just. But  it  would  do  more.  By  legis- 
lation such  as  was  now  proposed,  they 
would  burn  into  the  Irish  mind  the 
lessons  which  had  been  so  sedulously 
taught  by  Irish  agitators.  If  Ireland 
was  ever  to  become  a  happy  and  pros- 
perous country,  one  lesson  must  be 
taught    to    the  tenants  and  all  other 


classes.  L^'^-  Parnell  :  Landlords  as 
well.]  Tos;  landlords  as  well,  that  the 
law  of  the  land  must  be  obeyed.  But 
what  was  the  teaching  which  the  ten- 
ants were  receiving  at  present?  In 
December,  1886,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  |said,  at  a  meeting  of  the  Na- 
tional League — 

**  If  thepr  allowed  themselves  to  be  hunted  out 
like  yermin,  rats,  and  dogs,  they  deserved  the 
fate  of  rats  and  dogs  ;  but,  if  they  resisted, 
that  which  had  happened  before  in  Ireland 
would  happen  again — the  law  would  be  changed 
to  suit  them." 

Were  they  going  to  sanction  that  prin- 
ciple by  passing  this  Bill?  Then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  in  January 
last  year — 

"  I  decline  to  obey  the  law.  The  law  for 
England  is  made  for  the  English  people,  and 
the  law  for  Ireland  must  be  made  to  suit  the 
Irish  people.*' 

It  was  strange  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  refuse  to  obey  the 
law,  while  he  made  his  living  by  prac- 
tising it.  The  question  was,  whether 
Ireland  would  in  the  future  be  a  more 
happy  and  contented  country  if  Parlia- 
ment affirmed  the  principle  that  all 
Irishmen  had  to  do  was  to  resist  the 
law  ;  that,  under  certain  conditions,  they 
were  not  to  pay  rent ;  and  that  if  they 
only  refused  to  pay  Bills  would  be 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  by 
aspiring  politicians  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone,  which  would 
wipe  away  the  debt  which,  up  to  the 
present  time,  the  law  of  the  land  said 
they  ought  to  pay  ?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  hesitate  before  it  passed 
such  a  measure  as  that.  The  argument 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  Irish 
tenant  must  be  kept  in  Ireland,  that  he 
loved  his  native  land,  and  that  you  must 
do  all  you  could  to  keep  him  there  ;  but 
what  about  the  shopkeeper?  Was  he 
not  as  much  an  Irishman  as  the  farmer  ? 
If  this  Bill  was  passed  to  help  the  ton- 
ant,  why  should  not  one  be  passed  to 
help  the  shopkeeper,  who  might  be  in- 
solvent, to  get  rid  of  his  debts  by  mulct- 
ing the  manufacturers  who  had  supplied 
him  with  goods  ?  In  the  transcendental 
sense  the  doctrine  applied  as  much 
to  the  shopkeeper  as  to  the  tenant. 
The  passing  of  measures  of  this  kind 
demoralized  all  sections  of  the  Irish 
people.  There  was  a  growing  notion 
among  the  people  that  debts  need  not 
be  paid,  and  that  debts  to  shopkeopora 
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aad  as  little  sacrednesss  as  debts  to  land- 
lords. A  case  occurred  the  other  day 
which  showed  the  exact  condition  of 
demoralization  into  which  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  rapidlj  falling  with  regard 
to  the  questions  of  right  and  wrong. 
The  case  was  tried  before  Dr.  Darley, 
Q.O.,  County  Court  Judge,  at  Carlow. 
The  plaintiff,  Mr.  Daniel  James,  was  an 
ex -constable,  who  was  now  a  shopkeeper, 
and  he  sued  a  man  named  Kelly  for 
£1  9«.  5i.,  the  balance  of  a  debt.  The 
solicitor  of  the  plaintiff  wrote  him  a 
letter  claiming  the  debt,  and  the  defen- 
dant wrote  on  the  back  of  it  the  follow- 
ing reply : — 

"September  19,   1887.     Dear  Sir,  —  I  am 
sarprised  at  an  intelligent  man    like  you  to 

imagine  that  I  am  such  a  d d  fool  to  give 

you  or  the  ex-head  money  that  I  want  a  d d 

right  worse  than  either  you  or  he.  You  did 
well  to  charge  2«.  %d.  for  a  penny  stamp  and 
drop  of  ink.  I  did  not  care  if  it  were  £20, 
because  I  do  not  mean  to  give  any  money  these 
hard  times.  If  you  imagine  there  are  fools  to 
bo  found  in  the  latter  end  of  the  19th  century, 
you  are  greatly  mistaken,  Sir.  Are  you  aware 
that  if  Mr.  James  were  to  allow  me  60  per  cent 
reduction  for  all  the  money  I  left  in  his  shop 
ho  would  be  in  my  debt  now  ?  And  do  you  not 
know  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is  going  in 
for  more  than  60  per  cent  for  all  kinds  of  debts, 
notwithstanding  the  imprisonment  of  William 
O'Brien  and  Balfour's  Coercion  Act  ?  Have 
you  the  audacity  to  threaten  people  and  the 
British  Home  Rule  Union  in  Ireland  at  pre- 
sent P  Unless  you  keep  quiet  I  shall  tell  them 
about  your  conduct  towards  me,  or  I  shall  have 
it  brought  before  the  House.  Ned  Harrington 
would  do  it  in  a  pair  of  minutes.  Ned  will  be 
one  of  our  Government  in  the  old  House  in 
College  Green  ere  long.  The  civilized  world 
shall  be  informed  of  your  conduct  if  you  apply 
to  me  again.  I  am  happy  to  know  you  or  your 
client  cannot  get  money  from  mo  that  only  law 
and  not  justice  declares  to  be  yours ;  and,  thank 
God,  the  Irish  and  English  democracies  are  now 
united  for  the  first  time  under  the  Irish  and 
English  leaders,  and  such  tyrants  as  you  and 
James  will  have  to  conduct  youraelves,  or  else 
leave  the  country.  Should  I  receive  any  more 
annoyance  from  you  I  will  acquaint  my  legal 
adviser." 

The  Judge  gave  a  decree  for  the  plain- 
tiff, and  remarked  tliat  he  supposed  that 
this  was  an  extension  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign.  The  principle  was  now  per- 
meating the  Irish  people,  and  the  spread 
of  it  must  he  checked.  To  adopt  such 
a  Bill  as  that  would  he  to  perpetuate 
the  discords  and  outrageous  principles 
which  were  the  cause  of  the  existing 
state  of  things  in  Ireland  which  were  so 
much  to  be  regretted.  This  Bill  was 
not  merely  an  Arrears  Bill.  He  did  not 
blame  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
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Cork  for  bringing  it  in ;   it  was  the 
least  he  could  do,  because  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  arrears  arose  from  the 
fact  that  the  National  League,  of  which 
he  was  a  member  or  the  head,  had  laid 
hold  of  the  money,  and  so  prevented  the 
payment  of  rent.   Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site could  not   contradict  that— [**0h, 
oh ! "] — they  dared  not  do  so.  They  knew 
very  well  that  all  over  the  South  and 
West  of  Ireland,  wherever  the  National 
League  predominated,  resolutions  had 
been  passed  over  and  over  again  con- 
demning those  who  had  fulfilled  up  to 
now  their  legal  obligations.   The  greater 
proportion  of  the  arrears  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  sought  to 
wipe  out  were  arrears  of  his  own  crea- 
tion, and  the  non-payment  of  them  was 
due  to  the  action  of  the  organization  of 
which  he  was  the  head.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber,  therefore,  could   do  no  less  than 
attempt  to  whitewash  men  of  debts  so 
brought  about.     Some  of   them  were 
owing  by  men  who  could  pay  and  would 
not,   and  who  had  lodged  their  money 
under  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  instead  of 
paying  it  to  the  landlords.     Were  these 
the  men  who  ought  to  be  whitewashed 
by  the  House  ?     He  ventured  to  main- 
tain that  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  would  simply  be  to  place  in   the 
hands  of  the  hon.  Member  and  his  or- 
ganization a  mighty  lever  with  which  to 
continue  to  stir  up  that  discontent  which 
gave  life  to  agitation.     For  those  rea- 
sons he  hoped  the  House  would  reject 
the  Bill.     But  he  could  not  say  that  he 
liked  the  Amendment  either.  Last  year 
he  should  have  voted  for  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  of  the  Government.  But  he  did 
not  like  the  Amendment,  because  it  left 
open  the  question  of   bringing  in  an- 
other Arrears    Bill   in    the   immediate 
future;  and  to  be  continually  settling 
and  unsettling  this  question  would  bo 
detrimental  to   and   destructive  of  the 
best  interests  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birmin^. 
ham,  W.)  :  As  I  know  the  time  of  the 
House  is  very  limited,  I  will  put  what  I 
have  to  say  into  as  brief  and  concise  af  orm 
as  I  possibly  can.  At  the  outset  let  me 
observe  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  and  the  ob- 
servations by  which  he  introduced  it  to 
the  House,  are  characteristic  illustra- 
tions of  Irish  procedure  in  reference  to 
this  question.  That  procedure  follows 
three  distinct  lines.    In  the  first  plaoOi 
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if  I  may  yenture,  coming  from  where  I 
do,  to  use  an  American  expression,  I 
would    say    that    the    Irish    Members 
**  catch  on  "  to  some  admitted  grievance. 
They  get  hold  of  something  which  every 
reasonable  and  fair-minded  man  will 
allow  deserves  a  remedy,  and  upon  that 
they  found  their  subsequent  action.     In 
the  second  place,  they  proceed  to  exagge- 
rate this  grievance,  to  develop  and  to 
magnify  it  beyond  anything  which  is 
reasonable  or  fair.     And,  in  the  third 
place,  they  produce  as  a  remedy  a  mea- 
sure which  goes  altogether  far  beyond 
either  the  grievance  or  the  exaggeration 
of  the  grievance.     The  effect  of  this  pro- 
ceeding is  to  continue,  and  even  to  create 
and  stimulate,  that  unrest  and  agitation 
in  Ireland    which  it  ought  to  be  the 
object  of  every  patriotic  Irish  Member 
to  diminish  and  to  do  away  with.     This 
is  undoubtedly  the  effect  of  the  policy 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
What  is  the  object  of  tbis  Bill  ?    It  is 
somewhat  difficult   for  us  to  speak  of 
motives.     I  hope  the  House  noted  par- 
ticularly   the    peroration    of  the   hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  if  they  did  they 
would  find  that  the  object  of  the  Bill 
is  much  less  the  material  advantage  and 
the  practical  gain  which  it  is  to  bring 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  that  it  is 
rather  brought  forward  as  an  illustra- 
tion of  the  necessity  and  desirability  of 
Home   Hule.      The   hon.   Member   for 
Cork  says  we  have  to  learn  from  this 
the  absolute  incapacity  of  the  Parlia- 
ment at  Westminster  to  deal  with  the 
Irish  Land  Question ;  and  I  assume  he 
infers  from  that  the  necessity  of  estab- 
lishing a  Parliament  in  Dublin  in  order 
to   take  up  the  business  which  we  at 
Westminster  are  unable  to  accomplish. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  seems  to 
forget  altogether  that  he  and  his  Col- 
leagues voted   for   a    Bill   which  was 
brought  in  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  and  which  equally  took  from 
Irish   Members  the   power   of  dealing 
with  the  land,  and  relegated  it  to  this 
despised    Parliament  at    Westminster, 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  de- 
clares to  be  totally  incompetent  to  deal 
with  the  question.     I  pass  on  to  speak 
of  the   divisions   of  this   Irish  policy. 
There  is  undoubtedly  a  grievance  to  be 
remedied,  for  the  House  has  decided 
that  by  exceptional  circumstances  rents 
have  become  excessive  in  amount,  and 


they  have  authorized  Courts   to  deal 
with  them  by  way  of  reduction.     It 
appears    to    me    to    follow    that    any 
arrears  which  may  have  resulted  from 
these  rents    must   also   be    considered 
excessive,   and  ought  also    to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Courts.     I  think  that  was 
practically   admitted    by    the   Govern- 
ment   in    our    debates    last    Session ; 
and  I  have  always  held  that,  to  that 
extent,    the   Land    Act    of    1887    was 
incomplete,   and  ought    to  be  supple- 
mented.    In  the  second  place,  I  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  exagge- 
rates the  extent  and  the  effect  of  these 
grievances.    He  assumes,  by  calculations 
peculiar  to  himself,  that  there  are  some- 
thing like  6,000  ejectaient  notices  pend- 
ing,  which  must  and  will  end  in  the 
eviction  of  the  tenants.     We  have  grave 
reasons  to  doubt  figures  brought  forward 
in  this  way  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.     I  remember  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
last  year  spoke  of  the  number  of  eject- 
ment notices  then  pending,  he  said  that 
the  notices  which  would  be  immediately 
substituted    under  the  7th    section  of 
the  Act  would  affect  20,000  or  30,000 
families.     It  has  since  turned  out  that 
only  3,000,  at  the  outside,  have  at  pre- 
sent been  affected.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  will  find,  however,  that   the 
number  of  notices  served  since  January 
are  very  few  in  comparison  with  any- 
thing he  had  stated.     These  notices  are 
served  in  order  to  bring  the  tenants  to 
book  who  refuse  to  make  any  agreement 
with   their  landlords;    but  there  is  no 
reason  to  assert  that  any  large  propor- 
tion of  these  will  be  carried  so  far  as 
eviction.     In   the  third  place,  I  ask — 
whether  the  number  be  6,000  or  3,000 
notices — if  any  large  proportion  are  due 
to  excessive  rent  ?    Assume  the  case  as 
the  hon.  Member  puts  it.     Assume  that 
the  arrears  are  partly  due  to  rents  which 
have  been  held  by  the  Courts  to  be  too 
high.     Those  rents,  on  an  average,  havo 
been  hold  to  be  too  high  to  the  extent  of 
14  or  15  per  cent.     It  is  possible  to  that 
extent  the  arrears  may  be  excessive,  and 
I  say  that  they  ought  to  be  reduced. 
But  is  that  the  case  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  ?    Does  the  hon.  Member  con- 
tend that  if  they  were  reduced  to  that 
extent  the  tenants  would  be  relieved 
to  any  appreciable  extent,  or  that  the 
evictions  which  he  desires  to  prevent 
would  be  avoided?     The  Bill  of  thQ 
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hon.  Member  goes  altogether  beyond 
any  case  ho  has  made  out.  If  his  view 
is  to  be  taken  as  a  ground  for  legislation, 
that  oan  be  met  by  a  Bill  giving  power 
to  the  Court  when  reducing  tho  rent  to 
reduce  the  arrears  in  the  same  propor- 
tion, which  would  be,  at  tho  outside,  14 
or  15  per  cent,  leaving  to  the  tenant  all 
his  involvements  to  other  creditors  as 
well  as  the  landlord.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  alto- 
gether exceeds  any  fair  case  that  he  has 
brought  before  the  House.  In  tho  first 
place,  there  is  no  limit  of  time.  I  do 
not  comment  upon  that  at  any  length, 
because  the  hon.  Member  has  said  that 
he  would  be  willing  to  accept  a  reason- 
able limit  of  two  years.  But  why  does 
he  bring  forward  a  Bill  which  is  an 
exaggerated  demand,  and  then,  with 
an  appearance  of  moderation,  say  that 
ho  will  be  willing  to  reduce  that 
demand  very  considerably  hereafter  ? 
Then  there  are  two  othor  limitations  to 
which  I  think  he  should  agree  as  being 
just  and  necessary.  There  ought  to  be 
a  limit  to  the  amount  of  reduction, 
which  ought  not  to  exceed  the  proportion 
in  which  the  rent  is  declared  by  the 
Court  to  be  excessive.  It  is  only  with 
that  part  of  the  rent  which  is  declared 
by  the  Court  to  be  excessive  with  regard 
to  which  discretion  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  Court  to  deal.  In  the  third  place, 
there  ought  to  be  a  limit  as  to  the  class 
of  arrears  to  be  dealt  with.  The  hon. 
Member  has  argued  as  if  the  Court 
would  only  have  to  deal  with  unjust 
arrears  arising  out  of  unjust  rents.  But 
there  may  be  arrears  from  other  causes. 
There  may  be  arrears  from  misfortune, 
such  as  murrain  amongst  his  cattle. 
Suppose,  owing  to  that  or  to  somo  other 
accident,  the  tenant  loses  all  the  cattle 
he  had  accumulated,  then,  owing  to  no 
fault  of  his  own,  he  gets  into  arrear. 
The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
make  the  loss  fall  upon  the  landlord, 
although  it  could  not  be  said  that  the 
rent  was  an  unjust  one.  But  it  was  un- 
fair that  the  landlord  alone  should  be 
called  upon  to  bear  all  the  misfortunes 
of  the  tenant.  While  the  grievance  is 
admitted,  the  only  just  remedy  would 
be  a  Bill  entitling  the  Court  to  reduce 
the  arrears  from  14  to  15  per  cent,  but 
that  would  be  perfectly  inadequate  to 
meet  the  difficulty.  The  real  difficulty 
in  Ireland  does  not  rest  upon  the  fact 
that  a  certain  portion  of  the  rents  de- 
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manded  during  the  last  two  years  in 
Ireland  have  been  excessive  and  unfair. 
That  may  be  a  grievance  of  the  tenant 
with  which  we  ought  to  deal,  but  the 
real  difficulty  is  a  different  one.  It  is  the 
complete  insolvency  and  embarrassment 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  tenants,  and 
unless  you  deal  with  that  you  do  no 
good.  If  you  took  the  whole  rent  away 
from  the  landlord  the  difficulty  would 
remain,  and  in  a  great  number  of  cases 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  continuing 
the  tenancies.  In  addition  to  that,  see 
what  other  objections  there  are  to  tho 
proposal  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.  It  would  create 
throughout  Ireland  a  sense  of  insecurity, 
for  every  tenant  would  be  tempted  to 
withhold  his  rent  in  order  that  the 
arrears  might  be  dealt  with  before  the 
Court,  and  he  might  have  his  chance  of 
getting  a  reduction.  What  injustice, 
moreover,  you  would  inflict  on  the 
honest  tenant  who  pays  his  rent  and 
struggles  to  fulfil  his  obligations,  and  who 
finds  his  dishonest  neighbour  who  has 
refused  to  pay  getting  a  reduction !  He 
would  be  taught  a  lesson  which  he  could 
hardly  fail  to  learn — that  for  the  future 
it  would  be  to  his  advantage  to  carry 
out  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  of  which,  in 
effect,  this  Bill  is  only  a  clause  and  pro- 
vision. The  real  difficulty  is  the  hope- 
less insolvency  of  a  considerable  number 
of  the  tenants.  How  has  that  insolvency 
arisen  ?  I  am  informed  that  before 
1870  the  tenants  in  Ireland  had  but 
very  little  credit  with  the  shopkeeper, 
and  hardly  any  with  the  money  lender. 
Now,  the  shopkeeper  is  represented  as  a 
kind  of  beneficent  agent — a  sort  of 
philanthropist,  who,  out  of  the  pure 
goodness  of  his  heart,  steps  in  to  the  aid 
of  the  tenant,  and  who  alone  interposes 
between  the  tenant  and  famine.  But 
before  1870,  when  the  Irish  tenants  wero 
in  a  much  worse  condition  of  famine 
than  they  have  been  since,  they  did  not 
interpose.  When  in  1870  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
passed  his  land  legislation,  he  gave  tho 
tenants  a  security,  and,  the  tenants 
possessing  that  security,  the  shopkeeper 
was  at  once  induced  to  tempt  the  tenant 
to  get  into  debt,  not  only  in  times  of 
famine,  but  in  times  of  prosperity.  Tho 
money  lenders  also,  since  1870,  have 
lent  the  tenants  money,  and  induced 
them  to  indulge  in  a  kind  of  living  they 
had  never  indulged  in  before,  and  which| 
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in  comparison  with  their  former  mode 
of  life,  is  an  extravagant  one.  That  is 
the  history  of  the  indehtedness  which 
has  grown  up  since  1870,  and  involved 
so  many  poor  tenants  in  inextricable 
embarrassment.  Under  these  circum- 
stances the  Bill  is  no  good.  It  is  a 
mere  tinkering  of  the  question,  which 
leaves  the  tenant  burdened  with  all 
those  debts,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  it 
relieves  him  of  a  portion  of  his  debt  to 
the  landlord.  I  am  now  coming  into 
conflict  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone.  I  have  the 
greatest  deference  to  his  opinion,  and  I 
Enow  him  to  be  a  great  authority  on  all 
matters  connected  with  the  land  in  Ire- 
land. I  appreciate  in  all  humility  the 
humour  of  his  sneer  at  the  wise  men 
from  Birmingham,  though  I  do  not 
think  it  comes  with  a  good  grace  from 
him  when  he  was  one  of  those  who 
pressed  one  of  these  '^  wise  men  from 
Birmingham  "  to  go  down  to  his  own 
constituency  and  address  the  tenant 
farmers  upon  this  very  question,  includ- 
ing the  question  of  arrears.  With  all 
deference  to  him,  I  may  say  that  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  distinction  he 
endeavours  to  set  up  between  the  debt 
of  the  landlord  and  the  debt  of  the 
shopkeeper.  He  says  the  debt  of  the 
landlord  is  an  unfair  debt.  I  dispute 
that.  In  many  cases  it  is  not  an  unfair 
debt.  In  oases  where  arrears  are  arrears 
of  a  fair  rent  it  cannot  be  said  to  be  an 
unfair  debt.  In  any  case  the  unfairness 
refers  only  to  a  portion  of  the  debt  due 
to  the  landlord,  and  as  regards  85  per 
cent  the  debt  of  the  landlord  is  as  fair 
as  that  of  the  shopkeeper.  Again  I 
dispute  the  hon.  Member's  contention 
that  the  debt  of  the  shopkeeper  and  the 
money  lender  is  in  all  cases  a  fair  debt. 
I  say  that  where  the  shopkeeper  and  the 
money  lender  exact  an  unfair  and 
usurious  profit  and  interest  the  debt 
due  to  them  is  as  unfair  and  inequi- 
table as  any  debt  due  to  the  landlord. 
On  these  grounds  I  am  prepared  to  treat 
both  debts  in  the  same  way  and  by  the 
same  methods.  I  can  go  further,  and 
say  that  without  regard  to  the  origin  of 
the  debt,  and  looking  only  to  the  relation 
between  debtor  and  creditor,  it  is  desir- 
able to  relieve  the  debtor  from  the  in- 
extricable embarrassment  in  which  he 
is  involved.  But  to  relieve  him  of  part 
of  his  liabilities  is  to  do  him  no  service, 
but  to  involve  him  in  a  certainty  of 


greater  troubles.  On  all  these  grounds 
I  believe  that  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
lord, in  the  interest  of  the  tenant,  in  the 
interest  of  the  shopkeeper,  and  for  the 

Seace  of  Ireland,  it  is  desirable  to  re- 
eve the  tenant  wholly  and  at  once  of 
all  his  embarrassments  in  cases  where 
he  is  really  unable  to  meet  them.  I 
may  be  told  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  and  his  Frionds  that  this  is  a 
proposal  to  make  the  whole  of  Ireland 
bankrupt.  It  does  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Last  year  hon.  Members  were  oflfered 
this  result  without  bankruptcy.  [Mr. 
Dillon  :  No.]  I  take  no  contradiction 
from  the  hon.  Member  on  that  point. 
I  am  speaking  of  what  I  know.  I  ask 
him  to  refer  to  the  debates  in  Hansard^ 
and  the  reports  of  his  own  speech  on 
the  subject,  and  he  will  find  that  he 
was  offered  by  the  Government,  at  my 
suggestion,  the  proposal  that,  without 
going  into  bankruptcy,  the  tenant  who 
claimed  relief  from  his  embarrassments 
might  be  called  upon  to  give  a  list  of 
his  liabilities  and  be  relieved  of  the 
whole  of  them  by  a  composition  or  pay- 
ment by  instalments— [Mr.  Change  : 
That  is  bankruptcy.]— or  by  such  other 
measures  as  to  the  Court  might  seem 
just.  That  was  the  proposal  made,  and 
rejected  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  The  hon.  Member  who  says 
it  is  bankruptcy  is  a  lawyer  and  knows 
it  is  not  bankruptcy.  I  may  be  entirely 
ignorant  and  unwise  as  regards  Irish 
land,  but  I  might  be  expected  to  know 
something  about  bankruptcy;  and  this 
is  nothing  of  the  sort.  That  the  tenant 
in  this  case  is  insolvent  is  a  fact  that 
nothing  can  prevent  being  true,  whether 
you  relieve  him  or  not ;  but  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  which  I  supported 
was  a  proposal  to  relieve  him  without 
the  odium,  without  tbe  stigma,  without 
the  costs,  without  the  disqualifications 
which  attach  to  bankruptcy.  Does  not 
the  hon.  Member  know  that  every  pro- 
posal for  bankruptcy  must  involve  a 
oeatio  honorum,  and  that  here  there  was 
to  be  none?  The  Court  was  to  have 
the  power  to  deal  with  him,  having 
regard  to  equity  and  justice,  and  without 
regard  to  the  fact  that  it  left  in  his 
hands  the  principal  asset  he  possessed — 
the  goodwill  of  his  farm.  It  is  not  a 
system  of  bankruptcy.  It  is  a  system 
of  tenant  relief,  and  the  only  one,  in 
my  opinion,  that  will  settle  this  ques- 
tion.   We  are  told  that  the  landlord  is 
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in  a  different  position  to  the  other 
oreditors,  because  he  presses  for  his  debt 
and  they  do  not.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  omitted  to  state  that  the 
credit  given  by  the  shopkeeper  is  volun- 
tary and  can  be  stopped,  whereas  the 
credit  given  by  the  landlord  is  com- 
pulsory, and  can  only  be  brought  to  an 
end  by  evicting  the  tenant.  In  that 
case  the  position  of  the  landlord  is 
much  harder  than  that  of  the  shop- 
keeper, and  it  is  much  more  unreason- 
able that  he  should  be  called  upon  to 
bear  the  whole  burden  of  the  tenant's 
insolvency.  We  are  told  that  the  shop- 
keeper does  not  press  for  his  debt.  Of 
course  he  does  not,  so  long  as  he  has 
good  security,  which  is  being  increased 
at  the  expense  of  the  landlord.  He 
will  wait  until  the  landlord's  interest  in 
the  holding  has  been  altogether  whittled 
away,  and  when  the  whole  interest  has 
passed  into  the  hands  of  the  tenant  then 
we  shall  hear  of  ejectment  of  tenants 
at  the  instance  of  the  money  lender  and 
the  shopkeeper.  On  these  e^rounds  I 
would  urge  hon.  Members  below  the 
Oangway  to  reconsider  their  decision. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  says  that  if 
the  Government  accepted  this  view  it 
was  their  duty  to  bring  in  a  Bill.  I  do 
not  agree  with  him.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  said  that,  so  far  as 
they  are  concerned,  and  so  far  as  their 
power  goes,  this  shall  be  an  English 
and  a  Scottish  Session,  and  not  an  Irish 
Session  in  the  sense  in  which  we  have 
had  it  before,  when  the  whole  time  of 
the  House  has  been  devoted  to  Ireland. 
I  think,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
would  be  inconsistent  if  they  were  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  in  view  of  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that  he 
would  meet  it  with  unrelenting  hostility. 
Under  these  circumstances,  there  would 
be  little  chance  for  the  progress  of  any 
English  or  Scottish  legislation.  If  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  will  reconsider 
their  position,  and  once  and  for  all  agree 
that  they  will  not  continually  throw 
their  shield  over  the  usurer,  the  money 
lender,  and  the  publican — the  classes, 
no  doubt,  from  whom  they  receive  their 
largest  support — but  take  a  patriotic 
course,  and  promise  support  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  bringing  in  a  Bill  founded 
on  these  lines,  we  might  all  unite  in 
pressing  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
measure ;  but  if  they  will  not  do  this  or 
meet  them  the  responsibility  is  theirs, 

Mr.  J.  Chamberlain 


and  let  the  tenants  of  Ireland  ^know 
that  if  they  are  not  relieved — not  only 
of  their  debts  to  their  landlords,  but  all 
their  other  debts— the  fault  lies  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
asked  me  to  refer  to  the  debates  of  last 
year  on  the  important  point  he  has 
raised,  and  said  he  would  take  no  con- 
tradiction from  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  [Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  :  On  this 
point.]  Yes ;  on  this  point ;  but  he 
will  take  a  contradiction  based  upon  the 
reports  he  has  referred  to.  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  convince  the  House  in 
the  course  of  five  minutes  that  I  am 
right,  and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  then  be  obliged  to  take  a  con- 
tradiction from  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo.  What  was  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  That 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  offered 
to  us,  at  the  close  of  last  Session,  a 
measure  for  dealing  with  the  question 
of  debts  in  Ireland,  on  the  principle  of 
treating  all  debts  on  the  same  basis,  but 
without  applying  bankruptcy  to  the 
Irish  tenants,  and  that  we  refused  the 
offer.  Now,  according  to  the  authorized 
report,  in  the  course  of  that  debate  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A..  J. 
Balfour)  stood  up  and  said  that  he  under- 
stood that  the  Irish  Members  declined 
distinctly  to  accept — 

**  Any  arrangement  by  which  the  debt  of  the 
ordinary  creditor  was  to  be  put  upon  an  equality 
with  the  debt  of  the  landlord.'' 

The  report  went  on  as  follows  : — 

"  Mr.  Dillon  :  Nothing  of  the  sort.  I  dis- 
tinctly said,  and  so  did  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  we  made  an 
offer— that  is,  a  definite  offer — by  which  the 
debts  of  all  creditors  bhonld  be  treated  on  an 
equal  footing." 

Then  let  the  House  listen  to  the  answer 
of  the  Chief  Secretary.  The  report  went 
on  thus — 

"  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  said,  that,  at  all  events, 
it  would  not  be  contested  that  in  the  meaning 
the  Government  had  always  attached  to  tho 
phrase  *  dealing  with  all  creditors  alike  ' — in 
the  sense  contemplated  by  Bankruptcy  Law  in 
this  or  any  country  in  the  world— neither  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  nor  the  Leaders  of  the 
Gladstonian  Party  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
suggestion  which  the  Government  had  made  to 
the  House/'— (3  Hansard^  [318]  1483.) 

Later  on,  I  again  rose,  wishing  to  make 
the  position  absolutely  distinct  and  clear, 
knowing  of  the  custom  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  (Mr.  J.  Che^iftberlain)  not  to 
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accept  contradictions  unless  they  are  in 
printed  matter  and  can  be  produced, 
and  cannot  be  got  over.  I  again  rose 
in  course  of  the  debate,  after  the  Ohair- 
man  of  Oommittees  had  intervened,  and 
I  said  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Party — 

"  The  other  night  the  Chief  Secretary  made 
the  following  stotement; — *The  Government 
are  prepared  to  consider  any  plan  by  which  the 
creditors  shall  be  placed  on  the  same  footing.' 
To  this  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  replied  that 
he  was  prepared  to  accept  the  principle  that 
every  creditor  should  bo  placed  on  the  same 
footing  according  as  he  pressed  his  claim  ;  but 
he  said  that  every  creditor  did  not  press  his 
claim.  The  Irish  Members  were  perfectly 
willing  to  go  so  far,  because  so  lar  they  saw 
their  way ;  but  as  to  the  proposal  suggested  or 
outlined  by  the  Government,  all  the  fear  of  the 
Irish  Members  was  that  the  creditors  should  be 
dragged  in  spite  of  themselves  into  a  bank- 
ruptcy system  which  would  be  expensive  and 
destructive  to  their  interests,  and  which  would 
do  more  evil  than  it  could  hope  to  cure." — 
[Ibid.,  1487-8.) 

Now,  has  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  I  ask,  given  the 
House  an  honest  or  a  truthful  statement 
of  what  took  place  on  that  occasion, 
when  I  have  proved  to  the  satisfaction 
of  every  honourable  man  that  the  Irish 
Members  have  repeatedly  offered  to  ac- 
cept the  principle  of  equal  treatment  of 
creditors,  although  that,  I  contend,  is 
an  iniquitous  principle  ?  We,  however, 
saw  that  we  were  face  to  face  with  a 
powerful  Government,  who  threatened 
to  exterminate  our  people  unless  we 
consented  to  give  way  and  accept  this 
unjust  principle ;  and  I  said  that  rather 
than  see  our  people  driven  from  their 
homes  I  would  consent  to  the  shop- 
keepers and  bakers  being  defrauded  of 
their  just  debts  than  risk  such  a  result. 
The  choice  was  a  direful  one,  and  of 
the  two  great  evils  I  chose  the  lesser. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  now  ac- 
cept my  contradiction  of  the  statement 
which  he  has  so  deliberately  made,  that 
the  Irish  Members  absolutely  refused  to 
accept  the  offer  to  treat  all  debts  on  the 
same  footing  ? 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  There  is 
absolutely  no  contradiction — [CV*«>«  of 
•*0h,  oh!"]— no  contradiction  of  any- 
thing I  saia  in  the  extracts  which  have 
been  read  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
Government  proposed  that  all  creditors 
should  be  treated  alike  and  simulta- 
neously, alike  in  point  of  time,  as  well 
as  that  they  would  be  put  upon  equal 
terms.    The  hon.  Member  lor  the  Oity 


of  Cork  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  refused  their  proposal,  and,  in  con- 
sequence, nothing  whatever  was  done. 
Mr.  DILLON:  I  repeat  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  said  the  meaning  which 
the  Government  always  attached  to  the 
phrase  *' treating  all  creditors  alike" 
was  that  all  creditors  should  be  placed 
on  equal  terms,  and  was  in  the  sense 
contemplated  by  the  Bankruptcy  Laws  ; 
and  I  distinctly  stated  in  my  reply  that 
if  the  Government— and  I  invited  them 
to  do  it — sketched  for  us  the  means  of 
dealiug  simultaneously  and  absolutely 
with  the  debts  of  all  creditors  with- 
out bankruptcy,  we  would  be  willing 
to  consider  it  with  a  view  to  its  accept- 
ance. I  will  leave  that  matter  now,  but 
I  cannot  pass  from  the  observation  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
sustained,  and  thoroughly  sustained, 
his  long  and  well-earned  reputation  for 
turning  somersaults  in  politics.  He  is 
sure  to  change  his  mind  every  two  or 
three  months  about  the  schemes  con- 
nected with  everything  he  touches,  pro- 
posing a  new  one  at  frequent  intervals 
and  changing  the  principles  to  be 
applied  to  them.  What  did  he  say  on 
the  19th  August  last  when  dealing  with 
this  very  question  ?  I  had  proposed  an 
Amendment  to  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  Amendment  proposed  to 
carry  out  precisely  the  proposition  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose  in  his  place  and  said — 

"  I  think  the  Government  would  do  well 
to  accept  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  and  to  deal  with  the 
arrears  of  rent ;" 

thus  protecting  the  tenants  against  un- 
just and  improper  action  on  the  part  of 
the  landlords;  but  we  have  said  dis- 
tinctly that  we  are  not  prepared  to  do  so, 
and  therefore  the  House  is  bound  to 
consider  what  alternative  shall  be 
adopted.  I  do  not  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  this  day 
that  he  thinks  the  Government  are 
wrong  in  their  refusal  last  year.  On  the 
contrary,  he  rises  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  followers,  that  no  Bill  pro- 
viding for  a  composition  of  arrears  of 
rent  will  be  satisfactory  which  does  not 
at  the  same  time  deal  with  the  tenants' 
debts  to  other  creditors  besides  the  laud* 
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lords.  It  is  very  remarkable  that,  with 
all  his  past  experience  and  his  former 
declarations  as  to  the  principles  which 
should  guide  the  Ooyernment,  he  now 
assumes  that  all  the  opinions  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Party,  with  its  85  Eepresenta- 
tives  in  this  House,  of  the  majority  of  the 
tenant  farmers,  and  also  the  opinions 
of  the  Irish   Unionist  Party,  who  re- 

f^resent  the  remainder  of  the  tenant 
armers  of  Ireland,  are  to  count  as 
nothing  in  the  balance  on  an  Irish  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  as  compared  with  the 
united  views  of  the  **  wise  men  of  Bir- 
mingham." The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  laid  down  a  perfectly  novel  principle — 
though  it  is  not  at  all  a  surprising  thing 
on  his  part— as  regards  the  action  of 
Courts  of  Law  in  respect  to  arrears  of 
rent,  should  those  powers  be  confided  to 
them.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  forget  the  case  of  the  Scotch 
Crofter  Commission  which  his  Govern- 
ment took  part  in  starting?  Does  he 
forget  that  the  Scotch  Crofter  Commis- 
sioners have  in  many  cases  made  re- 
ductions of  30,  40,  and  60  per  cent 
on  the  arrears,  and  in  some  instances 
wiped  out  many  years'  arrears  alto- 
gether ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  in  America  for  some  months,  and 
I  suppose  has  been  led  to  think  and 
read  as  little  about  Ireland  as  possible ; 
for  he  says  the  reductions  of  rents, 
according  to  which,  in  his  opinion, 
the  reduction  of  arrears  should  be 
made,  have  been  lately  only  14  or  15 
per  cent.  Why,  has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman been  sleeping  for  the  last  six 
months  ?  What  about  the  reductions  in 
the  cases  of  leaseholders,  the  class  most 
affected  by  this  Bill  ?  Is  he  not  per- 
fectly aware  that  the  reductions  in  the 
cases  of  leaseholders  would  be  more  ac- 
curately described  by  40  than  by  14  per 
cent  ?  And  one  of  the  most  crying  and 
greatest  grievances  is  that  the  lease- 
holders who  are  admitted  at  the  present 
time  by  the  Legislature  to  have  been 
paying  unjust  rents,  as  admitted  by  all 
sides  of  the  House,  should  now  be  ex- 
terminated for  non-payment  of  arrears 
of  rent,  which  have  just  recently  been 
declared  by  the  Courts  to  be  40,  50,  aye, 
60  per  cent  higher  than  the  rents  that 
should  justly  have  been  demanded  of 
them.  Tet  wo  are  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  so  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, that  he  undertakes  to  lay  down 
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the  law  for  Ireland  over  the  heads  of 
all  her  Representatives — we  are  told  by 
him  that  it  is  not  possible  that  real  re- 
lief can  be  given  to  the  t^iant  in  this 
way,  because  he  cannot  get  more  than 
14  or  15  per  cent  reduction.  What 
answer  did  he  attempt  to  make  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Eussell),  when  he  pointed  out 
that  in  the  loyal  Province  of  Ulster, 
where  they  have  got  'no  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, the  tenants  are  just  now  being 
rewarded,  as  we  always  told  them  they 
would  bo— they  are  being  mulcted  not 
only  in  unjust  rents,  but,  by  the  hun- 
dred, in  those  fraudulent  and  monstrous 
arrears,  and  are  denied  the  benefit  of 
the  provisions  which  this  House  at- 
tempted to  bring  to  their  relief  by  the 
threats  of  evicting  landlords,  and  they 
are  deprived,  if  they  dare  to  attempt 
to  gain  access  to  the  Courts,  (of  the 
benefits  of  the  legislation  of  last  year 
by  those  very  arrears  of  rent  which 
have  been  declared  unjust.  When  I 
was  listening  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  and  listening  to  the  re- 
markable case  which  he  cited  to  this 
House  in  support  of  the  Bill,  I  ooujd 
not  help  being  struck  by  the  apposite- 
ness  of  that  as  an  illustration  of  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment,  if  it  were 
carried,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  rose  in  his 
place  to  support.  Here  were  100  ten- 
ants who  desired  to  go  into  the  Courts 
to  have  their  rents  adjusted.  They 
were  immediately  met  by  legal  pro- 
cesses, and  the  tenancies  were  threat- 
ened to  be  broken  ;  being  loyal  Ulster 
tenants,  and  not  having  at  their  back 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  or  any  of  thoso 
**  wicked  *'  contrivances  by  which  we 
have  managed  to  protect  the  tenants  in 
the  South  to  a  certain  extent,  they  then 
offered — and  will  anyone  in  this  House 
stand  up  and  say  their  offer  was  not  an 
honest  one? — they  offered  to  go  into 
the  bank  and  to  raise  upon  that  credit 
which  you  are  seeking  to  destroy  the 
money  to  pay  the  landlord,  which  I 
venture  to  say  no  just  Judge  would 
call  upon  them  to  pay — namely,  the 
arrears  of  the  rent  which  they  now 
sought  to  get  reduced  by  the  Court. 
That  was  their  offer,  and  it  was  more 
than  a  just  offer.  No  honest  landlord  in 
England  would  have  hesitated  for  a 
second  to  accept  it.  If  the  principle  of 
the  Amendment  were  accepted,  those 
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tenants  would  have  to  be  deprived  of 
their  rights  as  they,  are  now  ;  but  they 
never  could  have  made  that  offer,  be- 
cause what  bank  in  Ireland  would 
advance  1«.  on  the  credit  of  a  tenant  if 
they  know  that  at  any  moment  this  House 
may  be  got  to  cut  down  that  tenant's 
debts  on  the  avowed  principle  that  no 
regard  will  be  had  to  the  justice  or  in- 
justice of  the  debts;  but  that,  forsooth, 
because  the  man  had  had  the  misfortune 
to  live  under  a  cruel  and  rack-renting 
landlord,  he  should  be  denied  his  rights, 
and  that  every  single  creditor  shall  suffer 
not  for  his  sake,  but  for  the  sake  of  the 
landowner.  I  say  it,  with  the  most  perfect 
confidence,  that  if  the  people  of  this 
country,  who  have  been  taught  the  value 
and  traditionsof  commercial  honesty ,  were 
aware  to-morrow  of  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment,  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  tried  to 
shove  through  that  House  last  year  by 
threats  and  by  coercion,  and  the  prin- 
ciple which  underlies  this  Amendment, 
they  would  rise  up  and  denounce  it.  I 
take  as  a  statement  of  that  principle  the 
most  remarkable  words  used  by  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Member  for  the  Rossendale 
Division  of  Lancashire  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  in  summing  up  and  con- 
cluding the  debate  on  this  question.  He 
said — 

"  I  do  not  think  that  the  proposal  was  dis- 
tinctly put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
I  unaerstood  the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  he 
would  propose  to  place  the  debts  of  the  landlord 
and  all  other  creditors  on  equal  terms,  and  that 
only  such  debts  should  be  dealt  with  as  came 
into  Court.'' 

The  proposal  I  made  was  that  as  each 
creditor  came  into  Court,  the  Court 
should  have  power  to  adjudicate  on  his 
debt,  having  regard  to  the  justice  of  that 
individual  case.  But  now  listen  to  what 
the  noble  Marquess  laid  down  as  the 
proposal  of  the  Government — 

* '  What  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  suggested  was  that  if  a 
tenant  came  into  Court  for  a  reduction,  he 
should  be  compelled  to  make  a  return  of  his  in- 
debtedness generally,  and  that  all  his  creditors 
should  submit  to  an  equal  reduction." 

I  venture  to  say  that  in  the  annals  of 
civilized  society  such  a  proposal  was 
never  adopted.  How  woiud  that  work 
in  Ireland  ?  Take  the  case  of  a  rack- 
rented  estate  where  all  the  tenants  were 
in  arrear,  you  will  always  find,  if  you 
inquire  in  this  matter,  that  the  tenants  go 
on  paying  as  long  as  they  are  able  to  pay. 

YOI^.  CXXJXXm.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


['*No,no!  "]  Well,  at  all  events,  in  loyal 
Ulster  they  go  on  paying  the  landlord  as 
long  as  they  are  able.  Suppose,  now, 
the  principle  was  adopted  of  reducing 
the  debts  without  any  regard  to  the 
honesty  or  dishonesty  of  the  case,  and  I 
shall  put  now  the  case  of  a  dishonest 
tenant.  A  man  goes  into  the  bank  and 
gets  a  bill  for  £10  or  £20  to  pay  some- 
thing on  account  of  his  rent,  knowing 
that  he  will  never  be  able  to  repay  it. 
He  is  then  brought  into  Court  by  the 
landlord,  and  the  Court  decides  on 
a  reduction  of  50  per  cent  on  his 
debt,  and  no  discretion  being  al- 
lowed to  the  Court,  50  per  cent  is 
knocked  off  the  Bill  of  the  bank 
though  hard  money  was  paid  for  it; 
and  the  trader  who  sold  him  manure,  or 
who  sold  him  food  through  the  spring 
months,  when  the  tenants  of  the  West 
of  Ireland  are  always  half  starving, 
must  all  suffer  without  any  regard  to 
the  justice  or  injustice  of  the  dealing 
with  the  landlord,  simply  because  the 
landlord  chances  to  be  a  rack-renter.  I 
say  a  more  grotesque  proposition  was 
never  laid  before  Parliament ;  and  if  the 
people  of  this  country  could  be  got  to 
understand  what  we  were  compelled  to 
submit  to  last  Session,  they  would  con- 
demn both  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  and  myself  for  what  we 
accepted.  But  we  never  had  a  free 
choice,  and,  for  myself,  I  never  hesitated 
for  a  moment  as  to  our  position  on  the 
matter,  if  we  had  a  free  choice.  We 
were  driven  up  into  a  corner,  and  bullied 
from  one  Court  to  the  other,  until  we 
had  to  agree  to  a  new  policy.  We  were 
told  that  the  operation  of  the  Coercion 
Act  would  be  laid  to  our  charge  if  we 
did  not  yield  to  this  dishonest  arrange- 
ment. We  are  told  that  we  are  the 
champions  of  the  shopkeepers  in  Ire- 
land. We  are  the  champions  of  honesty 
in  Ireland.  Those  men  oast  their  re- 
proach to  us  across  the  floor  of  the 
House  that  we  were  encouraging  the 
people  of  Ireland  not  to  pay  their  just 
debts.  But  they  knew  that  that  reproach 
was  unjustifiable.  Also,  when  they  said 
that  the  Irish  people  were  unwilling  to 
discharge  their  lawful  obligations.  I 
have  never  encouraged  the  people  of 
Ireland  not  to  pay  their  just  debts.  I 
have  always  said,  and  I  defy  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson)  to  quote  a  single 
extract  from  a  speech  of  mine  made  iq 
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England  or  Ireland,  in  which  I  did  not 
advise  the  people  to  pay  their  just  debts, 
and   only  to  hesitate  when  they  were 
dealing  with  debts  which  the  wisdom  of 
the  Legislature  has  declared  to  be  unjust 
debts.     We  are  accused  of  being  the 
champions  of  the  gombeen  man;    but 
the  gombeen  man  has  ceased  to  exist  in 
Ireland,  except  in  the  imagination  of 
the  riji^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.     The  gombeen 
man — the  curse  of  Ireland — is  now  un- 
known, and  the  gombeen  man  has  been 
swept  out  of  existence  by  the  agitation 
I  and  my  friends  have  supported.  [^*  *  No, 
no !  "]    Yes,  he  is.    He  perhaps  lingers 
in  loyal  Ulster.     If  so,  he  is  one  of  the 
blessed  institutions  which  loyal  Ulster 
is  careful  to  preserve  ;  but  I  can  answer 
for  Conn  aught  and  Muneter,  and  I  can 
tell  you  that  the  gombeen  man  has  no 
power  in  those  districts ;  he  has,  in  fact, 
ceased   to   exist.     Can   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  any  hon.  Member  produce 
a  petition  from  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
be  preserved  from  the  gombeen  man  r 
He  will  not  give  them  anything  in  the 
shape  of  the  assistance  they  need.   Last 
year  we  were  perfectly  sound   in  the 
principle — when  we  did  consent  to  this 
at   all — in  the  principle  which  we  laid 
down,  that  these  debts  should  be  treated 
only  as  they  turned  up.     It  has  been 
one  of  the  marked  features  of  this  de- 
bate that  the  interests  of  the  Irish  shop- 
keepers and  of  the  Irish  landlord  are 
totally  and  absolutely  different,  that  the 
justice  of  their  demands  are  different, 
and  so  are  also  their  proceedings.  Why 
so  ?  I  will  tell  you  why.  The  Irish  shop- 
keeper has  to  live  in  Ireland  among  the 
people — the    Irish    shopkeeper    cannot 
afford  to  do  what  the  Irish  landlord  does. 
He  does  not  depend  for  his  existence  on  the 
14,000  armed  police  which  are  employed 
in  Ireland  to  preserve  the  landlord  system. 
He  depends  for  his  existence  upon  the 
people  of  Ireland.     The   needs  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  are  totally  different 
to  those  of  the  people  of  Ireland.   When 
the  times  are  bad,  the  shopkeeper  has 
to  suffer  with  his  people,  and  he  has  got 
to  wait,  and  very  often  to  wait  long,  for 
his  money.     In  the  chief  Southern  Pro- 
vinces of  Ireland  there  are  not  any  cases 
in  which  the  shopkeepers  have  put  men 
out  of  their  homes,  unless  in  the  most 
gross  and  outrageous  cases  of  dishonesty 
and  drunkenness— cases    where    every 
honest  man  would  do  the  same — but  I 
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say  til  at  such  oases  as  those  in  which 
shopkeepers  have  put  pressure  on  the 
tenants,  and  harried  them,  and  deprived 
them  of  the  means  of  keeping  their 
homes,  can  be  counted  upon  the  fingers, 
and  are  practically  unkno^^n.  They 
cannot  be  pointed  out.  The  truth  is, 
that  the  relief  coming  from  the  Member 
for  South  Birmingham  (Mr.  Powell- 
Williams),  which  no  one  asks  for,  is  a 
relief  utterly  at  variance  with  every 
principle  of  civilized  government  and 
ordinary  commerce  that  should  prevail 
among  people.  The  Representatives  of 
Ireland  are  told  that  the  House  will  not 
give  the  relief  that  they  ask  for  to  the 
Irish  tenants,  because  they  do  not  ask 
for  relief  against  debts  for  necessaries 
or  for  money  lent.  In  that  I  think  the 
House  is  asked  to  consent  to  a  most 
dangerous  principle.  If  a  Member  re- 
presenting some  poor  constituency  in 
England  or  Scotland  or  Wales  brings  a 
Bill  ia  to-morrow,  declaring  that  every 
man  who  comes  before  the  County  Court 
Judge  must  get  his  debts  cut  down 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  That  is 
the  law 

Mr,  DILLON :  It  is  not  the  law. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  beg  the 
hon.  Member's  pardon.  I  ought  to 
know,  because  it  was  I  who  introduced 
the  clauses  to  which  I  am  referring. 
There  are  clauses  known  as  the  County 
Court  Clauses,  under  which  a  small 
debtor  coming  before  a  County  Court 
Judge  is  required  by  the  Court  to  give 
a  schedule  of  all  his  debts  to  the  Court, 
and  the  Court,  in  certain  cases,  may 
make  an  order  for  his  relief  by  a  com- 
position payable  at  once  or  in  instal- 
ments and  without  all  the  expensive 
proceedings  which  are  necessary  in  ordi- 
nary cases  of  insolvency. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  do  not  pretend  to 
be  as  learned  in  the  Bankruptcy  Law  of 
England  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is,  but  I  leave  to  hon.  Members  who 
have  nothing  more  to  do  than  the  intro- 
duction of  that  law,  and  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  the  application  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  of  England  would  meet 
the  Irish  case — I  am  extremely  doubtful 
of  that — and  if  it  does  not  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  point  whatever  in  the  obser- 
vation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
am  not  ashamed  to  say  that  I  am  not 
thoroughly  aequainted  with  the  English 
Bankruptcy  Law ;  however,  what  I 
want  now  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
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House  to  is  tliis — the  extraordinary 
character  of  the  way  in  which  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  Bill  has  been  conducted. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Birming- 
ham, who  moved  the  Amendment,  had 
adopted  the  tone  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  I  could 
understand  it,  and  if  he  had  met  this 
Bill  by  a  direct  negative,  and  said  that 
no  grievance  existed,  I  could  have 
understood  that  course  ;  but  what  have 
they  done  ?  They  have  adopted  a  course 
which  I  venture  to  say  is  unparalleled 
in  the  history  of  Parliamentary  life,  at 
least,  which  I  never  recollect  to  have 
been  followed  before.  A  grievance  is 
stated  and  pressed  upon  the  attention 
of  Parliament  by  the  Eepresentatives  of 
a  country,  and  the  Government  do  not 
deny  the  existence  of  the  grievance ; 
they  do  not  deny  that  the  grievance  is 
urgent,  and  no  Party  in  the  House  that 
I  know  of,  except  the  small  Party  fol- 
lowing the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Armagh)  denies  that  the  grievance 
exists,  and  tnat  it  is  a  pressing  griev- 
ance, and  yet  we  are  met  by  an  Amend- 
ment which  declares  that  this  grievance 
will  not  be  remedied  unless  we  remedy 
some  other  grievances  of  which  existence 
is  very  doubtful.  If  they  have  views  of 
their  own  upon  the  matter,  why  do  not 
the  Government,  as  they  admit  the 
grievance,  introduce  a  measure  dealing 
with  the  matter  from  their  own  point  of 
view?  Better  far,  in  my  opmion, — 
why  do  not  they  introduce  two  small 
measures,  a  couple  of  clauses  in  each 
would  be  enough — one  dealing  with  the 
grievance  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  another  dealing 
with  the  grievance  that  the  Irish  people 
have  not  put  forward,  but  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Birmingham  has  discovered.  They 
would  find  that  the  Bill  dealing  with 
this  great  question  from  the  Irish  point 
of  view  would  have  a  very  easy  passage 
through  the  House,  and  they  might  at 
their  leisure  have  a  discussion  of  the 
proposal  of  the  wise  men  of  Birming- 
ham. I  can  promise  them  it  will 
receive  due  consideration  at  the  hands 
of  Irish  Members.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  more 
on  this  question.  I  could,  however,  say 
a  great  deal  more,  for  the  case  is  one  of 
excessive  urgenoy.  The  facts  of  the 
case  have  been  so  well  put  already  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 


City  of  Cork  and  by  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  that  I  do  not  think  any- 
thing remains  for    me  to   say  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Birmingham,  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment.   I  listened  attentively,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  a  speech  displaying  more 
gross  and  profound  ignorance  of  the 
Irish  people  I  have  never  heard,  and  I 
must  say  it  seems  to  me  that  it  ought 
to  lie  somewhat  heavily  on  his  con- 
science, that  a  man  who  professed  to 
maintain   the  Union  between  the  two 
countries,  as  does  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Birmingham,  should  be  the  pro- 
moter of  an  Amendment,  dealing  with 
a  vital  question  in  the  interests  of  the 
Irish   people,  without  having  got  the 
information   which  it  was  his  duty  to 
obtain,  for  he  made  a  speech  in  relation 
to  that  Amendment  which  demonstrated 
to  every  Irishman — be  he  Tory,  Unionist 
or  Nationalist — that  he  had  not  taken 
the    trouble    to   endeavour  to    master 
the  question  into  which  he  was  going  to 
plunge.     Every  single  sentence  of  the 
hon.   Gentleman's  speech   showed  his 
gross  and  profound  ignorance  of  Irish 
affairs,  and  of  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
people.      He  had  not  a  fact,  he  had  not 
a  single  statement,  to  show  that  there 
was  any  demand  in  favour  of  his  Amend- 
ment.     He  spoke  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland    in    words     that    would    have 
applied,  perhaps,  with  some  degree  of 
force    15   years  ago,   but    which  have 
absolutely  no  application  to  the  present 
case ;  and  I  say  if  any  illustration  were 
wanted  of  the  deplorable  condition  of 
Ireland  as  regards  legislation,  we  could 
not  have  a  better  illustration  than  that 
supplied  by  the  readiness  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  undertaking  to  overthrow 
this  great  proposed  settlement  in  the 
spirit  of  ignorance  and  lightness  which 
he  has  displayed.     I  say  in  conclusion, 
without  in  the  least  de^ee  proposing 
to  make  any  threat  to  this  House,  that 
they  will  do  well  to  consider  before  they 
vote  on  this  matter,  whether  they  will 
not  drive  the  tenants  of  Ulster,  whose 
condition  we  have  heard  described  by 
the  Member  for    South   Tyrone,   into 
adopting  the  same  methods  which  we 
have  found  successful  in  the  South  of 
Ireland ;  and  if  hon.  Members  tell  me 
that  some  of  these  notices  of  eviction 
are  not  going  to  be  carried  out,  I  oan 
tell  them  why  they  are  not.     Because  I 
myself  have  killed  300  of  them  by  hold- 
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ing  back  the  rents  of  the  landlords 
until  they  withdrew  the  notices  and  re- 
instated the  too  ants.  I  will  tell  the 
people  of  Ulster,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone,  a  little  secret  prac- 
tised to  the  West  of  the  Shannon,  which 
has  proved  efiFectual  in  many  instances, 

and  you  had  better   beware [(7r»#* 

a/  **  Oh,  oh !  *']  Hon.  Gentlemen  might 
listen  to  what  I  say  before  they  inter- 
rupt, because  it  is  not  so  terrible.  What 
I  am  going  to  say  is  those  of  you  who 
value  the  Union,  take  care  you  do  not 
strain  the  loyalty  of  Ulster  too  far. 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  That  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
which  was  not  devoted  to  venting  his 
wrath  on  the  various  Members  for  Bir- 
mingham who  support  the  Union,  was 
chiefly  occupied  in  discussing  and  re- 
discussing  the  two  proposals  which  were 
before  the  House  last  year — namely,  that 
of  the  Government,  which  was  accura'o^y 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  and  the  extraordinary  pro- 
posal which  was  substituted  in  lieu  of  it 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo.  I  do 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man into  the  details  of  his  survey  of  the 
argument.  I  think  it  will  be  manifest 
to  the  House  now,  as  it  was  then,  that 
the  proposal  under  which  the  creditors 
are  not  to  be  all  treated  simultaneously 
cannot  be  a  proposal  under  which 
they  can  properly  be  said  to  be 
treated  alike.  The  most  elementary 
knowledge  of  bankruptcy  law,  or  of 
that  which  has  any  analogy  to  it, 
ought  to  have  instructed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  very  essence  of  any 
such  proposal  must  be  that  all  credi- 
tors are  treated  on  a  similar  foot- 
ing. The  truth  is,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  the  most  elementary 
knowledge  of  bankruptcy  law.  He 
declared  that  a  principle  of  an  equal 
reduction  of  debt  was  one  wholly  un- 
known in  any  civilized  country.  The  fact 
was  there  is  no  civilized  country  where  it 
is  not  perfectly  well  known.  There  is  no 
civilized  country  where  it  is  not  the 
essence  of  every  law  of  bankruptcy,  or 
of  every  law  analogous  to  bankruptcy, 
and  under  no  such  law  does  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Judge  ever  think  of  looking  into 
the  origin  of  the  debt,  or  of  discussing 
its   equity   or  inequity.     If   you   are 

Mr.  Dillon 


always  to  go  back  to  the  origin  of  the 
debt 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  made  no  such  absurd 
statement.  What  I  said,  and  what  I 
adhere  to  was,  that  in  no  country  in  the 
civilized  world  is  there  a  law  under 
which  all  debts  are  reduced  equally  in 
consequence  of  the  injustice  of  one  debt. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Nobody  has 
ever  before  in  this  House  proposed  to 
give  relief  to  a  tenant  upon  such  equi- 
table grounds.  We  never  made  any 
such  proposal  to  the  House.  The  very 
essence  of  the  proposal  the  Govern- 
ment made  to  the  House  was  not 
founded  on  the  equity  or  the  inequity  of 
the  debt,  but  on  whether  the  debtor 
could  qualify  for  relief  by  being  able  to 
show  that  it  was  not  by  his  own  act  or 
fault  that  he  was  unable  to  meet  his 
liabilities ;  and  its  object  was  not  to  dis- 
tinguish between  creditors,  but  to  enable 
the  debtor  to  pursue  his  course,  with 
pruht  to  himself  and  to  the  community,  by 
relieving  him  of  the  load  of  debt  which  at 
present  strangled  every  effort  he  might 
make.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  based  the 
whole  of  his  speech  upon  the  theory  that 
the  debts  due  to  the  landlord  are  inequit- 
able, and  he  based  this  theory,  as  did  also 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  l^rone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell),  upon  the  fact  that  Par- 
liament has  interfered  with  the  contracts 
between  landlords  and  tenants  and  has 
not  interfered  with  the  contracts  between 
shopkeepers  and  customers.  I  deny  that 
the  interference  of  Parliament  is  any 
proof  that  those  debts  are  unjust.  It  is 
a  proof  that  in  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment the  contracts  between  landlords 
and  tenants  could  not  be  left  in  Ire- 
land, as  they  are  left  in  England,  to 
the  uncontrolled  operation  of  the  law 
of  supply  and  demand.  It  proves 
that  that  was  the  opinion  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  proves  nothing  else  what- 
ever; nor  can  I  admit  that  the  debts 
due  to  landlords  are  in  any  sense  neces- 
sarily or  even  probablyjunjust. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  Per. 
haps  he  will  allow  me  to  explain.  I  did 
not  say  that  the  debt  was  necessarily 
unjust  because  Parliament  had  inter- 
fered, but  that  I  held  it  to  be  neces- 
sarily unjust  because  the  Court  had 
determined  it  to  be  so. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  quite  ap- 
preciate the  hon.  Gentleman's  point,  and 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  argue  it  on  that 
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basis.  I  think  the  House  may  be  dis- 
posed to  regard  this  question  in  a  more 
unbiassed  spirit  if  it  considers  what  the 
Courts  in  Ireland  have  done.  The  Lands 
Court  in  Ireland  fixed  judicial  rents  in 
1881,  1882,  and  1883.  In  1885  prices 
fell,  and  they  fell  all  through  1885  and 
1886,  and  the  result  was  that  the  rent 
which  the  tenant  could  easily  pay  in  the 
earlier  years  he  could  not  pay,  or 
oould  not  pay  with  equal  facility,  in  the 
later  years  of  his  judicial  lease;  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  say  that,  because  last 
year  we  gave  the  Court  power  to  reduce 
rents,  we  therefore  decided  that  the 
rents  were  unfair.  Now,  let  us  suppose 
a  converse  case  to  that  which  I  have 
just  stated.  Let  us  suppose  the  case  of 
a  rise  instead  of  a  fall  in  prices,  and  let 
us  suppose  that  the  tenant  was  making 
a  much  larger  profit  in  the  later  years 
than  he  was  making  in  the  earlier  years. 
Would  the  tenant,  in  the  opinion  of 
Members  opposite,  in  that  case  be 
robbing  the  landlord  or  not  ?  A  lease 
invariably  contemplates  an  average 
line  above  and  below  which  it  is  posi- 
tively certain  the  profits  will  rise  and 
fall.  If  you  have  a  15  years*  judicial 
term,  is  there  a  single  man  who  is  ac- 
quainted with  the  elements  of  agricul- 
ture who  does  not  know  that  in  certain 
years  the  tenant  will  make  more  profit 
and  in  others  he  will  make  less  profit 
than  is  contemplated  by  the  average 
on  which  the  lease  is  based?  Are 
we,  then,  to  say  that  in  the  years  he 
makes  less  profit  the  landlord  is  exacting 
an  unjust  rent?  If  we  do  adopt  that 
extravagant  proposition,  ought  we  not 
also  to  say  that  in  the  years  in  which 
the  tenant  is  making  a  larger  profit  he 
is  robbing  the  landlord?  That,  Sir, 
disposes,  I  think,  of  the  argument  as  to 
the  inequity  of  these  rents  and  the  ex- 
ceptional character  they  possess.  Now, 
I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  another  point  connected  with  these 
shopkeepers'  and  landlords'  debts.  I 
say  that  every  man  who  recollects  the 
debate  that  took  place  with  regard  to 
the  Act  of  1881  is  aware  that  that  Act 
gave  over  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
a  certain  amount  of  property  which  was 
formerly  vested  in  the  landlords.  The 
authors  of  that  measure  invariably  de- 
fended it  in  their  arguments  with  the 
landlords  by  saying — **  It  is  true  we  have 
diminished  the  amount  of  your  property, 
but  we  have  increased  the  security  for 


what  remains."  The  honour  of  Parlia- 
ment and  of  this  House  was  distinctly 
pledged  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  and 
it  was  then  stated  that  the  tenant  right 
of  the  tenant  should  be  the  security  for 
the  payment  of  the  judicially  fixed  rents ; 
and,  thexefore,  when  I  hear  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen getting  up  in  this  House  and 
saying  that  not  only  are  these  rents  un- 
just rents,  but  that  actually  the  debt  of 
the  landlord  is  to  be  placed  in  a  far 
worse  position  than  that  of  any  other 
creditor.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  they 
are  rashly  advocating  a  policy  which 
cannot  easily  be  made  consistent  with 
the  honour  of  this  House  or  with  the 
pledge  solemnly  given  to  the  landlords  by 
Parliament.  So  far,  my  argument  has 
dealt  entirely  with  the  judicial  tenants.  I 
will  now  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  condition  of  those  tenants  who 
have  not  had  rents  fixed  judicially. 
Have  they  any  equitable  claim  at  this 
moment  to  exceptional  relief?  What 
is  the  history  of  the  non  -  judicial 
tenants  in  Ireland?  They  have  been 
given,  and  have  had,  since  1881, 
the  option  of  getting  a  fair  rent  fixed  in 
the  Land  Courts.  In  1882  their  arrears 
were  wiped  oflP,  and  therefore  they 
started  at  that  date  with  a  clean  bill  of 
health,  so  to  speak.  Directly  they 
found  prices  falling,  and  that  their 
rents,  which  had  been  reasonable  before, 
were  ceasing  to  be  so,  they  had  it  in 
their  power  to  go  to  the  Land  Court 
and  say,  *'  Fix  our  rents  according  to  the 
new  state  of  prices."  But  they  did  not 
do  so,  and  if  under  such  circumstances 
they  have  allowed  a  large  amount  of 
arrears  to  accumulate,  how  can  we  say 
that  that  is  the  fault  of  the  landlord  ? 
How  can  they  come  to  this  House  and 
complain.  When  I  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  ask  this  House 
how  they  oould  vote  for  this  Amend- 
ment without  carrying  out  a  similar 
policy  in  England  and  Scotland,  I 
confess  I  thought  he  might  have  re- 
collected that  the  whole  of  the  legisla- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Irish  tenants  has  no 
analogy  in  any  country ;  and  I  hold  that 
whether  we  ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  or 
not,  at  all  events  the  argumentative 
ground  put  forward  for  this  Bill,  does 
not  really  bear  critical  examination  for 
a  moment.  I  now  come  to  the  question 
of  the  policy  of  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell),  and  here  I  must  ask  him,  does 
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he  seriously  suppose  that  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  would  settle  the  Irish 
Land  Question  ?  [Mr.  Parnell  :  **  No."] 
But  the  whole  peroration  of  the  hon. 
Member's  speech  amounted  to  this  — 

"  The  fact  that  you  reject  a  Bill  which  will 
settle  the  Irish  Land  Question  shows  how 
utterly  incapable  you  are  of  legislating  for  Ire- 
land at  Westminster." 

If  the  hon.  Gentleman  supposes  that  this 

f)roposal    would    go    any    measurable 
ength  towards  settling  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  I  must  inform  him  that  he  is 
entirely  and  absolutely  mistaken.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  stated  that  the  English  demo- 
cracy would  always  support  just  evic- 
tions.    I  believe    the    English   demo- 
cracy would  always  do  so  were   they 
acquainted  with  all  the    facts    of    the 
case.    I   want  to  know  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman,   with  his  very  large  expe- 
rience of  what  people  think  in  the  various 
parts  of  the  country,  what,  in  his  opi- 
nion,  are  the  circumstances  connected 
with  evictions  which  have  chiefly  moved 
the  imagination    of  the  masses  in  this 
country  ?  [Mr.  T.  W.  Russell :  Bodyke.] 
Have  they  gone  into  the  detcdls  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  debts,  to  recover 
which    the  evictions  took   place,  were 
contracted?     No,    Sir,  they  have  not. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  have  got  up  resistance 
to  the  law.     They  have  taken  care  that 
doors  should  be  built  up,  that  houses 
should   be  fortified,    and   that  boiling 
water  should  be  poured  upon  the  police. 
But   while   they  have  taken   care  that 
there  should  be  every  method  of  resist- 
ance to  the  law  adopted  which  ingenuity 
can  suggest,  they  also  have  taken  care 
that  every  circumstance,  from  the  evic- 
tion  of  the  bedridden   crone  specially 
imported  for  the  occasion  direct,  which 
lends  itself  to  the  dramatic  narratives 
in  which  hon.  Gentlemen   so  freely  in- 
dulge, should  occur  in  order  that  they 
excite  the  pity  and  inflame  the  imagina- 
tion of  the  English  people.     I  say  that 
if  the  proposals  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  were  carried  out,  the  amount 
of  arrears   affected  would   be  so  small 
and  the  amount  of  outstanding  arrears 
would  be  so  large  that  they  would  still 
ultimately  lead   to   evictions,   and  you 
would  not  get  over  the  diflficulty  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  profess  to  be  so  desirous 
of    getting  over — a   desire  in  which  I 
heartily  concur.   Whom  would  this  pro- 
posal relieve  ?    It  would  leave  outstand- 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


ing,  on  the  smallest  estimate,  three- 
fourths  of  the  arrears  of  rent.  Therefore, 
the  Bill,  instead  of  stopping,  might  lead 
to  evictions 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  show  how  that  is  to  be 
done? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  will  allow  me  to 
develop  my  argument  in  peace  I  will 
show  that  the  Bill  under  debate  would 
relieve  very  few  tenants  indeed.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  prove  before  the 
Courts  that  the  arrears  of  the  tenant  did 
not  arise  through  any  act  or  default  of 
his  own,  and  if  the  tenant  could  not 
prove  that,  he  could  not  get  any  relief 
at  all.  The  clause  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill  would  not  be  applicable  to  many 
cases  that  would  arise. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  The  clause  is 
founded  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  Act  of  last  year,  and  under  Section 
30  of  that  Act,  before  the  equitable 
jurisdiction  can  be  exercised  in  favour 
of  any  tenant,  he  must  show  that  his  in- 
debtedness is  due  to  no  "  act  or  default " 
on  his  part.  Those  are  also  the  words 
of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:    The   hon. 
Gentleman  has  entirely  misapprehended 
my  argument.     I  know   well  that   the 
hon.    Member's    Bill  is  based  on   the 
equitable  clause  of  our  Act  of  last  Session, 
which  only  gives  relief  in  cases  where  a 
tenant  can  prove  that  his  indebtedness 
is  not  due  to  his  own  act  and  default. 
My  point  is  that  the  number  of  those 
who  would  be  able  to  prove  this  will 
be  but  a  small  fraction  of  those  who 
are    in    arrears,    and    that    th^   great 
majority  of  the  tenants  in  arrears  would 
not  be  relieved  at  all  by  thh  Bill.     For 
instance,  I   cannot    conceive  that   any 
Judge  would  think  of  releasing  or  re- 
lieving tenants  under  the  Bill   of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  joined  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  They  would  be  absolutely 
excluded,     [-^'i  ^^°-  Member  :  Why  ?] 
Because    the  essence  of  the   Plan    of 
Campaign  is  that  tenants  on  an  estate 
should    combine  together — those    who 
could  pay  in  full  and  those  who  could 
not — and  pay  a  certain  proportion  of  the 
rent  due  to  a  receiver.     They  were  thus 
prevented  from  making  any  individual 
settlement  with  their  landlord.      Surely 
persons  who    entered  into  such  a  com- 
bination would  not  come  within  this  Bill 
if  it  were  to  become  law  ?    This  was 
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one  point  which  showed    how  inade^ 
quate  the  Bill  would  be  to  deal  with 
existing  arrears.     I  know  a  case  of  an 
estate  on  which  the  tenants  have  not 
paid  a  sixpence  of  rent  since  1881.     I 
have  no  doubt  they  have  spent  the  money 
that  ought  to  have  gone  towards  paying 
their  rent,  and  it  is  probably  true  that 
at  the  present  time  they  are  unable  to 
pay  the  arrears.     But  these  men  could 
not  prove  that  their  present  indebted- 
ness is  not  due  to  their  own  act  or  de- 
fault.    It  is  due  to  their  having  joined 
in  a  combination  against  the  payment 
of   rent,    and    they     and    many     like 
them  would  receive  no  relief  under  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork.     If 
the  object  of  the  Bill  be  to  stay  evictions, 
I  think  it  will  have  very  little  effect,  for 
under  the  Bill  of  last  year,  which  enables 
the  Oounty  Court  Jud  ge  to  spread  the  pay- 
ment of  arrears  over  a  number  of  years 
where  the  tenant  shows  that  his  indebted- 
ness is  not  due  to  his  own  act  or  default, 
the  Judges  have  only  exercised  this  discre- 
tion in  one  quarter  of  the  cases  that  have 
come  before  them,  and  it  may  be  assumed 
that  the  proportion  of  cases  in  which, 
under  this  Bill,  the  Judge  would  exer- 
cise this  discretion  to  wipe  out  the  ar- 
rears altogether  would  be  still  less.     I 
pass   now  to   another  point,    and   ask 
what  necessity  is  there  for  this   Bill? 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have,  I  think, 
in  this  connection,  indulged  in  very  ex- 
travagant rhetoric.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  has  spoken  of  **  an  April 
shower  of  notices,"  which  would,  accord- 
ing to  his  peculiar  meteorology  result  in  a 
storm  of  evictions  in  November.     Of  the 
3,000  notices  to  which  he  has  referred, 
I  believe  that  by  far  the  greater  portion 
of  them  were  in  consequence  of  eject- 
ments obtained  before  the  Act  of  last 
year.     The  period  of  grace   on   those 
notices  expired  about  the  1st  of  January; 
on  the  Ist    of   January  it  was    in  the 
power  of  every  landlord  who  had  issued 
one  of  these  notices  to  have  evicted  his 
tenant  upon  whom  such  notice  had  been 
served. 

An  Hon.  Mbmbek  :  Seven  months 
and  two  weeks  before  an  eviction  can 
take  place. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  is  mistaken.  If  decrees  be 
issued  in  October  the  landlord  can 
dispossess  the  tenant  on  the  1st  of 
January.  Now  this  being  the  legal 
power  of  the  landlords,  I  cannot  make 


out  that  any  landlord  has  exercised  that 
power.  I  have  made  inquiries,  and  I 
can  only  find  half-a-dozen  cases  in  which 
a  landlord  has  availed  himself  of  this 
power, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  They  are  waiting 
for  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  re- 
demption. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  At  any  rate, 
this  shows  that  the  landlords  are  at 
the  present  moment  not  evicting,  and 
that  there  are  no  indications  that  they 
are  not  desirous  to  do  more  than 
is  necessary  to  recover  their  just  debts. 
Under  the  old  process  of  law  there 
have  been  66  tenants  turned  out,  and 
the  mention  of  this  fact  reminds  me 
of  a  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo.  He  said  that  in 
his  whole  experience  of  Ireland — and 
he  has  taunted  us  and  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  Members  for  West  and  South 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  and 
Mr.  Powell- Williams)  with  our  ignor- 
ance of  Ireland — he  could  count  on  the 
fingers  of  his  two  hands  the  number  of 
cases  in  which  ordinary  creditors  had 
turned  a  tenant  out  of  his  holding. 
Well,  I  do  not  know  how  many  fingers 
tho  hon.  Gentleman  has,  but  of  these  66 
cases  18  were  cases  of  tenants  turned  out 
by  other  creditors. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Can  you  give  mo 
their  names  ?     In  what  part  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  cannot 
say. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  distinctly  stated 
that  I  could  not  speak  for  the  I?rovince 
of  Ulster. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  These  statistics 
then  show  that  there  is  no  disposition  on 
the  part  of  landlords  harshly  to  exerciso 
the  power  of  eviction.  But  I  go  much 
further.  I  have  also  inquired  into  tho 
action  of  landlords  with  regard  to  their 
leaseholders,  whose  case  is  probably  tho 
hardest  of  all,  and  who,  year  after  year, 
were  refused  any  redress  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian.  I  cannot  find  out  that  at  this 
moment  there  is  a  single  landlord  who  is 
asking  his  tenants  who  have  been  lease- 
holders to  pay  a  larger  amount  of  arrears 
than  would  be  now  due  if  the  Bill  of 
last  year  had  been  antedated  two  years 
— in  other  words,  if  the  Act  had  been 
passed  when  tho  fall  of  prices  com- 
menced. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  But  the  Act 
has  kept  them  out  of  Court. 
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Mb.  a.  J.  BALEOUR:  I  have  no 
evideDce  of  its  doing  so.  The  hon. 
Member  quoted  in  his  speech  a  case 
which  he  said  occurred  in  the  County 
Louth.  He  mentioned  that  case  a  few 
days  ago  at  the  meeting  of  his  own  Party. 
I  heard  of  it,  and  accordingly  made  in- 
quiries, and  I  shall  be  glad  if  after  this 
debate  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  show 
me  the  letter  on  which  he  bases  his 
statement.  I  will  then  make  further  inves- 
tigation. I  heard  the  name  of  the  per- 
son whom  he  mentioned  at  the  meeting, 
but,  upon  inquiry,  I  cannot  make  out 
that  anyone  of  that  name  or  of  any 
name  like  it  has  been  guilty  of  any  act 
which,  even  by  any  misunderstanding 
or  misconstruction,  could  be  alleged  to  be 
an  act  of  harshness  such  as  that  which  he 
has  detailed  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber only  brought  forward  this  one  case 
of  hardship,  and  he  has  searched  all 
Ireland,  I  suppose,  for  such  cases.  He 
has  only  found  one,  and  I  believe  that 
on  examination  even  this  one  will  prove 
to  be  based  on  a  misunderstanding.  Now, 
lask  any  Gentleman  acquainted  with  Ire- 
land whether,  for  every  case  of  hardship 
inflicted  by  a  landlord,  you  cannot  find 
20,  50,  nay  100,  cases  of  imjust  dealing 
on  the  part  of  the  tenants.  I  say  that 
the  difficulties  in  Ireland  are  more  due 
to  the  tenant  than  to  the  landlord.  I 
say  emphatically  that  you  will  find  case 
after  case  in  which  landlords  have  been 
brought  to  the  verge  of  ruin,  have  been 
subjected  to  the  most  cruel  sufferings, 
combinations  on  the  part  of  their 
tenants  which  no   human  being  could 

J'ustify.  If  you  mean  to  reopen  this 
jand  Question  in  an  arrears  Bill,  is  it  not 
worth  considering  whether  you  ought 
not  at  the  same  time  that  you  introduce 
provisions  for  relieving  the  tenants  of 
the  debts  which  hang  round  their  necks 
like  millstones — whether  you  ought  not 
to  make  some  provision  to  compel  ten- 
ants to  execute  the  elementary  obliga- 
tions which  they  have  incurred  towards 
their  landlords.  I  listened  with  pro- 
found regret  to  that  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
in  which  he  denounced  the  Irish  land- 
lords. 

Me.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  only  de- 
nounced what  I  called  the  worst  phase 
of  Irish  landlordism. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  expressed  in  his  speech  a  very 
natural  regret  at  the  proceeding  which 


he  was  about  to  take  against  the  Party 
and  the  Government  whom  he  supports. 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  I  shall 
offer  no  reproach  to  him.    I  am  per- 
fectly aware  that  he  has  been  guided 
by  most  conscientious   motives   in    all 
that  he  has  done ;  but  I  think  he  would 
have    been  well    advised  had   he   re- 
frained  from  joining  in   these  vague 
rhetorical   attacks   upon   a   class   who 
surely  are  low   enough  in   the   world 
now,    and  who    are    not    merely    the 
victims    of    their     past     folly,     and, 
in  some  cases  possibly,  of   their  past 
errors,    but    who    are     enduring     the 
onslaughts  of  men  who  are  only  attack- 
ing them  because  they  think  that  it  is 
through  them  that  the  Union  between 
England  and  Ireland  can  be  most  easily 
assailed.      All  the  information  that  I 
have  been  able  to  collect  leads  me  to  the 
belief  that  at  this  moment  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland,  with  exceptions  which 
might  actually  and  not  merely  rhetori- 
cally be  counted  upon  the   fingers  of 
both  hands,  would  gladly  accept  the  pro- 
portion of  the  arrears  which  the  hon. 
Member  would  desire  to  see  them  receive. 
You  may  search  Ireland  from  North  to 
South,  from  East  to  West,  and  few  in- 
deed would  be  those  landlords  who  would 
not  grasp  at  the  terms  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  who  would  not  gladly  receive, 
in  lieu  of  the  debts  owed  them  by  their 
tenants,    such    a    proportion    of  their 
arrears  as  would  have  been  their  due 
had  the  Act  of  last  year  been  passed  in 
1885.     Not  only  that,  but  the  landlords 
would  gladly  accept,  and  are  every  day 
accepting,  terms  far  worse;  and  if  we 
are  to  put  in  opposite  scales  the  action 
of  the  tenant  and  the  action  of  the  land- 
lord, I  am  convinced  that  every  equitable 
tribunal  would  decide  at  this  moment 
that,  whatever  may  have  been  the  case 
in  the  past,  and  to  whatever  cause  the 
existing  state  of  things  may  be  attri- 
buted, the  chief  sinners  are  not  the  land- 
lords, but  the  tenants.     If  I  may,  I  will 
refer  to  certain  characteristic  cases.     In 
a  case  tried  in  bankruptcy  before  Judge 
Boyd,  it  appeared  that  the  tenants  of  an 
estate,  now  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver, 
owed  from  five  to  six  years'  judicial  rent 
— in  fact,  they  had  paid  no  rent  since 
the  judicial  rents  were  fixed.   The  Judge 
said    that  the  documents  before    him 
showed  that  the  tenants  must  have  com- 
bined together  to  pay  no  rent  for  six 
years.  Here  again  is  a  letter  received  by 
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the  Land  Oommission  in  reply  to  a 
demand  for  three  years'  instalments  of 
tithe  rent-charge.  The  landlord  writes — 

''  I  hara  for  the  first  time  been  compelled  to 
borrow  from  a  friend  a  small  sum  of  money 
for  the  maintenance  of  my  household.  The 
sum  total  received  by  me  of  my  property  since 
October,  1887,  is  £11  10«.,  and  the  arrears  on 
the  25th  instant  will  amount  to  more  than 
£3,600." 

Here  are  some  facts  relating  to  the  Glen- 
beigh  estate.  They  are  contributed  by 
the  agent — 

**  Michael  Grady's  yearly  rental  is  £10.  The 
amount  due  when  he  was  evicted  was  £28.  The 
landlord  is  willing  to  take  £8  and  to  reinstate 
him;    He  has  five  head  of  cattle." 

Here  are  two  other  cases — 

'*  Thomas  Quirke*s  rental  was  £13  12«. ;  a 
yery  large  amount  is  due.  The  landlord  has 
paid  rates  for  some  years.  He  ofiered  to  take 
£6  10«.  Quirke  has  17  head  of  cattle,  a  horse 
and  cart,  and  a  pig.  Another  man,  also  named 
Quirke,  was  rented  at  £7  lOs.  In  November, 
1887,  £62  was  due.  The  landlord  offered  to  take 
a  small  sum,  to  reduce  the  rent,  and  not  to  ask 
for  costs." 

It  appears  that  the  evicted  tenants 
have  from  five  to  17  head  of  cattle  each. 
There  is  a  fund  for  their  relief,  and  it  is 
distributed  quarterly;  and  the  agent 
says  that  many  of  the  people  who  have 
been  re-admitted  as  caretakers  complain 
of  the  leniency  of  their  treatment,  be- 
cause, in  consequence,  they  do  not 
receive  any  of  the  money  subscribed 
by  the  League.  In  the  case  of  an  estate 
under  a  receiver,  the  tenants  who  owed 
one-and-a-half  year's  rent  refused  to 
meet  him,  and  expected  to  be  excused 
80  per  cent  of  the  rental  owing.  They 
also  intimated  that  they  would  only  con- 
tinue to  remain  tenants  if  90  per  cent  of 
their  former  rent  were  conceded.  I  could 
multiply  such  cases  indefinitely.  My 
point  is  this — if  you  really  mean  to  deal 
with  the  whole  of  the  Irish  Land  Ques- 
tion, ought  you  not,  while  relieving  the 
tenants  of  their  load  of  obligation,  to 
take  some  steps  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  these  iniquitous  refusals  to  pay  rent  ? 
I  would  sum  up  by  reminding  the  House 
that  what  we  are  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  do  is  to  interfere 
with  the  course  of  law  in  the  case  of  a 
debt  secured  by  special  Parliamentary 
provision,  but  to  leave  untouched  debts 
contracted  under  no  such  sanction  and 
under  no  such  security,  and  this  at  a  time 
when  the  landlordsof  Ireland  are  showing 
a  disposition  not  only  to  act  justly, 
but    leniently   and    even   generously, 


towards  their  tenants,  and  at  a  time, 
too,    when    illegal   combinations    exist 
among  the  tenants  to  refuse  the  pay- 
ment of  just  rent  and  of  just  arrears. 
I  say  that  equity  is  not  satisfied  by  this 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
nor  is  policy.      It   removes  neither  a 
theoretical  nor   a  practical  grievance; 
but  it  does  enforce  the  evil  lesson  which, 
whatever  its  other  merits  may  be,  your 
legislation  of  the  last  eight  years  has 
impressed  upon  the  Irish  people — the 
evil  lesson  that  the  worst  policy  for  a 
tenant  is  to  be  honest,  and  that  the  best 
policy  is  to  be  dishonest,  and  that  pros- 
perity is  not  the  result  of  skill,  of  Indus- 
try,  and  of  temperance,  but  the  result 
of  dexterous  Parliamentary  manipula* 
tion  and  of  unscrupulous  popular  agi- 
tation. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
The  House  has  just  listened  to  a 
speech  of  an  extraordinary  character. 
To  use  a  phrase  introduced  by^the  late 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Birmingham  who  has 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Powell- 
Williams)  has  acted  as  a  ''  bonnet ''  for 
the  Government,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  said  a  word  about  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  had 
stated  that  the  Government  entirely 
adhered  to  the  views  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain) 
last  year  as  to  the  advantage  of  re- 
lieving tenants  in  respect  of  all  their 
debts. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Do  you  accept 
the  Amendment,  then  f  That  is  what 
we  want  to  know.  Do  I  understand 
that  the  Government  are  going  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment?  I  think  we  are 
entitled  to  an  answer  from  the  Govem- 
ment*on  that  point. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Certainly. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Then  I  am 
surprised  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  a  few  words  in  defence  of  that 
Amendment,  for  his  speech  from  first  to 
last  is  an  attack  on  the  Amendment. 
The  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
is  more  sweeping  than  ours.  But  we 
are  told  by  the  Government  that  the 
country  is  one  mass  of  dishonesty,  and 
yet,  while  Ireland  is  in  that  state,  not 
only  are  the  debts  of  the  landlords  to  be 
wiped  out,  but  debts  of  every  other  de- 
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scription  also ;  and  I  presume  the  In- 
come Tax  ifl  to  be  swept  away  too.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary showed  some  dexterity  in  steering 
clear  of  the  proposal  from  Birmingham. 
Were  the  Government  going  to  spread 
more  widely  the  demoralization  they 
denounced  ?  The  position  of  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  was  that  '^  Codlin's 
the  friend,  not  Short."  If  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  consider  the  Bill  apart 
from  Party  spirit,  they  will  see  that  no 
more  moderate  Bill  was  ever  proposed 
to  the  House.  If  it  were  as  dishonest 
as  it  was  alleged  to  be,  if  the  promoters 
said — **  We  will  rob  the  landlord  because 
he  is  hateful  to  us,"  then  I  could 
understand  the  opposition  to  the  Bill ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  attacked  it  because  of  its 
moderation.  It  does  not  go  far  enough 
for  him,  because  he  says  it  will  only  re- 
lieve tenants  who  have  got  embarrassed 
through  no  wrong  or  default  of  their 
own.  It  is  honest  tenants  only  he  says 
that  will  be  relieved,  and  that  does  not 
suit  the  wild  imagination  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  wants  the  dis- 
honest to  be  relieved ;  he  wants  tenants 
who  adopted  the  Plan  of  Campaign  to  be 
relieved.  Was  that  a  reasonable  way 
of  dealing  with  the  Bill  ?  Our  proposal 
is  to  submit  to  your  own  Judges  who 
sat  on  your  Benches  before  the  last  six 
months  —  Judge  Holmes  and  Judge 
Gibson — when  a  landlord  issued  a  writ 
from  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  the 
right  of  saying  whether  the  writ  should 
be  proceeded  with  or  not,  and  whether 
the  tenant  was  acting  dishonestly  or 
otherwise.  That  is  not  an  extreme  pro- 
posal, and  yet  it  is  found  fault  with  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  because,  for- 
sooth, it  does  not  go  far  enough.  Let 
me  remind  English  Gentlemen  what 
they  will  do  if  they  veto  against  the 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend.  They  will 
vote  for  a  still  wider  proposal.  Re- 
member you  are  not  going  to  vote 
that  the  Irish  tenants  should  not 
have  relief — you  are  going  to  vote 
for  a  far  more  sweeping  proposal. 
The  great  Conservative  Party  are  now 
going  to  declare  that  a  system  is  to  be 
established  whereby  every  debt,  honest 
or  dishonest,  should  be  wiped  away — 
that  every  creditor  is  to  be  asked  to  go 
into  Court  and  to  have  every  debt  due  to 
him  wiped  out  because  a  certain  creditor 
proceeds    against  a  debtor.    I  should 

Mr.  T,  M.  Healy 


have  thought  that  the  ozone  of  the 
ocean  would  have  relieved  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  of  a  little  of  his  bankruptcy 
on  the  brain.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
says  that  imder  a  section  of  his  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  creditors  may  get  relief  under 
circumstances  which  consist,  as  I  under- 
stand him,  in  bringing  in  hotchpotch  the 
assets  of  the  debtor. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBEELAIN :  That  is 
the  proposal  the  Government  made. 
Clause  22,  although  analogous  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government,  has  not, 
and  never  has  been,  represented  as  the 
proposal  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Then  there  was 
no  sense  in  the  interruption  of  my  hon. 
Friend  tho  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  whole  point  of  the  case  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo  was 
we  were  willing  to  accept — ^much  as  we 
disliked  it,  and  though  we  thought  it  a 
monstrous  thing  for  this  House  to  force 
us  to  do — we  were  willing  to  accept  a 
proposal  whereby  all  debts  would  be 
considered  by  the  Court ;  but  we  were 
not  prepared  to  accept  the  scheme  of  the 
Government  under  which  every  single 
creditor,  no  matter  who  he  might  bo, 
could  plunge  the  tenant  into  universal 
bankruptcy,  and  that  is  the  point  now. 
In  the  Bankruptcy  Section  tenants  assets 
are  available ;  but  what  is  the  case  of  tho 
Government?  They  say  no,  the  tenant's 
assets  are  not  to  be  claimed  ;  his  land  is 
to  remain  to  him.  That  being  so,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  we  were 
offered  last  year  a  bankruptcy  prO' 
posal 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  ho  denied 
that  it  was  a  bankruptcy  proposal. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  The  House  has 
ears,  and  what  was  read  out  by  my  hon. 
Friend  shows  it  was  a  bankruptcy  pro- 
posal. Here  is  the  remark  of  my  hon. 
Friend  tho  Member  for  East  Mayo  as 
reported  in  Hansard  on  the  6th  August 
last  year — 

**Mr.  Dillon:  Nothing  of  tho  sort.  I  dis- 
tinctly said,  and  so  did  my  hon.  Friend  tho 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  we  made  an 
offer — that  is,  a  definite  offer— by  "which  the 
debts  of  all  creditors  should  be  placed  on  an 
equal  fooling."— (3  Hansard,  [318J  1483.) 

That  was  the  offer  of  last  year,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  said  that  nothing  would 
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be  granted  except  under  a  scheme  of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  what  the 
Government  always  scud  was,  that  they 
would  accept  some  scheme  of  treatment 
analogous  in  some  respects  to  bank- 
ruptcy, but  no  doubt  differing  from 
bankruptcy  in  some  respects. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  is  due  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  did 
not  insist  upon  the  word.     What  he  in- 
sisted upon  was  the  thing.     What  we 
want  is  to  understand  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.     We  have  the 
Executive  Government  of  this  country 
voting  for  the  abstract  Besolution  that 
the  debts  of  all  tenants  in  Ireland  should 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  and  dealt 
with  by  some  system  of  bankruptcy,  and 
they  do  not  tell  us  what  the  scheme  is. 
We  ask  what  have  the  Government  up 
their  sleeves  ?    They  have  hinted  along 
with   this  that  they  will  devise  some 
means  by  which  dishonest  tenants  can 
be  made  to  pay,  so  that  there  is  appa- 
rently some  scheme  hatching  between 
the  Birmingham  section  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's supporters  and  themselves.     We 
ask  what  is  it  they  intend  ?    Are  we  to 
vote  in  the  dark  ?    The  Government  are 
going  to  take  their  Supporters  into  the 
Lobby  to  vote  for  this  abstract  Resolu- 
tion without  telling  us  in  the  least  de- 
gree what  their  proposal  is.     The  Go- 
vernment are  pinned  to  action,  they  are 
pinned  to   the  declaration  as    to    the 
necessity    of    some    legislation.     Their 
Amendment  declares  in  favour  of  it,  and 
we  are  entitled  to  press  the  Government 
as  to  what  they  intend  to  do.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  says  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell),  however,  has  great 
powers  of  preventing  any  scheme  being 
dealt  with,  because  he  will  give  us  re- 
lentless opposition.     We  are  not  pre- 
pared to  pledge  ourselves  in  advance  to 
a  scheme  for  or  against.     We  say  let 
the  Government  produce    the  scheme. 
The  responsibility  is  on  the  Exeoutive 
Government  of  the  country.     It  is  for 
the  Government,  who  declare  the  neces- 
sity for  a  particular  class  of  legislation, 
to  produce  it,  and  we  ought  not  to  be 
called  upon,  at  the  beck  or  call  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham, to  say  whether  we  will  support  or 
oppose  any  proposal  until  we  know  what 
it  really  is.    We  have  got  to  this  length, 
that  there  is  to  be  some  proposal  by  the 


I  Government,  and  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  expects  us  to  say 
we  will  support  it  in  advance.     I  decline 
to  do  so.     We  know  there  is  to  be  a 
scheme,  and  we  want  to  know  what  it  is 
going  to  be.    For  my  part  I  do  not  see 
the  least  use  in  continuing  a  debate  in 
the  spirit  adopted  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  going  into  the  grievances  of 
Irish    landlords,   and    defending  their 
action.     It  was  rather  surprising  to  me 
with  regard  to  the  3,500  eviction  notices 
down  to  January  to  find  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  it  a  matter 
of  slight  importance  that  three  months 
had  elapsed  since  that  time,  and  he  did 
not  even  take  the  trouble  to  ascertain 
how  many  had  been  issued  since.     We 
may,   therefore,   take   it  that  at  least 
5,000  have  been  issued.     We  are  told 
the  landlords  are  not  pressing  to  act  on 
them.    Why  are  they  not?     Because 
the  tenants  have  lost  their  title,  and  they 
are  no  longer  tenants.    They  are  turned 
into  caretakers,  and  the  landlord  can 
evict  them  at  his  leisure.     We  do  not 
know  why  the  landlords  are  not  press- 
ing.    They  may  not  be  getting  sufficient 
police,   and  the    Government   may  be 
waiting.     But  we  know  that  the  land- 
lords would  be  acting  foolishly  if  they 
did    evict    now,    for   no    landlord    is 
such  a  fool  as  to  evict  his  tenant  while 
his  time  of  redemption   was  running. 
The  tenant  might  get  money  in   the 
meantime    to    pay,    and    the  landlord 
would  have  to  put  him  back  in  the  hold- 
ing and  to  account  in  the  same  way  as  a 
mortgagee  for  the  assets.    The  land- 
lords will  wait  till  the  time  of  redemp- 
tion is  up,  and  you  will  have  to  wait  for 
the  ripeness  of  that  time  to  see  what 
course  the  landlords  will  really  adopt. 
There  is  little  use  in  the  course  the  Go- 
vernment are  now  taking.     They  are 
now  going  to  pledge  themselves  in  this 
Amendment  as  to  the  necessity  for  some 
legislation,  and  we  ask  some  responsible 
Minister  to  say  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment what  is  the  scheme  they  intend  to 
pledge  themselves  to.     You  all  say  a 
scheme  of  some  sort  is  necessary,  and 
we  ask  you  to  produce  it. 

Stb  WILLIAM  HARC9URT(Derby): 
I  know  the  House  is  anxious  to  get  to  a 
decision,  and  I  will  not  detain  it  long  ; 
but  I  believe  that  the  decision  on  this 
Bill  will  be  a  very  critical  decision  in 
the  future  history  of  Ireland.  We  told 
you  that  two  years  ago,  with  reference 
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to  the  former  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
and  you  would  not  believe  us  then.  You 
thought  that  you  oould  thrust  it  aside. 
Tou  thought  that  by  denouncing  the 
Irish  tenants  by  the  use  of  such  language 
as  we  heard  in  the  peroration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
you  could  get  rid  of  the  question  of  re- 
ductions of  unjust  rent  in  Ireland.  Well, 
you  failed.  You  had  a  majority  then, 
as  you  will  have  a  majority  to-day ;  but 
you  did  not  get  rid  of  the  question  by 
your  majority.  You  had  the  support 
then  of  the  bulk  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
call  themselves  Liberal  Unionists ;  but, 
in  spite  of  that,  you  were  compelled  to 
reduce  judicial  rents.  Now,  do  you 
really  believe  that  you  are  going  to  get 
rid  of  this  question  of  arrears  by  the 
majority  which  you  will  record  this 
afternoon?  What  is  the  situation  in 
which  the  House  is  placed  by  this 
Amendment  ?  No  doubt,  the  speech  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  a 
speech  of  **no  surrender"  upon  any 
terms.  It  is  true  that  allusions  have 
been  made  as  to  the  willingness  which  the 
Government  expressed  last  year  to  do 
something  in  a  vajirue  and  hazy  way 
under  the  pressure  which  was  brought 
to  bear  upon  them  by  Devonshire  House. 
Yes;  but  the  pressure  of  Devonshire 
House  is  growing  weaker  and  weaker 
every  day  in  this  direction.  What  was 
the  result  of  the  pressure  of  Devonshire 
House  last  year  r  The  Government  in- 
troduced the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  into 
the  Bill  of  last  year ;  but  those  clauses, 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain)  is  so  enamoured,  were 
universally  repudiated — repudiated  by 
the  Irish  landlords,  by  the  Irish  tenants, 
by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  by  the  Con- 
servative Party,  and  they  were  dropped 
by  the  Government.  What  was  the 
course  taken  by  Devonshire  House  ?  It 
was  a  demand  for  the  settlement  of  the 
arrears  question  exactly  upon  the  terms 
now  contended  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  Why,  that  was 
conceded  in  an  Amendment  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay).  It  was  also  included  in  the 
Bill  which  bears  the  names  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell),  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derry  County  (Mr.  Lea),  and  the 
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hon.  and  learned  Member  for  InTemess 
— all  Members  of  the  Devonshire  House 
Party— aye,  and  it  was  even  included  in 
a  Bill  bearing  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bordesley  Division  of 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Jesse  CoUings) ;  and 
now  we  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  de* 
nouncing  the  scheme  which  had  the  sup- 
port of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bor- 
desley Division.  Well,  then,  the  mea- 
sure before  us  to  day  is  practically  the 
same  measure  which  was  determined 
upon  by  the  Liberal  Unionists  at  Devon- 
shire House  last  year,  and  which  was 
to  be  substituted  for  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  of  the  Land  Bill.  Is  it  possible, 
then,  for  anything  to  be  more  ridiculous 
than  this  Amendment,  which  strikes  at 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  as  much  as  it  strikes  at  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  should  be  attacked  upon 
the  ground  and  upon  the  principles 
set  forth  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  Now, 
what  does  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  say? 
He  says—"  I  admit  there  is  a  grievance 
— that  if  the  rents  were  exorbitant,  the 
arrears  are  exorbitant  also,  and  ought 
not  to  be  enforced;"  but  what  is  the 
course  under  those  circumstances  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  takes  ?  There  is 
the  Bill  produced  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork, 
and  there  is  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  meeting 
that  grievance.  How  does  my  right 
hon.  Friend  deal  with  it?  We  have 
this  Amendment ;  we  know  the  hand ; 
it  is  the  hand  of  Esau.  We  know  very 
well  where  this  Amendment  comes  from. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  destroys  by 
an  Amendment  the  only  practical 
measure  dealing  with  the  grievance  that 
he  admits,  and  then  he  says  he  is  ex- 
tremely glad  that  the  Government  are 
not  going  to  introduce  any  measure  to 
deal  with  that  grievance.  Is  that  the 
manner  in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
expects  to  pacify  Ireland  ?  Is  that  the 
way  in  which  he  expects  to  strengthen 
the  Union  in  Ireland  ?  Admitting  there 
is  a  grievance  in  respect  of  these  arrears, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  destroys  the  only 
measure  which  proposes  to  remedy  the 
grievance ;  and  he  advises  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  no  Bill  for  the  purpose 
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of  removing  the  grievance.  What  will 
the  efifect  be  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people  ?  Either  that  the  English  House 
of  Commons  cannot,  or  that  it  will  not, 
deal  with  the  admitted  grievances  of 
Ireland.  A  remarkable  thing  has  been 
noticed  in  this  debate.  The  Unionist 
Party  seems  to  loso  no  opportunity  of 
identifying  themselves  with  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  They  take  every  op- 
portunity of  making  everybody  in  this 
Ilouse,  and  out  of  it,  believe  that  to 
them  the  question  of  the  Union  is  the 
question  of  rent;  that  the  exaction  of 
rent  is  the  object  which  they  are  pur- 
suing, and  that  they  absolutely  refuse 
to  propose  any  remedy  for  a  grievance 
which  they  acknowledge.  Then  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham says — **0h,  I  would  have  given 
you  a  remedy  last  year,  but  you  would 
not  take  it."  But  you  do  not  propose 
to  give  that  remedy  this  year.  Why 
does  not  my  right  hon.  Friend  introduce 
an  Arrears  Bill  on  his  own  responsibility? 
Last  year,  there  never  was  any  proposal 
whatever  to  deal  with  arrears,  except  in 
the  form  which,  whatever  you  may  call 
it,  was  practically  a  bankruptcy  pro- 
posal. My  right  hon.  Friend,  it  is  quite 
true,  talked  about  some  cheap  and  easy 
method  of  procedure,  and  I  confess 
that,  for  a  moment  last  year,  during 
that  discussion,  I  was  almost  persuaded 
to  join  my  right  hon.  Friend.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  almost  surprised 
my  innocence,  for  I  did  not  understand 
what  his  proposal  was,  and  when  he 
was  good  enough  to  refer  then,  as  he 
has  done  to-day,  to  the  celebrated  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  of  1883, 1  found  by  reference 
to  the  122nd  clause  of  that  Act,  that 
the  proposal  was  a  bankruptcy  proposal. 
[**0h,  oh.'*]  Was  not  a  proposal  to 
call  all  the  creditors  to  receive  payment 
pro  raid  of  their  claims  a  bankruptcy 
proposal?  It  was  that  and  nothing 
else.     There  never  has  been  any  pro- 

Sosal  except  a  bankruptcy  proposed  to 
eal  with  these  arrears.  Everybody  has 
rejected  that,  and  no  proposal  has  been 
made  in  its  place.  Last  year,  when  the 
G-ovemment  were  pressed  on  this  sub- 
ject, they  admitted  the  grievance.  They 
made  a  proposal  which  was  not  ac- 
cepted; but  they  said — '*We  have  not 
said  our  last  word  upon  Irish  land." 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  has  im- 
plored that  there  should  be  no  more 


land  legislation.  But  that  is  exactly 
what  the  Government  said  there  should 
be,  and  whenever  any  point  of  weakness 
or  defect  was  pointed  out  in  their  Bill, 
they  said — **  We  admit  there  are  many 
grievances,  many  defects,  in  this  Bill, 
but  we  undertake  to  cure  them  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  by  the  great 
measure  of  purchase  which  we  are  about 
to  introduce."  What  has  become  of  the 
great  purchase  measure  which  was 
promised  by  the  Gove/nment,  and  which 
was  to  cover  all  the  defects  of  the  Bill 
of  1887  ?  Here  is  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham— I  was  going  to  say  going  down  on 
his  knees,  but  that  is  not  a  form  which 
he  generally  employs — I  should  rather 
say  shaking  his  fist  against  the  Govern- 
ment, and  saying — **Let  us  have  no 
more  Irish  legislation  whatever."  That 
is  the  condition  in  which  the  Unionist 
Party  desires  to  leave  the  Land  Question 
in  Ireland.  It  is  not  a  just,  it  is  not  a 
fair,  it  is  not  a  safe  position.  The  House 
of  Commons,  at  the  invitation  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  are  going  to  give  a 
most  unwise,  a  most  dangerous  vote. 
They  are  going  to  tell  the  Irish  people 
that  they  have  a  grievance ;  but  that 
although  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  Nation  have  pro- 
posed a  remedy  for  that  grievance,  that 
though  that  Bill  is  supported  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  and  his 
Friends,  they  will  pay  no  attention  to  it. 
The  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  one 
of  the  Divisions  of  Devonshire  (Viscount 
Ebrington)  said  that,  of  course,  the  Irish 
Members  would  not  agree  to  what  he 
said.  But  the  noble  Viscount  has 
adopted  a  policy  which  he  knows  the 
Irish  Members  cannot  accept. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  that  he 
had  not  said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I 
apologize  to  the  noble  Viscount.  But 
surely,  in  my  opinion,  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  Government  is  an  unwise  and 
unsafe  position  upon  a  question  of  this 
kind,  to  assume,  as  fundamental,  an 
attitude  from  which  the  great  mass  of 
Irish  Representatives  must  dissent.  You 
admit  a  grievance,  but  refuse  the  remedy 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
and  those  who  support  him,  with  the 
additional  support  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.  You  are  going  to 
thrust  upon  the  Irish  people  on  the 
point  of  the  sword  these  arrears  of  rent, 
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which  you  cannot  deny  to  be  unjust, 
which  nobody  denies  to  be  unjust,  and 
in  this  way  you  think  you  will  recom- 
mend the  English  Government  to  the 
Irish  people.  It  is  not  reasonable,  or 
just,  or  likely  that  any  people  will  be 
content  with  a  Qovernment  which  acts 
towards  them  in  such  a  way.  If  the 
remedy  now  offered  by  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  which 
was  recommended  by  the  Party  at 
Devonshire  House  last  year,  which  is 
recommended  in  the  Bill  upon  which  is 
inscribed  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  and  the  other  hon. 
Gentleman  I  have  referred  to,  is  to  be 
rejected  by  jou,  then,  in  God's  name, 
make  your  own  proposal.  But  to  take 
up  the  position  of  saying  that  this 
grievance,  which  is  admitted  and  which 
is  imminent,  is  to  have  no  remedy  at  all, 
is  a  course  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
founded  in  injustice,  and  must  inevi- 
tably end  in  disaster. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  243  ;  Noes 
328 :  Majority  85. 

AYES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 

Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

Acland,  C.  T.  D. 

Allison,  R.  A. 

Anderson,  C.  H. 

Asher,  A. 

Asquith,  H.  H. 

Atherley -Jones,  L. 

Austin,  J. 

Balfour,  Sir  G. 

Balfour,  rt.  hon.  J.  B. 

Ballantine,  W.  H.  W. 

Barbour,  W.  B. 

Barran,  J. 

Barry,  J. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 

Blane,  A. 

Bolton,  J.  0. 

Bolton,  T.  D. 

Bright,  Jacob 

Bright,  W.  L. 

Brown,  A.  L. 

Bruco,  hon.  R.  P. 

Brunner,  J.  T. 

Bryce,  J. 

Buchanan,  T.  R. 

Burt,  T. 

Buxton,  S.  C. 

Byrne,  G.  M. 

Cameron,  J.  M. 

Campbell,  Sir  G. 

Campbell,  H. 

Campbell  -Bannerman, 
right  hon.  H. 

Carew,  J.  L. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Cayan,  Earl  of 


Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Condon,  T.  J. 
Conway,  M. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 

Cozens- Hard}',  H.  H. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Crawford,  D. 
Crawford,  W. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
CriUy.  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dodds,  J. 
Duff,  R.  W. 
EUis,  J. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  0. 
Ferguson,  R.  C  .Munro- 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Finucane,  J. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
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Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fowler,  rt.  hn.  fl.  H. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fry.  T. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gardner,  H. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,   right  hon. 

W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gully,  W.  C. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Hanbury-Tracy,  hon. 

F.  S.  A. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  0. 
Harris,  M. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hingley,  B. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holden,  I. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Joicey,  J. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilbride,  D. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lane,  W.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lockwood,  F. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mac  Innes,  M. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
MacNeill,  J.  G.  S. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M^Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M*Kenna,  Su-  J.  N. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 


Marom,  E.  M. 
Mayne,  T. 
Menziee,  R.  S. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Mundella,  rt.  hon;  A. 

J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
NoviUe,  R. 
Newnes,  G. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Brien,  W. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'KeUy,  J. 
Palmer,  Sir  0.  M. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  0.  S. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkei'ton,  J. 
Playfalr,    right    hon. 

Sir  L. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  O. 
Portman,  hon.  E.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Rendel,  S. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Robertson,  E. 
Robinson,  T. 
noQ,  T. 

Roscoe,  Sir  H.  E. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntreo,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Samuelson,  Sir  B. 
Samuelson,  G.  B. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Simon,  Sir  J. 
Sinclair.  W.  P. 
Sldgg,  J. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  B. 
Stack,  J. 
Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J*. 
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fitansfeld,  right  hon.  J. 
Stevonson,  F.  8. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stuart,  J . 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Sutherland,  A. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Thomas,  \>.  \. 
Tuito,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wallace,  R. 
Wardle,  U. 
AVarmington,  C.  M. 


Watt,  H. 
Wayman,  T. 
Whitbread,  S. 
WiU,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  0.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  I. 
Woodall,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  C. 

TELLERS, 

Flower,  C. 
Morley,  A. 


NOES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 

AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  H. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  0.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

de  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,    Colonel  H. 

B.  H.  * 
BoUtho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  0.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfidld,  A.  M. 


Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Charrington,  8. 
Churchill,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane- Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
CoghUl,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  0.  R. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J,  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon. 

L.  P. 
DeLi8le,E.J.  L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G.' 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Donoombe,  A. 


Dyke,  right  hon.    Sir 

W.  H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egorton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
ElUot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Forgusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent- Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  8. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,      Major 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greonall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  SirE.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock  -  Allan,    Sir 

H.M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwardii- 


Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage, 'right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hormon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill',  Colonel  E.  8. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hollo  way,  (1. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hould9worth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  II. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Eenrick,  w. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King-Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Enatchbull-H  ugQssen, 

H.T. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lennox,  Lord^  W.  C, 

Gordon- 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M'Qalmont,  Captain  J, 
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Madden,  D.  H. 
Making,  Colonel  W,  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Adml.  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  >V.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muncaster,  Lord 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,    hon.     Sir 

H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  Sir  W. 
Polly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Puleston,  Sir  J.  H. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  right  hon.  H. 

C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  Sir  W.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  E. 
Rothschild,  Baron  F. 

J.  de 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Salt,  T. 

Question  put, ''  That  those  words  be 
there  added. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  320  ;  Noes 
230:  Majority  90. 

AYES. 
Addison,  J.  E.  W.  Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 


Sandys,  Lieut.-Col.  T. 

M. 
Saundorson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin-Ibbetson,,  right 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  II. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  right  hon.  W. 

H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stephens,  H.  C. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stokes,  G.  G. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemache,  H.'J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walsh,  hon.  A.  II.  J. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N . 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Ebrington,  Viscount 
Williams,  J.  PoweU- 


Agg- Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Aird,  J. 

Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 


Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  Sir  G. 

S. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird|  J.  G.  A* 


I 


Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barclay,  J,  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barry,  A.  U.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T, 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  right  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poor 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel    H. 

B.  H. 
Bolitho,  T.  B. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Berth  wick.  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  U.  S. 
CroBsley,  Sir  S.  B, 


Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W« 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  Sir  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnay,  Colonel  hon 

L.  P. 
De  lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Douglas,  A.  Akera- 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.    Sir 

W.  H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,   Lieut.  -  Qea, 

R.J. 
Fellowes,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.   P. 
Fitz William,  hon.  W. 

H.  W. 
Fitz William,  hon.  W, 

J.  W. 
Fi  tz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  O.  C 
Fry,  L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 

Gathorne-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  hi, 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  8. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Golds  worthy,     Maior- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,    right    hon. 

G.J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greenally  Sir  G. 
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Greene,  B 
GrimRtoD,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gurdon.  R.  T. 
Hall.  C. 
Halfley,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E . 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  £• 

B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock  •  Allan,    Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Hoathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Herrey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill",  Coionel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  8. 
Hoare,  E.  6. 
Hoare,  S. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Hould8worth,SirW.H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozior,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  •  Hallott,  Col. 

F  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
James,  rt.  hon.  Sir  H. 
Jardine,  Sir  R. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Jeffreys,  A.  F. 
Johnston,  W, 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenrick,  W". 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King  -  Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

H  T 
Knightiey,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L« 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 


Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lennox,  Lord  W.  C. 

Gordon- 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G-  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  \V. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Madden,  D.  H. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  right  hon. 

H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  B. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  G. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That  no  Bill  providing  for  a  oom^ 
position  of  arrears  of  rent  in  Ireland  will  be 
satisfactory  to  this  House,  and  effectaal  for  the 
relief  of  the  tenants,  which  doos  not  at  the  nme 
time  deal  with  their  debts  to  other  oreiitora 
besidoj  the  landlords. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 
(J/r.  Court net/t  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exeh^quer^ 

Mr,  Jackton,) 

[dill  164.]      CONSIDERATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Mr.  COZENS-HAEDY  (Norfolk.  N.) 
said,  he  had  giyen  Notice  of  a  Motion 
for  the  re-oommittal  of  the  Bill,  in  order 
to  enable  a  clause  to  be  inserted  whereby 
trustees  who  found  themselves  in  posses- 
sion of  Consols  or  Bank  Annuities,  whioh 
would  by  this  Act  be  turned  into  New 
Stock,  would  be  able  to  change  the  in- 
vestment to  such  funds  as  were  now 
authorized  by  the  practice  of  the  Chan- 
cery Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice.  Probably,  in  99  out  of  every 
100  cases,  this  power  already  existed  by 
law ;  but  there  might  be  some  cases  in 
which  funds  were  left  with  express  stipu- 
lations that  thoy  should  be  invested  only 
in  Consols.  When  an  Act  of  Parliament 
effecting  a  conversion  came  into  force, 
it  was  only  reasonable  that  trustees 
should  be  in  the  same  position  as  they 
would  be  but  for  this  peculiar  state  of 
circumstances.  A  clause  was  passed  in 
Committee  yesterday  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Godge),  but  it  did  not  go  the  full  length 
of  this  clause.  Ho  begged  to  move  the 
Motion  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Instead  of  moving 
that  the  Bill  bo  re-committed  "  with 
respect  to  a  now  clause,'*  it  would  be 
bettor  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  re-com- 
mitted, and  *'  that  it  be  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  that  they  have  power 
to  consider  a  clause  to  empower  trustees 
to  invest  the  proceeds  of  funds  converted 
or  exchanged  imder  the  Bill  in  certain 
other  securities." 
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Question,  "  That  the  Bill  be  re-com- 
mitted,"— ( 3/r.  dwmt-ZTarrfy,)— put,  and 
tyreed  to. 

"  Ordered,  That  it  bo  nn  Instruction  to  the 
Committoe,  That  thoy  hare  pmrer  to  cooriJer  a 
Clauss  to  empoirer  traatesg  to  invest  the  pro- 
ceeds of  funds  converted  or  exciiang-ed  under 
the  Bill  in  certaia  othor  BacuritiM." 

Bill  eontiderti  is  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Oommittss.) 

On  the  Motion  of  K(t.  Cozens-Hakdy, 
tho  following  clause  waa  agreed  to  and 
added  to  the  Bill:— 

"  When  any  itock,  converted  or  eichanoied 
by  virtue  of  toU  Act  into  new  stock,  is  heliTby 
a  trustee,  «ach  trustee  shall  be  at  liberty  to  sell 
the  sQinE,  and  to  invest  the  proceeds  arising 
from  such  sale  in  say  of  the  securities  lor  the 
time  being  authorized  by  the  High  Court  of 
Juitica  for  tho  invsitment  of  oash  under  its 
control,  notvithstanding  anything  to  the  oon- 
trary  contained  in  the  ioitrument  creating;  the 
trait." 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  eonnd»r*d. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  JACKaoK, 
Amendments  made  in  Clause  3,  page  2, 
last  line,  after  the  first  word  "  such,"  by 
inserting  the  words  "  sums  or ; "  in 
Clause  9,  page  6,  line  11,  after  "Ire- 
land," by  inserting — 

"  In  the  case  of  stock  atanding  in  the  name 
of  the  Accountant  Oenaral  of  the  Supreme 
Conrt  o(  Judicature  in  Ireland,  may,  with  the 
approval  in  each  caae  of  the  Treasury." 

Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  begged 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  he  in- 
troduced yesterday  in  Committee,  but 
he  had  not  then  had  an  opportunity 
of  putting  in  print.  In  the  course 
of  tbeir  disouBsion  yesterday,  certain 
powers  were  given  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, the  Secretary  for  Bootlond,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  to 
give  assent  where  funds  were  in  the 
bands  of  the  Court,  and  tbe  proposal  he 
had  to  submit  was  that  like  power  be 
given  to  the  Charity  Commissioners. 
The  proposal  was  made  in  the  interests 
ofmanyof  thesmall  charities  throughout 
the  country.  Tbe  whole  amount  of  Consols 
held  by  them,  he  believed,  exceeded 
£10,000,000  sterling,  and  it  would  save 
a  great  deal  of  trouble,  much  uncer- 
tainty and  hardship,  if  power  was 
g^ven  to  the  Charity  Commissioners  to 
give  consent  in  respect  of  these  truats. 
He  had  had  an  opportunity  of  holding 
correspondence  with  many  trustees  of 
these  small  oharides,  and  he  found  that 
g^reat  difflenlty  and  nnoertoin^ 
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as  to  proceeding  nnder  the  Bill.  Ha 
therefore  propoied  that  the  Charity 
Commissioners  should  have  power  to 
act  in  their  bohalf.  At  the  sane  time 
lie  reeorvod  to  the  trustees  full  power  to 
dissent,  and  had  no  doubt  that  under 
the  regulations  ample  opportunity  of 
dissenting  would  be  afTotded  them. 

Amendment  proposed. 

Id  Clnase  9,  pAga  0,  at  end  of  ClaoM,  a  I  J— 
"  Provided,  that  the  TronlDrj  mnj  maka  rojub- 
tloni  whorebj  (ha  Charity  Cammisilanon  for 
England  nnd  W:ile]  mar  on  behalf  of  tlia  iii'l 
truilcos  or  poriona  consent  to  the  eichnngo  ofllio 
itoek  DDless  diuont  from  snoh  eiohanga  is  si{ni- 
Sod  within  tho  tima  and  in  the  manner  Sled  by 
the  regulalions."— ( Jfr.  F.  8.  PowtU.) 


Mb.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, £.)  said,  he  thought  It 
would  be  necessary  to  introduoo  a  word 
or  two  if  the  clause  was  to  be  made 
workable.  By  whom  was  the  dissent  to 
be  expressed.  The  clause  said,  "unless 
diasent  from  such  exchange  is  signified 
within  tbe  time  and  in  tbe  manner 
fixed  by  the  regulations."  Someone 
must  have  power  conferred  upon  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wehster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Oentteman 
looked  at  tbe  Bill  he  would  find  that 
disaect  was  to  be  given  by  tho  persons 
who  administered  the  Charity.  It  was 
simply  intended  that  they  should  be  able 
to  express  dissent  without  expense. 

Ma.  HENRY  H. FOWLER:  Wherj 
is  it? 

Sir  RIOSARD  WEBSTER :  Ithink 
it  ie  in  Clause  9. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER :  There 
is  nothing  mentioned  of  it  in  that 
dause. 

Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  said,  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  line 
26  of  Clause  9  he  would  find  the 
words — 

"  On  the  request  or  with  the  oonsoDt  of  Ibe 
trustees  or  persons  acting  in  tha  adntinistrntion 
of  the  obnritj  to  which  that  slook  baloogi." 

Question  put,  and  egrtti  lo. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Jaokso.t, 
Amendment,  made  in  Clause  19,  at  end, 
by  adding — 

"And  troiteos  and  other  pDrsona  Bating  ia  a 
flduciarr  oharootcr  are  hereby  expressly  aulhi- 
riMd  to  make  »«&  tHbangs  or  jive  laob  disi 
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Mr.  W.  BECKETT  (Notts,  Baasetkwl 
said, lie propoeed  to  ioaert  after  " Stock," 
Clause  '22,  liae  2,  the  words,  "  or  to  any 
person  or  persons  holding  a  power  of 
attorney  to  receive  dividends  on  Stock." 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  'was  to 
put  those  vlio  held  the  powers  of  attor- 
ney in  the  same  position  as  the  stock- 
holder himself. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  CUata  33,  line  3,  aftor  "atoek  "  [ntort "  or 
lo  nnr  pcraon  or  psraon*  holding  a  poirar  of 
Rliornej  tu  reccire  diridondi  on  itock."— (Jfc. 
IK.  BtctetQ 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Tne  SECEETAKY  to  tdb  TEEA- 
8URT{Mr.JACK80N){Leeda,N.)6aid,he 
would  suggest  to  his  hon.  Friend  that 
he  should  omit  the  words  "  or  persons." 
The  object  of  the  bon.  Member  would  be 
attained  without  the  words. 

Mb.  W.  BECKETT  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  make  the  Amendment. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  or 
persons'  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment,"  put  and  ntgathed. 

The  CHAIRMAN'  asked  what  was 
meant  by  the  Amendment  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  with  the  Amend- 
ment, Snb-section  5  of  the  Clause  would 
read — 


■tock  or  to  an;  person  liolding  n  fOUQt  <t! 
■tlarnoj  to  rocetie  (Jivideada  on  atock." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Sib  EICHAED  WEBSTER  said, 
that  in  consequence  of  the  clause  which 
was  accepted  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Cozens- Hardy)  with  regard  to  the 
change  of  investment,  the  clause  whioh 
was  adopted  by  the  Committee  yester- 
day must  be  struck  out.  He  begged  to 
move  its  omission. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  omit  tbe 
clause,  "  Tranaier  of  InTestment." — 
(Sir  Iliehard  Webiter.) 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause  proposad 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill," 
put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  (Northampton) 
asked  whether  bankers  who  held  Con- 
sols of  their  own  would  be  allowed  to 
have  the  commission  of  1*.  6i.  per  cent 
if  they  ooDTorted  those  Consols. 


TheOHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  OoscHEs)  (8t.  Oeorge'u, 
Honover  Square)  said,  it  was  only  re- 
cognized agents  who  were  to  receive 


Mr.  LABOUOHEEE  aaked,  whether 
if  a  banker  made  an  arrangement  to 
halve  the  commission  with  a  broker  he 
could  be  proceeded  against  for  mal- 
practice. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  should  cer- 
tainly say  not.  The  Bank  of  England 
would  be  authorized  to  pay  1*.  6i.  for 
brokerage,  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Bank  of  England  or  the  Hoase  of  Com- 
mons would  fallow  the  brokerage  when 
it  bad  once  reached  the  pockets  of  the 
broker. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon) 
said,  he  desired  to  ask  a  question  with 
reference  to  a  new  clause  whioh  was 
added  to  the  Bill  yesterday,  and  which 
referred  to  property  which  was  held  in 
tha  Court  of  Chancery,  He  was  afraid 
that  a  good  deal  of  inconvenience  if  not 
hardship  would  be  occadoned  to  those 
who  derived  dividends  from  this  class  of 
property.  The  law  had  said  that  certain 
money  should  be  invested  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  and  they  knew  that  when 
the  Court  of  Chancery  once  got  a  grasp 
of  property  it  was  very  reluctant  to  let 
it  go  again.  Annuitants  under  these 
circumstances,  he  was  afraid,  would 
hardly  End  that  the  word  "may," 
which  was  added  to  the  clause  yester- 
day, meaning  that  the  redemption  of  the 
property  by  a  trustee  "may"  be 
authorized  by  the  Court,  would  have 
much  effect.  He  wanted  to  ask  whether 
there  was  anything  more  in  the  Amend- 
ment which  was  added  yesterday  thau 
merely  giving  a  discretion  to  the  Judge, 
which,  he  thought,  would  be  leaving 
things  very  much  as  they  were.  Then, 
he  further  wished  to  ask  whether  any- 
thing  could  be  dona  to  lessen  the  costs 
of  the  annuitants  who  applied  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  to  know  whether  this 
redemption  and  transfer  of  the  invest- 
ment would  be  allowed.  They  knew 
that  no  question  could  be  put  to  the 
Court  of  ChaDcery  at  present  on  these 
matters  without  great  expense. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  the  latter  part  of  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  though  heknew  that 
every  effort  would  be  made  to  out  down 
expenses.  With  regard  to  the  former 
part  of  the  question,  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
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cellor  R^oed  to  a  certain  discretion  being 
left  in  his  hands — and  presumably  he 
did,  seeing  that  he  was  a  Member  of  the 
Government  who  brought  forward  the 
Bill — no  doubt  ho  would  exercise  that 
discretion  in  the  sense  in  which  he  was 
permitted  to  exorcise  it  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  (Mr.  Goschen)  did  not 
think  it  would  be  right  to  direct  the 


Lord  Chancellor  absolutely  by  the  word 
*'  shall." 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  To- 
morrow. 

It  being  twenty-five  minutes  after  Six 
of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the 
House  Without  Question  put. 
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Copyright  (Musical  Compositions),  Comm.  1750 
Emigration — Remittances  from  United  States, 

Canada,  and  Australia,  850 

Fisheries  (hlngland  and  Wales)— Fisheries  Con* 
ference — Report,  39 
Regulation  of  Fisheries  in  Moreoambo  Bay, 

1784 

Food  Supply— Foreign  Meat,  1778 

Gold  and  Silver— Hall  Marking  of  Foreign 
Watches,  1303 

Indentured  Apprenticeships,  1309 

Ireland — Piers  and  Harbours  — Holyhead  Uar- 
bour— The  Platters  Rook,  1378 

Limited  Liability  Companies,  1395 

Mercantile  Marine— Collisions  at  Sea—**  Bri- 
tannic" and  "  Celtic,"  507 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  1639 

Saving  Life  at  Sea,  583 

"  Sweating  System,"  855  ;— The  Lords  Com- 
mittee, 1300 

Thames  Conservancy  Board — Composition,  691 

Thames  Preservation  Act,  1885  —  Steam 
launches  on  the  Thames,  1 39 1 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts,  1395 


Beauchamp,  Earl 
Army — Royal   Barracks,    Dublin— Insanitary 

Condition,  533 
Cathedral  Churches,  Comm.  cL  11,  HOG 
IJitchin  Free  School,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

086 
Land  Transfer,  3  R.  1768 

Beckett,  Mr.  W.,  Notts,  BassetUw 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1691 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  el,  10, 
1820  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  1959 

Belmore,  Earl  of 
Navy— Position  and  Pay  of  Lieutenants,  332 
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Beresford,    Lord   C.    W.   De   La  P., 

Marylebone,  ii*. 
Administrntion  of   tho   Nayj— Captain    Hall, 

Director  of  Nnval  Intelligence,  1790 
Administration   of  the   War   Office  and  Ad- 

niiralty^RoTal  Commission,  1308 
Administrative  System  of  tho  AdmiraltT,  Res. 

031,934,046,060,962,967 
Naty  Estimates— Officers,  Seamen,  and  Boys, 

&e,  Amendt.  1352,  1355 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  307,  809,  312,  315, 

606,  622 

Bethell,  Commander  G.  E.,  York,  KR,, 

Holdernesi 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
975 

Bigqar,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W. 

Army  (Annual),  2R.  1750 
Coroners'  Elections,  Motion  for  Leave,  065 
Ireland— Poor  Law— Election  of  Guardians — 
Unionof  Cootehill,  1268 
.   Pauper  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers' 
Superannuation),  Comm.  1181 
Rating  of  Machinery,  Motion  for  Leave,  666 
Trawling  (Scotland),  3R.  683 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1404 

Biekbkck,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Inland  Revenue — Income  Tax  on  Real  Pro- 
perty, 563 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 388 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Percentage 
—  Reduction  of  Judicial  Rents,  862 
Sub^Commissioners  at  Armagh,  561  ; — At 
Newry  and  Newtownhamilton,  21 

Ireland — Post  Office — Deliveries  in  the  North 
of  Ireland,  1202 

Blukdell,    Colonel    H.   B.  H.,  Zan- 
cashire,  8»  W.,  Ince 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  279 

Board  of  Tbade  —  President  {see 
Beach,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks-} 

Bqabd  of  TRABE^-Seoretary  to  (see 
Onslow,  Earl  of) 

"  Soard  of  Trade  Journal  '^--Mr.  Oiffen 

Questions,  Mr.  Norris,  Mr.  Mundelia  ;  An- 
swer!, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Mar  8,  579 

BoxD,  Mr.  O.  H.,  Dorset,  K 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wale8]^Margarine 
in  Fulham  Workhouse  Infirmar/,  1632 


BoNsoB,  Mr.  H.  C.  0.,  Surrey,  WimNe^ 

don 

Brixton  Park,*  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
1612 

BooRD,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Greenwich 

Army — War  Office  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Volun- 
teers—Purchase  of  Condemned  Accoutre- 
ments, dso.  842 
Post  Office — Greenwich  Time  Signals,  816 

BoRTHWiCK,  Sir  A.,  Kensington,  S. 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Effect  of  Light 
on  Water  Colours,  22 

Local  Government  (England  aad  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1660 

Bkadlauoh,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  346 

Egypt— Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1531, 

1535 
Ireland  —  Prisons  —  Reduction   of  a    Prison 

Warder  at  Tullamore,  365 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Here- 
ford Quarter  Sossions^Severe  Sentencei 
on  Boys,  168 
Mumford    Petty    Sessions  —  Heavy    Sen- 
tence's. M.  Cock,  1278 
Lotteries   Act  —  The    Church    Conservative 

Club,  1076 
Metropolitan  Police — Questions 

Assaults  by  Police  Constables — Retami, 

376, 377 
John   Coleman,  d(o.— Charge  of  Assault, 

186, 1«7,  877,  379,  585 
Police  Constable  98a,  859 
William  Rogers— Assault  by  a  Police  Con* 
stable,  376 
Oaths,   2R.   1182,   1194,   1200,    1221,    1228, 

1229,  1232 
Paris  Exhibition  (1889)— Representation   of 

British  Industries,  183 
Public    Meetings    in    the   Metropolis,    Reit 

Amendt.  35,  37,  129,  130 
Vaccination    I^iws— Prosecution    of   Charles 

Hay  ward,  Ashford,  Kent,  1290 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1449,  1452 

Bbamwell,  Lord 

Railway  and  Cand  Traffic,  Comm.   el,    12, 
1080, 1031 ;  el.  24,  1033,  1034  ;  eLiS,  104^ 

Bbidoeman,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  0.,  BoUon 

Cyprus  (Finance,  &c.)— The  Annual  Tribute, 

1616 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  290 

Briqht,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester,  8,  W. 

Gibraltar— Smuggling   into    Spain,   1620  ;— 
Trade  Regulations,  1279 

Bright,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Stolce-upon- Trent 

Admiralty— U. M.S.  "  Hero,"  1625 

Bristol  Water  Bill  (by  Order) 
c.  Moved,    **That  the  Bill   be  now  read  2«*' 
(Mr.  Lewis  Fry)  Mar  0,  964 

[cont* 
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Bristol  Water  BiU-oont. 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now/'  add  "  upon  this 
dnjr  six  months  "  {lifr,  Llewellyn) ;  Qaestion 
proposed,  "  That  *  now,*  Ac. ;  "  after  debate, 
Question  pot;  A.  liS,  N.  130;  M.  18 
(D.L.  28) 
.  Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
read  2° 

Bristowe,  Mr.  T.  L.,  Lambeth,  Norwood 
Inland    Revenue  —  Stamp   Duties  —  Amount 
receired  for  Apprentico  Fees,  1G22 

Sritish  Guiana 

Report  of  Mr,  MeTurk^The  Boundary  Qaet- 
tion,  Questions,  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Hanburjr- 
Tracj ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson)  Mar  12,861 

Representative  Oovemment,  Question,  Mr. 
Ilowell  J  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Uenry  do 
Worms)  Mar  13,  1003 

Brixton  Park  Bill  (by  Ordtr) 
e.  Betid  2*  Mar  13,  1005 

MoTed,  <*Tba(  it  be  an  Icstruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Brixton  Park  Bill,  That 
they  do  provide  that  the  purchase  of  the 
Park  be  not  made  until  the  opinion  of  the 
ratepayers  of  Lambeth  has  been  taken  on 
the  desirability  of  such  purchase,  and  that 
they  do  take  evidence  as  to  the  price  de- 
manded, the  maintenance  of  houses  on  any 
part  of  the  site,  and  other  matters  affecting 
the  property  as  a  place  of  recreation,  and  do 
report  thereon  to  tho  liouso  "  (Mr  Broad- 
hurst)  Mario,  1008 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after  second  word 
"purchase  ;  '*  Amendt.  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed  ;  after 
short  debate,  Main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Broadhvust,  Mr.  H.,  J^ottingham^  W. 

Brixton  Park,  2R,  1055  ;  Instruction  to  tbe 

Committee,  1607,  1612 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)— Poor 

Law  Guardians,  1704 
War   Office  —  Royal    Arsenal,    Woolwich  — 

Thomas  Makepeace,  1063 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Sur- 
rey, Guildford 

Army  (Royal  Artillery)— Case  of  Bombardier 
Allan  Smith,  1260 

Army  Estimates—  Brigade  Depots,  27 
Land  Forces,  682 

Egypt — Army  of  Occupation  (Numbers),  1272 

Ireland  —  Killarney  Board  of  Guardians  — 
Lancaster  Regiment,  1060 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  299,  301,  315 

War  Office— Questions 

Chelsea  Hospital- Augmented  Pensions, 
182 

Contracts— Works  to  bo  Executed  in  Ire- 
land, 181 

Stores,  ibc. — Sale  of  Disused  Accoutrements 
Ac.  1034,  1785 

War  Department  Works  (Ireland),  871, 
1084 


Brookfield,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Ry$ 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouse  (Rales  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committer, 
395 

Brownlow,  Earl  (Paymaster  Qeneral) 

Extraordinary  Tithe— Tithe  Rcntchargo  (Ex- 
traordinary) Redemption  Act,  1880,  12 
Vif  isection,  Motion  for  an  Address,  C03 

Bruce,  Lord  H.,  Wilts,  Chippenham 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  257 

Bruce,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Fi/eshire,  W. 

Scotland— Industrial  and  Reformatory  Schools, 
361 


Bryoe,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 

Burmah  (Upper) — Trade  in  Optom  and   In« 

toxicating  Drinks,  28 
Egypt — The  Judge   Advocate  General,   Res. 

1520,  1530 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 

1173 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure), Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees^ 
450,  460,  461 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — Riebmond 
Park — Tho   Clarence  Lanes,  Roehampton, 
1636 
Scotland — Questions 

Industrial  and  Reformatory  Schools  Bill, 

361 
Scottish  Universities— Reform  and  Endow- 

ment,  582 
Universities  Bill,  1282 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Edinburgh,  W. 

India  (Expenditure) — North- Western  Frontier, 
1079 

Indian  Public  Service  Commission,  1291 

Parliament—  Business  of  the  Uouse  (Rales  of 
Procedure) — Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committees,  Res.  Amendt. 
515,521 

Scotland— Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  Act, 
1881,  1423 

Buckingham    and   Chandos,   Duke  of 
(Ohairman  of  Oommitteds) 

Extraordinary  Tithe  —  Tithe  Rentoharge 
(Extraordinary)  Redemption  Act,  1886,  12 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  ^Standing 
Orders,  Ros.  830 

Bulgaria  and  Turkey — Treaty  of  Berlin^-^ 
Reciprocal  Engagements 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  13,  1068 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill 

Questions,  Dr.  Cnmoron ;  Answers,  Tho  Lord 

Advocate  (Mr.  J.   II.  A.  Macdonald),  Tho 

Fir«t    Lord  of  the   Treasury   (ASr.   W.   II. 

Smith)  Maro,  101 ;  Questions,  Dr.  Camoron, 

[coni. 
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Burgh  Police  and  UcaHh  [Scotland)  BiU—coni. 

Mr.  Hunter;  Answers,  Tho  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Mncdonnld)  ;  Qaestion,  Sir 
George  Campbell  [no  reply]  Affir  6,  680; 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  9, 
703 

Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill 

( The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Scotland,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
e.  2R.  deferred  Mar  19,  1749  [Bill  1 1 8J 

B Uriah — Alleged  Burial  Alive  at  Leeds 
Cemetery 
Question,    Mr.  Herbert   Gladstone:  Answer, 
Tho  Sccretarj  of  State  for  tho  Ilorae  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  2,  93 

Burmih  {Tipper') — Trade  in   Opium  and 
Intoxicating  Brinks 
Questions,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  Slate  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst]  Mar  3,  27 

BuKT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Employers*  Liability,  1207 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continnance, 
1092 

Buxton,    Mr.  8.  0.,    Tower   Bamlets, 
Poplar 
Epping  Forest — Prosecation  of  Gipsies,  1430 
London    Labour    Market  —  Immigration    of 

Destitute  Aliens,  H29 
Parliament — Duration  of  Speeches,  188 

Oaine,  Mr.  W.  8.,  Barrow-in-Furness 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 
1101,  1107,  1130,  1134,  1180 

India — Revenue  from  Intoxioating  Liquors, 
1081 

Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Clapham  Com- 
mon, 172 

Parliament— Duration  of  Speeches,  189 

Oaldwell,  Mr.  J.,  Glasgow^  St.  Rollox 
India — pAy  of   Warrant    Officers— Deprecia- 
tion of  the  Rupee,  80 
Post  Offlcc'-Deduction  of  Pay^  Glasgow  and 
Manchester,  589, 1080 
Supply  of  <^lothing  to  First-Cliiss  PoBlmen, 
589, 1081 

Oamerok,  Dr.  0.,  Glasgow ,  College 

Ireland — Destitution  In  the  Arran  Islands,  705 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 

400, 407 

Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies — Royal  Liver 

Friendly  Society,  166 
Scotland —  Questions 

Bankruptcy — Case  of  Auld,  a  Bankrupt, 

of  Aberdeen,  381 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  Bill,  191,  192, 
586,  537,  703 
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CAMBnox,  Dr.  G.—cont, 

Destitution  in  the  Western  Islands— Supply 

of  Seed,  1070 
Disturbances    in    Lewis  —  Trial    of    tho 

Prisoners,  701,702 
Law  and  Justice — Mr.  Georgq  Robertson, 

14 

Oamehon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wich,  ^e. 
Cejlon— Railway  Construction,  1297 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  188 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  National    Radical 

Union,  1311,  1312 
Private  Bill  Legislation,  Motion  for  a  SeUet 
Committee,  1024 

Campbell,  Sir  Q.,  Kirkcaldy,  ire. 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  68*2 
Pay  and  Allowances,  682 

Bulgaria  and  Turkey — Treaty  of  Berlin— Re- 
ciprocal Engagements,  1068 

Civil  Servants — Employment  in  other  Servieei, 
1019 

East  India  (Purchase  and  Constraotion  of  Rail- 
ways}, 2R.  321 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Rei. 
1115,1117,  1123 

Inland  Revenue — Exemption — Carriage  Tax 
(Ireland),  1086 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure], Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
Amendt.  401,  438,  439,  440,  441,  449, 
470,510;  When  Chairman  reports  Progreu 
at  Nine  o'clock,  524 

Scotland— Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill,  587 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 
ments,  1373, 1374 

Campbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh,  8. 

Employers'  Liability  Acts— Death  of  a  Girl  at 
a  Rope  Factory,  170 

Campbell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Glasgow  and  Aber* 

deen  Universities 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(Madras  College},  Motion  for  an  Addretii 
1026 

Campbell-Baknermaic,  Bight  Hon.  H.| 

Stirling,  8fc. 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  604,  606,  67i) 

Camperdowk,  Earl  of 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffle,  Comm.  eh  25, 1047 

Canterbury,  Archbiahop  of 

British  and  other  Foreign  Colonies ^Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Natire  Racei— Cor- 
respondence, 153 

Church  Discipline,  2R.  1239 

Poor  Law  Relief,  Motion  for  an  Address,  557 

Carew,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Kildare,  N. 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rent 
Applications  in  Co.  Down,  867 
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Oarlisle,  Bisliop  of 

Cftthedral  Charohes,  Comm.  1405;  el.  11, 
Amendt.  H07 

Cathedral  Churches  Bill 

{The  Lord  Bishop  of  Carlide) 
I,  Committoe  Mar  10,  1405  (No.  2) 

Cavendish,  Lord  E.,  Dsrhyshire,  W, 

Fisheries  (England  and  Wales] — Regulation  of 
Fisheries  in  Moreoambe  Baj,  1784 

Ceylon — Railway  Consiruelion 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Baron  Henry  de   Worms)  Mar  15, 
1297 

Chamberlain,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  Birminy- 

ham^  W, 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1908,  1916,  1917,  1924,  1940 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  B.,  Islington^  W, 

Folice  (Metropolis) — Primitive  Methodist  Gos- 
pel Mission,  577 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  {see  Halsiury, 
Lord) 

Chancellor    of    tho    Exchequer    (jue 
Goschen,  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E. 

Boundaries  Commission — The  Report,  1303 

.  Charity  Commission— Attwell's  Charity,  1288 

Church  of  England  and  tho  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  —  Property  and  Revenues, 
171 

Labourers*  Allotments  Act,  1887 — Newport 
PagncU  Board  of  Guardians,  1274 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1692 

Mercantile  Marine — Collisions  at  Sea — "  Bri- 
tannic '*  and  '*  Celtic,"  506 

Post  Office — Mail  Cart  from  Iligham  Ferrers 
to  Northampton,  174,  176 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  Lincolnshire^ 
Sleaford 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 392 

Charity  Commissioners 

Aitwelts  Charity,  Question,  Mr.  Channing ; 
Answer,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowthor  Mar  15.  1288 

Endowed  Schools — DislriOulion  and  Kumbtrt, 
Question,  Sir  Richard  Paget ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowther  Mar  15,  1204 

Free  School  at  Hxlchin  and  John  Rand's 
Charity^  Question,  Baron  Dimsdnlo ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  ti.  Smith)  Mar  5,  185 


Charity    Commismners  — -  Hiickin    F\re$ 

School 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  withhold  her  assent  from  a  scheme 
of  the  Charity  Commissioners  laid  before  this 
House  on  20th  February  relating  to  the 
ilitchin  Free  School  **{The  Earl  Beauehamp) 
Mar  9,  680 ;  after  short  debate,  on  Ques- 
tion f  resolved  in  tho  negative 

Childers,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.,  Edin* 
huryhf  8, 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
948,  949,  952, 1323,  1325 

East  India  (Purchase  and  Gonstruotion  of 
Railways),  2R.  322 

Egypt— Now  Loan  of  £2,000,000,  1287 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 
1180 

Ireland  —  Irish  Land  Commission  —  Lease- 
holders in  Castlederg,  Co.  Tyrone,  877 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  3R.  1485,  1487: 
Comm.  el.  2,  1806;  cL  9,  1811  ;  eL  10, 
1827, 1880 

Navy  Estimates,  187 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  189 

Protection  of  tho  Empire,  240,  629,  677 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1363 

China — The  Che/oo  Convention — Detention 
of  a  British  Steamer 
Question,  Sir  Richard  Temple  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affiiiri, 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  12,  869 

Church  Discipline  Bill  [h.l.] 

[The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Mar  2  (No.  27) 

Read  2*.  after  short  debato  Mar  15, 1230 

CniTRcniLL,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S., 

Faddington,  S, 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
968 

Army  Estimates,  1887— Field  Artillery,  688 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 
1113,  1115,  1116,  1121 

National  Debt  Acts,  Comm.  725 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  el,  10, 
1823  ;  add,  cl,  1845 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committees,  517  ;  XXI.  No- 
tices on  going  into  Committee  of  Sopplj, 
520 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  Motion  for  Adjoarn- 
ment,  310,  593,  606,  611,  614,  615,  617, 
606,  076,  676,  677 

Supply— Navy  and  Civil  Service  Estimates,  34 

Church  of  England  and  the  Ecclesiastical 

Commissioners  —  Property  and  Ee^ 

venues 
Question,  Mr.  Clianning  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  o(  State  lor  the   Homo  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Sluart-Wortley)  Mar  5,  171 
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Church  Revmue$ — Th$  Return 

Qaestions,  Mr.  Ticton  ;  Answers,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  of  Stnto  for  the  Homo  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Stuart-Wortlejr)  Mar  12,  873 

City  of  London — Corn  and  Grain  Duties 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent :  Answer,  The 
President    of   tho    Board    of   Trade    (Sir 
Michael  Hioks* Beach)  Mar  8,  559 

City  of  London  (Fire  Inquests)  Bill 

Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  10  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1750 

Civil  JSetabliehmentSf   Royal   Commission 

on  —  Customs    or    Principal    Coast 

Officers 
Question,  Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  8,  668  \—Firtt  Report,  Questions,  Mr. 
Kimber,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  MarS,  571 

Civil  Servants 

£mploi/ment  in  other  Services,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell;  Answer.  Tho  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  19, 
1G19 

Political  Assoeiationt,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  ;  Answers,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  6.  383  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  13, 1090  ; 
—Sir  Alfred  Slade,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  5.  185 

Political  Demonstrations,  Questions,  .Mr.  Mun- 
della,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Mar  19, 1621  ;—Mr  Geoffrey  lirovoning  and 
Mr.  Fottrell,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 
Smith)    Mar  15.  1305 

Civil  Service^  Hie 
Copyittt,  Questions,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  ;  An- 
swers, Tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Mar  13,  1067;  Questions,  Mr.  O. 
V.  Morgan,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Mar  15, 1800 

Writers 

Question,  Sir  William  Plowden  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  15,  1285  ' 

Competition  for  Lower  Division  Clerkships, 
Question,  Mr.  Hooper ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
3far  12,  878 

£xamiuations  for  Lower  Division  Clerkships, 
Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilcaly  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  ^Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  12,858 

Promotion,  Question,  Mr.  Hooper ;  Answer, 
Tho  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jack- 
son) Mar  8,  578 


Civil  Service   Estahlishments — Clerks  in 
Local  Prisons 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley;  Answer,   The  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for   the    Home   Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  2,  25 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  y. 

Ireland — Questions 

Irish  Land   Commission — Sob- Commission 

for  the  County  of  Dublin,  368 
Labourers'     Act — Cel bridge    Union^    Co. 

Kildare,  868 
Law    and  Justice — Inquest  on  an   Infant 

Child — Misconduct  of  a  Coroner,  370 
Law  and  Police— Extra  Police  in  Dublin 

Co.  857 
Lotteries    Acts — Lottery  at  Swords,    Co. 

Dublin,  1437,  I4S8 
Magistracy  —  Colonel    Turner — Warnings 

to  the  Priests  of  Clare  Co.  358 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  <fec.],  Comm. 
1727,  1728,  1780, 1731,  1782,  1733 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1393, 1397 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  H47 

Clakk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 

Africa  (South)— Railway  at  Delagoa  Bay,  173 

East  India  (Purchase  and  Construction  of 
ilailways;,  2a.  Amendt.  324  ;  Comm.  1847 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 401 

Scotland— Post  OflSce — Acceleration  of  tho 
Northern  Mails,  879,  380 

South  Indian  Railway,  8R.  1770 

Clarke,  Sir  E.  G.  (Solicitor  General), 
Plymouth 
Oaths,  2R.  1228,  1229 

Parliament — Business  of  the  IIouso  (Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.    XIII.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 444 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1305, 1366 
West  London  Commercial  Bank,  1434 


Clerks  of  the  Peace  Bill 

(Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton^  Captain 
Cotton,  Mr.  Walter  M'Laren) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>•  Mar  20  [Bill  185] 

Clifford  of  Chudleioh,  Lord 

Land  Transfer,  2R.  1771 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1872 
Employment  of  Women  and  Oirls  [Nwnhers)t 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  8,  503 
Eours  of  Work  of  Women,  Questions,  Mr. 
Curzon,  Mr.  Fcnwick;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  tho  Uome  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  2,  33 
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Cobb.  Mr.  H.  P.,  WarwicJc,  S.E,,  Rugly 

AllotrncDts  Act — Farnborough,  673 
Town  Council  of  Tenterden,  572 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  S83 
Lotteries  Acts— Distribution  of  Prises  (Uos- 
sccdalo),  29 
Prize  Drawing  at  Swords,  Co.  Dublin,  1283 

Cochbane-Baiuje,  Hon.  C.  W.  A.  N., 
St,  FancraSj  N. 
Palace  of  Westminster— St.  Stephen's  Crypt, 
670 

CoonlLL,   Mr.   D.  11.,   NewcadU-under- 
Lyme 
Metropolis  -  Safety  of  the  Streets,  173 

CoLLiNGS,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham,  Bordesey 
Allotments  Act— Farn borough,  674 
Fublio  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  100, 
112 

CoLOMB,  Captain  J.  0.  R.,  Tower  ffamUts, 

Bow,  Sfc, 
AdministratiTO  System  of  tho  Admiralty,  Res. 

1230 
-     Emigration    and    Immigration    (Foreigners), 

1430 ;    Nomination   ot    Select    Committee, 

1790 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  229,  234,  238 
War  Office — Military  and  NaTal  loteliigenoc 

Dcpirtments,  183 

Colonies  —  Secretary    of    State     {see 
Knutsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  {tee 
Db  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

JJrttiih  and  other  Foreign  Colonies — Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquor t  to  Native  Haees^  Cor- 
respondence, Question,  Observations,  Earl 
Do  La  Warr,  Lord  Stanley  of  Aldcrley,  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  ;  Reply,  Tho  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonics  (Lord 
Knutsford)  Mar  6,  HS 

Colonisation — The  Secretary  of  State's  Cir- 
ciilar,  Question,  Mr.  Kimber  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  ^^ecretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms)  Mar  12,  809 

Constitution  of  the  Executives,  Question,  Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron 
Henry  do  Worms)  Mar  6,  172 

CoLViLLE  of  CuLRoss,  Lord 

Parliament  —  Business  of  tho  House — Stand- 
ing Orders,  Reg.  835,  838 

CoMMERELL,  Admiral  Sir  J.  E.,  South- 
ampton 
Administrative  System  of  tho  Admiraltyi  Res. 

900 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  276 


Committee  op  Counoil  ok  EducatiO^t — 
Vice  President  {see  Dyke,  Hight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Commons — Drespass  in  Pursuii  of  Game 
Questions,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Aoiwerf,  Tbo  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depertaeot 

(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  5, 190 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (He  1)  Bill 

{Mr,  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Erehequer, 

Mr,  Jackson) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  Mar  10 

Resolutions    reported,   and    agreed   to ;     Bill 

ordered  ;  read  1°  *  Mar  10 
Read  2«  •  Mar  20 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  21 

Contagious  Diseases  {Animals)  Acts — Cew 
of  Cow  Disease  in  Wiltshire 
Question,  Mr.  Picton ;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the  Treaaary)  Mar  12, 

800 

CoNVAY,  Mr.  M.,  Zeitrim,  JV. 

Ireland — Irish   Land  Commission — Sab-Com- 
mission at  Manorbamilton,  671 

Copyhold  Act,  1887— C&irw  80 
Question,  Mr.  Rankin  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for   tho   Homo  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  5, 170 

Copyright  (Musical  CompositionB)  Bill 

(Mr,  Addison,  Mr,  Bartley,  Mr.  DiHwyn, 

Mr,  Lawson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  road  P^  Mar  6  [Bill  156] 

Read  2°  •  Mar  12 
Committee  deferred  Mar  19, 1750 

CoKBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wieklow,  JE. 

Ireland — Gre/stones   Harbour,    Co.    Wieklow. 
1277 
Piers  and  Harbours — Iloljhead  Harboar^- 
The  Platters  Rook,  1278 

Corn  Beturns  Bill 

{Mr.  Jasper  More,  Mr,  Charles  Gray,  Colonel 
Cornwallis  West) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  10  [Bill  177] 

Coroners  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1»»  ifar  12  (No,  36) 

Coroners*  Elections  Bill 

{Mr*   JFoottoH  Isaacson,  Mr*  Oourlty, 
Mr,  Ambrose,  Colonel  Hughes) 

c*  Motion   for    Leave    {Mr*    Wootton  Isaacson) 
Mar  8,  685 ;  Debate  adjourned 
Ordered  J  read  l"**  Mar  10  [Bill  178] 
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OossuAM,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E, 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  344,  315 
Toleration  Act—NoncoDformists  in  Yorkshire, 
1782 

Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D.,  Cheshire,  Wirral 

Army — First  Army  Corps— Horso  and  Field 

Batteries,  1060 
Army  Estiraatea,  18S7— Field  Artillery,  699 
Food  Supply— Adulter.ited  Cheese  from  Ca- 
nada, 1778 
Foreign  Meat,  1778 

County  Courts  Consolidation  BUI  [n.L.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  6  (No.  5) 

Reads**  Mar  9 
e»  Read  1°  *   {Mr,  Attorney   General)  Mar  15 

[Bill  173] 

County  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  T.  M»  Jlealyy  3lr,  Clancy,  Mr,  Chance, 
Mr,  Maurice  Sealy) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  12  [Bill  160] 

CoTJBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  333,  354,  355 

Brixton  Park,  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
Amendt.  1610 

National  Debt  (Conrersion),  2R.  1488,  1489  ; 
Comm.  cl.  1,  1799,  1802,  1804*;  add,  cl, 
1338, 1842,  1843,  1845, 1846  ;  Consid.  1859 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
Amendt.  308,  462  ;  XXI.  Notices  on  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply,  527 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 
751,752, 1721, 1722, 1723, 1725, 1730, 1737. 
.       1748 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1374,  1382, 1389,1391, 1897, 1539 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1440,  1446.1451 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  E. 
Ireland— Magistracy — Colonel  Turner— Warn- 
ings to  the  Priests  of  Clare  Co.  357,  359 

Cozens-Hardy,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Norfolk,  N, 
National  Debt  (Convei-sion)   Comm.  cl,    18, 
1832;    Amendt.  1833;    add.  cl,  Amendt. 
1841,1843;  Consid.  1950 

CaAKBaooK,  Viscount  (Lord  President 

of  the  Council) 
nitchin  Free  School,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

C90 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Res.  161 
Science  and  Art  ( Metropolis )^C barter  for  a 

Teaching  University,  817 

Crawford,  Earl  of 

Electric   Lighting    Act   (1892)    Amendment, 
2R.  142 


Crawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

Army  Estimntes— Kxplanatory  Memorandum 
—  Premature  Disclosure.  30 

Navy  Estimates,  1888 — Premature  Delivery  of 
Parliamentary  Papers,  581 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 403 

Cbemer,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Shoredilch,  Hag' 

gerston 
Government    Contracts  —  Union    Steamship 

Company— Sir  Alfred  Slado,  1089 
Indentured  Apprenticeships,  1309 
Inland   Revenue— Exemption — Carriage  Tax 

(Ireland),  1085 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committee8« 

Amendt.  505 
West  London  Commercial  Bank,  1433, 1434 

Crilly,  Mr.  D.,  Mayo,  N, 

Ireland^Crime  and  Outrage — Alleged  Firing 
at  the  Person,  Co.  Mayo,  1087 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1886) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  BHl 

{Dr,  Clark,  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr,  Mackintosh, 
Jh;  McDonald,  Mr,  Any  us  Sutherland,  Mr^ 
Lyell) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  MarS  [Bill  162] 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 

Church  Discipline,  2R.  1254 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1260 

Navy — Iron-clads  on  the  Indian  Station,  11 

Crossmak,  Major  General  SirW.,  Porls^ 
mouth 
Admiralty — Position  of  Engineer  Officers,  576 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  272 

OuRZON,  Hon.  G.  N.,  Lancashire,  Souths 
port 
Coal  Mines  Regnlation  Act,  1887— Hours  of 

Work  of  Women,  33 
House  of  Lords,  Res.  781,  762 

Customs 

Cuitomt  Department '^Examination  for  Out» 
port  Clerkships^  Question,  Mr.  Tuite ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Mar  15, 1281 

Customs  House —Statistical  Department— Pro  » 
motion  of  Writers,  Question,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  13,  1076 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1887— 
Composition  of  Stamp  Duty 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoscbon) 
Mar  8,  569 
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CvrRrs 

Finance,  ^c— The  Annual  Tribute,  Question, 
Colonel  Bridgeman ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreifcn  Affaira  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1616 

Taxes,  Questions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
tho  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
Mar  8,  669 

Dabliko,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Depiford 

Oaths,  211.1216,1221 

Dawnay,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N.R., 
Thirsk 
Ilarcs  Preserration,  879 

pfiASY,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo^  W. 

Australia  (Western)— Mr.  G.  W.  Leake,  Police 

Magistrate  of  Perth,  1303 
Ireland— Crime    and    Outrage — Disturbances 
at  Ennis,  1634 
Post  Office— Ennis  Post  Office,  1640 

D£  La  Warr,  Earl 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress,  Res.  817 
Biitish  and  other  Foreign  Colonies— Sale  of 

Intoxicating   Liquors  to    Nativo    Races — 

Correspondence,  148 

•De  Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leices- 
tershire.  Mid 
Oathf,  2R.  1197,  1200,  1203 

De  Maulet,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el.  25, 1050 

Denman,  Lord 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress,  Res.  827 
Land  Transfer,  2R.  1765 

De  Wokms,  Baron  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),   Liver- 
pool, East  Toxteth 
Africa  (South) — Questions 
l^cstoration  of  Usibepu,  168 
Slavery  in  Buchuaoaland,  375 
States  and    Colonies^The    Recent    Con- 
ference, 875 
Transvaal  Republic   and   Zululand— Con- 
federation, 1615 
Australian  Colonies— Extermination  of  Rab- 
bits—M.  Pasteur,  176 
Australia  (Western)— Mr.  G.  W.  Leake,  Police 

Magistrate  of  Perth,  1302 
British  Guiana — Represeotativo  Government, 

1063 
Ceylon — Railway  Construction ,$1297 
Colonies— Constitution  of  the  ExeeutiTes,  172 
Coloniiation— 1  he  Secretary  of  Stale's   Cir- 
cular, 869 
Cyprus— Taxes,  570 
Gibraltar — Smuggling  into  Spain,  1629,  1630 

Trade  Regulations,  1279 
Islands  of  tho  Pacific — Religious  Persecution 

In  Tonga,  560 
Malta— New  Constitution,  379  ;— The  Papers, 

1433 
New  South  Wales— Celebration  of  tho  Cen- 
tennial, 851 


Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  S. 

Civil  Servants— Political  Demonstrations- 
Mr.  Geoffrey  Browning  and  Mr.  Fottrell, 
1307,  1308 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1886— Illegal  Pay- 
ments, 32,  33 

Egypt — Eastern  Soudan,  32 

New  Loan  of  £2,000,000,  1286,  1287 

Egypt — The  Judge  Advocate  General,  1436, 
1437;  Res.  1520,  1526 

Ireland — Questions 

Court  of  Bankruptcy — Thomas  Moroney,  a 

Prisoner  for  Contempt,  563,  1647 
Crime  and  Outrage — Disturbance  at  Ennis, 

1634 
Irish  Land  Commission— Sub-Commission, 

Co.  Down,  366 
Law  and  Justice — Inquest  on  an   Infant 

Child — Mieoonduot  of  a  Coroner,  369, 

870 
Law   and    Police— Woodford — Release    of 

Mr.  Blunt,  1075 
Riots,  &c. — Disturbances  at  Milton  Mal- 

baj,  845 
Royal    Irish    Constabnlarj  —  Riots    at 

Toughal,  1268 

Ireland— Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  Act 

1887— Questions 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien,  M.P.,  1638,  1639, 1795 
Proclaimed  Meeting  at  Youghal,  591,  592 
Prosecution  of  Mr.  J.  Hooper,  M.P.  for 

South- East     Cork  —  Captain    Stokes, 

R.M.  1069,  1070 

Ireland — Magistracy— Questions 

Captain  Stokes,  Divisional  Resident  Magis- 
trate for  Cork,  370,  371 

Co.  Clare — Mr.  Uickson,  Q.C.,  Temporary 
County  Court  Judge,  847*  848 

Colonel  Turner— Warnings  to  the  Priests  of 
Clare  Co.  356,  358 

Limerick  Assises— Omission  of  the  Mayor 
from  the  Commission,  1428,  1429 

Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  1426,  1427 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R» 
1916, 1918,  1924,  1928,  1934 

Local  GoTernment  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leare,  1700, 1701 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  add»  el, 

1846 
Parliament— Sittings  of  the  Iloase — Friday, 

March  16,881 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  &c.'],  Comm* 
738,  1709 

Supply — Civil  Services  (Excesses),  1400 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1401,  1402,  1440, 
1443,  1419 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea,  Town 

Admiralty  and  War   Office  (New)  Buildings, 

1626 
Egypt— Red  Sea  Letters,  lOCO 

DiMSDALE,  Baron  R.,  JTertSj  Hiichin 

Charity  Commissioners  —  Free  School  at 
llitchin  and  John  Rand's  Charity,  185 

Local  Government  ( Kngland  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1702 
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Diphmatie   and  Consular   Service — Ccn- 

iular  Correspondence--- Offioial  Post- 

ages 

Qaeition,  Mr.  Thomas;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  Foreif  n  Affairs  (Sir 

James  Fergusson)  Mar  16, 1423 

Distress  for  Bent  (Dublin)  Bill 

(Mr,  Murphy,  Mr,  Johnston,  Mr,  Dwyer  Oray, 
Mr.  T,  D.  Sullivan,  Captain  M*Calmont,  Mr. 
T,  Harrington) 

t.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Mar  6  [Bill  159] 

Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex, 
Uxhridge 

Africa  (Soath) — Transvaal  Government,  862 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1665 

River  Thames— Sanitary  Condition — New 
Hotel  near  Weybridge,  359 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Re  venae  Depart- 
ments, 1541 

West  Surrey  Waterworks  Company's  Bill,1292 

DoBKEB,  Lord 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  20, 
Amendfc.  691  ;  el,  58,  Amendt.  692 

DuFP,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 

Administrative  System  ot  the  Admiralty,  Res. 

980, 1012 
Navy  Estimates* Officers,  Seamen,  and  Boys, 

Ac.  1856 

DuGDALE,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Warwickshire^  Nun- 
eaton 
Local  Government  Boundaries   Act,    1887 — 
Warwickshire,  1088 

Duncan,  Colonel  P.,  Finsbury,  JTolhorn 

Africa  (South) — Restoration  of  Usibepu,  168 
llayti — Imprisonment    of  Mr.    Coles,    1791, 

1792 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  651 

DuNDONALD,  Earl  of 
Soudan — Khartoum,  1415,  U21 

DuNBAVEN,  Earl  of 

House  of  Lords— Constitution  of  the  House, 
Withdrawal  of  Motion,  1 

House  of  Lords — Reform,  337 

House  of  Lords,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1584 

Dyke,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee     of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent,  Dart- 
ford 
Agricultural  Department  of  the  Privy  Council 
— Commission   on   Agricultural  and    Dairy 
Schools,  168 
Education      Department  —  Inspected       Dsy 
Schools — instruction  in  Agriculture,  170 
New  Code  of  ReguUtions,  380 

[coni. 


Dtkb,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.—con/, 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1869— Recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee,  1080 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — Effect  of  Light 
on  Water  Colours,  22 

South  Kensington  Department — Ho  niton  Lace 
Industry,  356 


East  India  (Parchase  and  Constrnction 
of  Bailways)  Bill 

{Sir  John  Oorst,  Mr,  Jackton) 

c,  2R.,  after  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
ifar  5,  319  [Bill  143] 

Debate  resumed  Mar  0,  738  ;  Bill  read  2^ 
Committee ;  Report  Mar  20,  1847 

Ebbinoton,  Viscount,  Devon,  Tavistock 
Land   Law  (Ireland)   Acts  Amendment,  2R. 

1885,  1888, 1890,  1946 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  881 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  305,  306 

Ecclesiastical  Procedure  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  2  (No.  28) 

Bill  withdrawn  •  Mar  16 

Education  Depabtment  (England  and 
Wales)  ( Questions) 

Lupeeted  Day  Schools — Instruction  in  Agri* 
culture.  Question,  Mr.  Hubbard  ;  Answer, 
The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir 
William  Hnrt  Dyke)  Mar  5,  160 

Mew  Code  of  Regulations,  Question,  Mr.  T.  E. 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dvke)  Mar  6, 
380 

School  Board  {Metropolis) — Xon- Attendance^ 
Funishment  of  Parent,  Question,  Mr.  Win- 
terbothim  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Slate 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
i/ar  15,  1274 

Tee/inieal  Eiucation — Report  of  Commission 
on  Eletnentary  Education,  Question,  Mr, 
F.  S.  Powell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (.Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  10, 
1434 

Egeeton,    Hon.  A.    de    T.,    Cheshire, 

Knutsford 
Brixton  Park,  2R,  1059 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuancey 
585 

Egypt  ( Q^estions) 

A  New  Loan  of  £2,000,000,  Questions,  Mr. 
Dillon,  Mr.  Childers  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson^  Mar  15,  1286 

Army  of  Occupation  {Xumbei's),  Question, 
Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The  Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick] 
Mar  15,  1271 

Exiles  in  Ceylon,  Question,  Mr.  Labouchere  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Mar  15,  1272 

{cent. 
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'  Rtd  Sea  Coast— Fighting  near  Suakin,  Qoci. 
tion,  Mr.  W.  Redmond;  Answer,  Tbo  Se- 
cretary of  Stnto  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
Mar  6,  379 

lied  Sea  Leltert,  Question.  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  An- 
swer, Tbo  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
Mar  13,  lOCO 

Scd  Sea  Lights,  Question,  Mr.  Ilenniker 
Ileaton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Mar  8,  565 

The  Soudan  —  Khartoum,  Question,  Obser- 
vations, The  Earl  of  Dundonald  ;  Reply, 
The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) ;  short  debate  thereon  Mar  16,  1415 

The  Eastern  Soudan,  Questions,  Mr.  Howorth, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Mar  2,  32 

Egypt — Th$  Judge  Advocate  General 
Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Mar  16,  1436 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  16,  to 
leave  out  from  *'That"  add*'  this  House  dis- 
approves the  acceptance  by  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  holding  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate 
General,  of  the  duties  of  professional  advocate 
to  the  ex. Khedive  Ismail  in  the  prosecution 
of  a  hostile  claim  against  the  Egyptian 
Government,  as  contrary  to  Constitutional 
usago  and  precedent,  as  liable  to  serious 
misconstruction  Abroad  and  at  Home,  and 
as  calculated  to  introduce  undesirable  com- 
plications into  our  relations  with  Foreign 
and  friendly  countries''  {Mr,  Osborne  Mor^ 
gan)  v.,  H92  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  iio. ;  "  after  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  126,  N.  218  ;  M.  92  (D.L.  43) 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment 

BiU  {The  Lord  Thurlow) 

I  Read  2%  after  debate  Mar  6,  139       (No.  1) 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
(No.  2)  Bill  [ii.L.] 

{The  Lord  Wig  an,  Earl  of  Crawford) 
h  Presented  ;  read  \^*  Mar  12  (No.  38) 

Elgin,  Earl  of 

•   Prisons  (Scotland),  1407 

Elliot,  Hon.  A.  R.  D.,  Roxlurgh 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  Xlll.  Standing  Committees, 
424 

Elliot,  Sir  G.,  Monmouth^  Sfc, 

Egypt — Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1534 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Nottingham^  RmhcUffe 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  384 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,   1872  — Employ- 
ment of  Women  and  Girls  (Numbers),  50 J 
Employers*  Liability,  1207 

[cord. 


Elui,  Mr.  J.  E. — eonX 

Ireland — Questions 

Destitution  in  the  Arran  Islands,  705 
Irish   Land  Commission — Evasion  of  Con- 
ditions, 1779;— Judicial  Rents — Returns, 
1628 
Land  Law  Act,  1887— Leaseholders,  1061 ; 

— Purchasers,  1431 
Land    Purchase    Act,     1885  —  Skinners' 

Estate,  Co.  Londonderry,  1786 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary,  1305 
Local    GoTcrnment    (England     and    Wales), 

Motion  for  Leave,  1662 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1794 

Offices  of  Profit— Vacation  of  Seats,  1435 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the   Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireiand  [Salary,  dtc],  Comm. 
759 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  ReTenae  Depart* 
ments,  1368,  1370,  1372 

Ellis,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Mertonethshtre 

Education  Department— New  Code  of  Regula- 
tions, 380 

Fisheries  (England  and  Wales)— Regulation 
of  Fisheries  in  Morecambe  Bay,  1784 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  lies.  Xlll.  Standing Committeer, 
488 

Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establishments — 
Customs  or  Principal  Coast  Officers,  568 

Wales — Tithe  Agitation — Emergency  Meo,  579 

Elphinstonb,  Lord 

Navy — Iron-Clads  on  the  Indian  Station,  10 
Position  and  Pay  of  Lieutenants,  332 

Emigration  —  Remittances  from    United 
States,  Canada,  and  Australia 
Question,   Mr.    ilenniker   Ileaton ;    Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  llicks- Beach]  Mar  12,  855 

Emigration  and  Immigration  (Foreigners) 
Moved,  '<  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emi- 
gration and  Immigration  (Foreigners)  do 
consist  of  Seventeen  Members"  (Captain 
Colomh)  Mar  10,  1430;  af^er  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Emi- 
gration and  Immigration  (Foreigners)  do 
consist  ol  Seventeen  Members  "  (^Captain 
Colomb)  Mar  20,  1795 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *' Seventeen,"  insert 
"  Nineteen  "  {Mr.  Feniviek) ;  Question  pro- 
posed, *'  That  *  Seventeen,'  Ac. ; "  Question 
put,  and  negatived  ;  Question,  *'  That '  Nine- 
teen '  be  there  inserted,  put,"  and  agreed  to  ; 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  1797 

Empire,  Protection  of  the 

Observations,  Captain  Colomb  Mar  5,  220 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  to  leave  out 
Irom  "  That "  add  ^' an  humble  Address  bo 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  praying  that,  in 
order  accurately  to  ascertain  our  position, 
iSho  may  bo  graciously  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Hoyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  and  report 

[amL 
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£mpiri,  Proteeiion  of  thereout, 

apon  the  requirements  for  the  proteotton  of 
the  Empire"  {Sir  Waller  B,  Barttelot)  v., 
251  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
d(0. ; "  after  long  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
'  Debate  resumed  Mar  8,  593  ;  adcr  long  de- 
bate, Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Main  Question  proposed »  67S  ;  Mored,  "  That 
the  Question  bo  now  put*'  (Mr,  W.  H, 
SmWi);  Question  put;  A.  250,  N.  75; 
M.  175  (D.L.  32}  ;  Main  Question  put ; 
A.  263,  N.  03 ;  M.  205  (D.L.  33} 

Smploy0r9^  Liability  AHb — Death   of  a 
Girl  at  a  Rops  Factory 
Question,   Mr.  II.   Campbell ;    Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the   Home  Depart- 
ment(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  5,  170 


JSmpIoyers^  Liability  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  15,  1297 

Undowed  Schools  Actj  1869 — Recommm- 

datiom  of  the  Select  Committee 
Question,   Mr.    Howell ;    Answer,   The    Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart 
.      Dyke)  Mar  18,  1080 


Epping  Forest — Prosecution  of  Gipsies 
Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depait- 
ment  (Mr.  Mutthews)  Mar  10,  1130 

EsaLEMONT,  Mr.  P.,  Aberdeenshire,  E. 
Emigration    and    Immigration    (Foreigners), 

Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  1796 
Fisheries  (England  and  Wales) — Regulation  of 

Fisheries  in  Moreoambe  Bay,  1 785 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 

Procedure),  Res. X III.  Standing  Committees, 

433 
Scotland— Fishery  Board^TrawUng,  508 

Extraordinary    Tithe — lithe    Rentcharge 

{Extraordinary)     Redemption     Act, 

1886 
Observations,  Question,  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees   (The    Duke    of    Buckingham   and 
Chandos) ;  Reply,  Earl  Brownlow  Mar  2, 
12 

Eyre,  Colonel  H.,  Lincolnshire,   Gains- 
borough 

Army  Estimates^  Brigade  Depdls,  27 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  284 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  1878 — Ap- 
peal from  the  Dundee  Sheriff  Court 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson;    Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  19,  lOU 


Fabquharson,  Dr.  E.,  Aberdeenshire,  W. 

Army  Medical  Service— Relative  Rank,  870, 

871 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  636,  040 

Fenwick,     Mr.     0.,      Northumberland, 
Wansbeck 
Bristol  Water,  2R.  319,  353 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887— Hours  of 

Workof  Women,  31 
Emigration    and    Immigration    (Foreigners), 

1439:    Nomination    of   Select  Committee, 

Amendt.  1796 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

1436 
Norway—Tender  for  Coal  Supply,  586 

Ferguson,  Mr.  E.  C  Munro,  Leith,  Sfc. 

Hares  Preservation,  879 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  ( Rules  of 

Procedure), Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 

511 

Ferqusson,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  N.E, 
Africa  (Central)— The  Slave  Trade— Attack  on 

rrcsbyterian  Mission  Stations,  20,  1635 
Africa  (South)— Railway  at  Delagoa  Bay,  173, 

1279;— Transvaal  Government,  862 
Africa  (West  Coast)- King  Ja-Ja,  of  Opobo, 

24,25,372,373,374,  1432 
British  Guiana— Report  of  Mr.  M'Turk— The 

Boundary  Question,  8G5 
Bulgaria  ai.d  Turkey— Treaty  of  Berlin— Re- 
ciprocal Engagements,  1068 
China — Chefoo    Convention — Detention    of    a 

British  Steamer,  869 
Consular    Correspondence — Official    Postages, 

U28 
Cyprus  (Finance,  Ac.) — Annual  Tribute,  1616 
Egypt — Questions 
Eastern  Soudan,  32 
Exiles  in  Ceylon,  1272 
New  Loan  of  £2,000,000,  1286,  1287 
Red  Sea  Lights,  566.  1061 
Egypt — Judge  Advocate  General,  1430,  1437  ; 

Res.  1518,1535 
Foreign  Office — Mr.  Bonham,  Consul  at  Bou- 
logne, 10 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 

1176. 1177 
India — Questions 

Contagious   Diseases   Acts — Condemnation 

by  the  Bishops.  1074 
Expenditure  —  North-Westorn    Frontier, 

1079 
Public  Service  Commission,  1078 
Revenue  from  Iritoxicnting  Liquors,  1031 
Treaty  of  Gandamuk,  1085 
Islands  of  the  Pacific— Raiatea,  819 
London  Labour  Market— Immigration  of  Desti- 
tute Aliens,  1429 
Morocco — Foreign  Protection,  590 
Norway — Tender  for  Coal  Supply,  580 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res. X Hi.  Standing  CommittoeSy 
512 
Trade  and  Commerce — Convention  with  China 
—Trade  with  Thibet,  106 


TtEV 


PIT 


{INDEX} 


FIT 


FOW 


Fbyersham,  Earl  of 
Land  Transfer,  2a.  1771 


Field,  Admiral  E.,  Sussex,  Easthoume 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiraltj,  Rea. 

1000,1013.  1312.1393.  1325 
India— Iron  Floating  Dock  at  Bombay,  1623 

Finance 

Annual  Finance  Aecountt — Pensions  from  the 

Consolidated  Fund,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbary  ; 

Answer.    The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

(Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  9,  702 
Local  Loans  Stock,  Questions.  Mr.  Ileniy  H. 

Fowler ;    Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  8,  564 

FiNLAY,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Inverness,  S^e. 

rarliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 437,  438.  439,  440,  441 

FiNUCANE,  Mr.  J.,  Limerieh,  E. 
Ireland — Evictions  —  Mr.  Thomas   Moroney, 
1075 
Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rents,  Co. 
Limerick.  1073 

Firth,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,  Dundee 

Brixton  Park,  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
1612 

House  of  Lords,  Res.  789 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
1887 — Sentence  on  Mr.  Snelling  at  Sixmilo- 
bridge.  1618; — Sentence  on  a  Nowsvendor. 
1280 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales).  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1630 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 
1430 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  1703 

Metropolitan  Police  (Numbers),  17 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  75, 80 

Fisheries  {England  and  Wales) — Regula- 
tion of  Fisheries  in  Moreeamle  Bay 
Questions,  Lord  Edward  Cavendish,  Mr.  T. 
£.  Ellis.  Mr.  fisslemont  ;  Answers,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach;,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
U.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  20,  1784 

Fisheries  Conference  {England  and  Wales) 

—The  Report 
Question.  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Uicks.Beach)  Mar  2,  29 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Colonel  Nolan,  Mr,  E,  Harrinifton,  Mr,  Peter 
M'Donald,  Mr.  Foley) 
e.  Committee  deferred  Mar  13,  1181    [Bill  32] 

FitzGerald,  Lord 

Liability  of  Trustees,  2R.  636 
Parliament— House  of  Lords  Reform,  325 
Trust  Companies,  2U.  514 


Fitzgerald,  Mr.  E.  U.  P.,  Camlriig^  * 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Rei« 
074,  975,  977,  980 

FitzWyobam,  General  Sir  F.  W.,  ffanth 
Fareham 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  283 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Oalway,  Connemara 

Ireland — Distressed  Uoioni  Act,  1635 

Food  Supply,  The 

Adulterated  Cheese  from  Canada^  Queation, 
Captain  Cotton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the.  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
J/ar20,l778 

Adulteration  of  Food-^  American  Cheese,  Qaei- 
tion,  Mr.  M'Larefi  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
JfarlO.  1061 

Foreign  Meat,  Question,  Captain  Cotton  ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach)  Mar  30, 1778 

Foreign  Affairs — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

Foreign  ApFAftts — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Fergusson,  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Foreign  Office — Mr,   JBonham,   Consul  at 

Boulogne 
Question,  Mr.  Ilennikor  Heaton  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergussor.)  Mar  2,  15 

FoRTESCUE,  Earl 

Metropolis    (Street    Improvements)  -«  Hyde 

Park  Corner,  832 
Poor  Law  Relief,  Motion  for  an  Address,  558 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  cl,  25,  1049 

FoRWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Lancashire,  Ormskirk 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
1005,  1347 

Foster,  Sir  B.  W.,  Berhy,  Ilkeston 

India— Army  Medical  Service—"  Half-Staff  " 

Allowances,  1426 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— Parochial 

Medical  Officers,  16 

Fowler,  Right  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wolver- 
hampton, E, 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1887 — Com- 
position of  Stamp  Duty,  569 

Finance — Local  Loans  Stock,  504,  565 

Grant  of  Supplief,  Res.  685 

Memorandum  of  Sir  Charles  Warren  (Mr.  Bag- 
gallay).  Res.  1866 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  3R.  1460, 1463, 
1404,  1482,  14S3;  Comm.  cl,  0,  Amendt. 
1811 ;  cl,  10,  Amendt.  1813;  Conud.  1058 
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FovLBR,  Right  Hon.  U.  II. ^eont. 

•  National  Debt — Conversion  of  the  Three  Pe>' 
Cents,  704 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committees)  520,  523  ;  Res. 
XXII.  Select  Committees,  531 

Parliament — Privilege — Canvassing  Members, 
1433 

Torquay  Harbour  and  District  Act,  183G — Sal- 
vation  Armjr,  1789 

FowLSR,  Sir  B.  N.,  London 

Africa  (Central)~The  Slave  Trade— AtUck  on 

Presbyterian  Mission  Stations,  20 
Africa  (South) — Slavery  in  Bechuanaland,  375 
Africa  (West  Coast)— King  Ja-Ja,  1432 
National  Debt  Acts,  Comm.  737 
National  Debt  (Conversion).   IR.  844  ;    2R. 

1466 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),   Res.    XXI.   Notices  on   going 

into  Committee  of  Supply,  528 

Frasbb,  General  C.  O.,  Zamhethy  N. 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  634 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Francit  Stevenson^  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck, 
Sir  Savile  Crostley,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Burt^ 
Mr.  Mason) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  Mar  12  [Bill  73] 

Friendly  Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  3fr.  Picton^  Mr.  Chan- 

ninff,  Mr.  Burt^  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr,  Mason) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  12 

Read  l^*  3/ar  13  [Bill  167] 

Friendly   Soetetieif   Registrar  of— Royal 
Liver  Friendly  Society 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  5, 
165 

Fry,  Mr.  L.,  Bristol,  N. 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  340,  312 

Oame  Laws  —  Trespass  over  Commons  in 
Pursuit  of  Oame 
Questions,  Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  llome  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  6, 190 

Gardneb,  Mr.  H.,  Fssex,  Saffron  Walden 

Agricultural  Department  of  the  Privy  Council 
— Commission  on  Agricultural   and   Dairy 
Schools,  168 
Ireland — Court  of  Bankruptcy— Thomas  Mo- 
roney,  a  Prisoner  for  Contempt,  562 
Law  and  Justice — Contempt  of  Court  Wohn 
Ryan,  1277 
Metropolitan  Magistracy^Alteration  of  .Magis- 
terial Districts,  1082 

YOL.  OCOXXin.  [third  seribs.]  \eont. 


Garo.nbb,  Mr.  11. — eont, 

PArliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  lies.  XXII.  Select  Committees, 
629 

Tithe  Rentchar^re,  1703 

Gedqe,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

National    Debt    (CouTersion),    Comm.  el.   1. 

Amendt.    1798,    1799,    1800,    1801  ;    el.   .3. 

Amendt.   1807,  1808  ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  ib. ; 

el.  6,  Amendt.  1809 ;  el.  9,  Amendt.  1812 ; 

el.    10,    1815  ;   Amendt.    1831  ;  add.    el. 

Amendt.  1835,  1837,  1840 
Oaths,  2  R.  1208 
Parliament — Business  of  the  llouse  (Rulei  of 

Procedure),    Res.     XIII.    Standing     Com- 
mittees, 497 

Gext-Dayis,  Mr.  E.,  Lambeth,  Kenning^ 
ton 
Metropolitan  Police — Pension  to  Polioo  Con- 
stable 285l,  699,  700 

Germany — Health  of  ZTis  Imperial  Ma. 

jesty 
Question,    Mr.    Ilulse ;    Answer,    The   First 

Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.   Smith) 

Mar  8,  592 
Death  of,  ObserTations,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  (Mr.   W.  U.  Smith),  Sir  William 

llarcourt  Mar  9,  706 

QlBRALTAR 
Smuggling  into  Spain,  Questions,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  de 
Worms]  A/ar  19, 1029 
Trade  aegulaliont,  Questions,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry  do 
Worms)  Mar  15, 1279 

Gill,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  8. 
Irish  Newspapers— Advertisements,  873 
Supply — Civil  SerTices  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1359 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Fdin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian 

Local  Government  (England and  Wales),  881  ; 
Motion  for  Leave,  1664,  1682 

National  Debt  Acts,  Comm.  731,  737 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  el.  10, 
1821 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rulei  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standinjf  Com- 
mittees, 389,  400,  411 

Gladstone,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Leeds,  W. 

Burials— Alleged  Burial  Alive  at  Leeds  Ceme- 
tery, 83 

Glebe  Lands  Bill 

{Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Mr.  Raikes,  Mr.  Stuart* 

Worthy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  J9  [Bill  180] 
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Gold  and  Silver — ITall  Marling  of  Foreign 
Watches 
Question,  Mr.  Yerburgh  ;   Answer,  Tlio  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trado  (Sir   Michaol 
Uicks-Ueaoli)  Mar  15,  1301 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St,  Paneras,  8, 

India— Native  Princei— Defence  of  the  Fron- 
tier. 1616 

National  Debt  AotB,  Comm.  737 

National  Debt  (Conversion)— Cony ersion  bj 
Trustees,  868 

Wnjra  and  Moans — Financial  Statement,  832 

GoLDSwoRTHY,  General  W.  T.,  Hammer- 
smith 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  040 

GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 
Burmab  (Upper) — Trado  in  Opium  and   In- 
toxicating Drinks,  28 
East    India   (Purchase    and   Construction   of 

Ratlwars),  2R.  319,  323  ;  Comm.  1847 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Folic/),   Rei. 

1107,  1116,  1137,  1130,  1134,  1104 
India — Questions 

Army    Medical    Service— "  Half  -  Staflf" 

Allowances,  142G 
Finance,  Ac.~  Railways,  19 
India   Office— Contracts   for    Stamps  and 

Stamped  Paper,  1631 
Indian  Public  Service  Commission,  1201 
Iron  Floating  Dock  at  Bombay,  1623 
Licensing  of  Immorality — Working  of  the 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  31 
Native  Princes — Defence  of  the  Frontier, 

1017 
Pay  of  Warrant  Officers — Depreciation  of 

the  Rupee,  31 
Port  of  Aden,  1633 

Report  of  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  20 
Working  of  the  Lock  Hospitals— Reports 
for  1885,  583 

GosoHEN,  Efc.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St,  George^Sj  Han- 
over Square 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 

963 
Civil  Servants— Employment   in  other   Ser- 
vices,  1620 
Customs   and   Inland   Revenue    Act,   1887^ 

Composition  of  Stamp  Duty,  569 
Finance — Local  Loans  Stock,  564,  565 
Inland  Revenue — Questions 
Excise— Duty  on  Spirits,  852 
Exemption— Carriage  Tax  (Ireland),  1086 
Gun  Licences  for  Short  Periods,  507 
Income    Tax— Income  Tax   on   Real  Pro- 
perty,  563  ; — Wear   and   Tear  of   Ma- 
chinery, 1267 
Stamp  Puty  on  Foreign  Investments,  1064 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission— Evasion  of 
Conditions,  1779 
Land  Purchase  Act,  1885— Skinner's   Es- 
tnte,  Co.  Londonderry,  1787 
Locil  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1699 

[eont. 


GosciiEW,  Right  Hon.  G.  J. — eonl. 

Local  Taxation — Pauper  Lunatic    Aiylums^> 

The  Government  Gr.nnt,  1009 
National   Debt   Acts,  Comm.  706,   725,  735, 

736,  737 
National  Debt '(Conversion) — Qaestions 
Bonus,  1079 

Conversion  by  Trustees.  863 
Explanations,  1289.  1200 
Doldings  (Numbers),  1275,  1276 
Pensions  to  National  School  Teachers,  1787 
Three  Per  Cents,  704 
Trustees'  Accounts,  1 429, 1633 
National   Debt  (Conversion),   IR.  883;    2R. 
1457,  1453,  1463,  1464,  1475,  1482.  1483, 
1487, 1480,  1490  ;  Comm.  cl  1, 1709,  1800, 
1801  ;  el.  2,  1805,  1806;  cl,  3,  1808;  cl.  5, 
1809;   cl,  9,  Amendt.    1810,  1811,   1812; 
cl.    10.    Amendt.  1813,    1820,    1829,   1830, 
1831  ;    cL     18,    Amendt.    1832  ;    cl,    20, 
Amendt.   1833  ;  add.  cl,   1834,  1835,  1837. 
1838,1839,  1840,  1841,  1842,1843,  1844; 
Consid.  1960 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  EstablishmcntS'- 

First  Report,  571 
Trustee   Savings    Banks   Act,    1887 — Cardiff 
Trustco     Savings    Bank — Report    of    the 
Commissioners,  1030 

GouRLET,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Administrative  System  of  tho  Admiralty,  Res. 

1346 
Admiralty—"  BriUnnia"  Training  Ship,  177 
Africa  (South) — Railway  at  Delagoa  Bay,  173 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  648 

Government  Contracts — The  Union  Steam- 

ship  Company — Sir  Alfred  Slade 
Question,  Mr.   Cremor ;    Answer,   The   First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Mar  1 3.  1 089 

Graham,  Mr.  R.  C,  Lanark^  N,W, 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  124 

Grant  of  Supplies 
Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  procedure  by  which  the  House 
annually  grants  the  Supplies  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty "  {Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  Mar  8,  685  ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Granville,  Earl 

House  of   Lords,  Motion    for  n  Select  Oom« 
mittee,  1599,  1601,  1602,  1003 

Gray,  Mr.  C.  W.,  Essex ,  Maldon 

National  Debt  (Converbion),  Consid.  1960 
Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  ( Rules  of 
I'roccdure),    Res.    Xlll.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 394 

Grimthorpe,  Lord 

Church  Discipline,  2R.  1244 
Parliament—Business  of  the  House— Standing 

Orders,  Res.  839 
Railway   and   Canal   Trnffij,   Comm.    cl,  2i, 

1033,  1034 
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Haldane,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Haddington 
National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  cl.  10, 
1825,  1837 

Halsbury,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor) 

Land  Transfer.  2R.  1732,  1773 

Liability  of  Trustees,  311.  537 

Lunacjr  Acts  Amendment,  211. 7  ;  Comm.  cl.  20, 

C03  ;  cl.  58,  COS 
Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  320 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  cL  12,  1031 
Statute  Lavr  Hefision,  211.  1255 
Trust  Companiesf  2R.  542,  5l4 

Hamilton,  Eight  Hon.  Lord   G.   F. 
(First    Lord    of   tho   Admiralty), 
Middlesex^  JEaling 
Administration  of  tho   Navy — Captain   Uall, 

Director  of  Naval  Intelligence,  1700 
Administrative  Sjstem  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 

034,  000,  002,  067,  008,  1348 
Admiralty — Question! 

•*  Britannia  "  Training  Ship,  177 
Coastguard  Station  at  Carnc,  Co.  Wexford, 

506 
II.M.S.  "  Hero,"  1625 
Merchant  Steamers  as  Armed  Cruisers,  873 
Widows  of  Retired    Navigating  Officers, 
1204 
Navy  Estimates,  187  ; — Vremalure    Delivery 

ot  Parliamentary  Papers,  582 
Navy  Estimates — Officers,  Seamen,  and  Boys, 

<fce.  1354,  1355,  1350 
Trust  Companies,  2K.  577 

Hamilton,  Lord  E.,  Tyrone^  N, 

Ireland  —  Irish  Land  Commission — Lease- 
holders in  Castlederg,  Co.  Tyrone,  876 

Hamley,    General   Sir   E.  B.,  Birken- 
head 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 

IICO 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  264,  678 

H ANBURY,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Preston 

Annual  Finance  Accounts^- Fonsions  from  the 

Consolidated  Fund.  702 
India — Coiitr.icts    for    Stamps  and    Stamped 

Paper.  1C31 
Post  Office — Contracts  for  Stamps  and  Stamped 

Paper,  1G30 
Sweating   System— Report  of  Mr.    Burnett, 

1637 

War  Department  — Stores,  dtc— Sale  of  Dis- 
used Accoutrements,  Ac.  1084,  1785 

War  Office  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Volunteers — 
Purchase  ol  Condemned  Accoutrements,  Ac. 
812 

Hanbury-Tracy,  Hon.  F.  S.  A.,  Mont- 
gomery^ ^'C, 
British    Guiana — Report    of   Mr.    M'Tuik — 
Boundary  Q,uostion,  8C4 

Handloom  Weavers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Colonel    Saundersotif    Mr.    Macartney ^    Colonel 

IVanng,  Mr.  O'Xeill) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  Mar  10  [Bill  175] 


Habooitbt,  Sight  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 
Army  Estimates— I^ind  Forces,  670 
Kmigration     and     Immigration   (Foreigners), 
Nomination  of  Select  Committee,  1707 

Emperor  of  Germany,  Death  of,  700 

House  of  Lords,  Res'.  811,  812 

Land   Law   (Ireland)    Acts    Amendment,  2R. 

1800,  1042,  1046 
National  Debt  Acts,  Comm.  736 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  el.  1, 180(^, 

ISOl  ;    cl.  10,   1818,   1831  ;  add,  cl  1830, 

1841,1843,  1845 
Oaths,  2R.  1226 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 

743 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  46, 

50,  01,62,  03 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1402, 1445,  1460 


Ifaree  Preservaiinn  Bill 

Questions,  Colonel  Dawnay,  Mr.  Munro- Fer- 
guson, Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Jfar  12,  870 


Harrington,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry ^  W. 

Ireland— Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887 — 
Frosecutions  against  Ncwsvendors,  178, 
170,  1280,  1281 

Killarney  Board  of  Guardians— The  Lan- 
cashire Regiment,  1060 

Law  and  Justice— Gratuity  to  Discharged 
Prisoners,  855 

Magistracy— Captain  Stokes,  Divisional 
Resident  Magistrate  for  Cork,  371 

Parliamentary  Under  SecreUiry    to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  <bo.],  Comm. 

744.751,752 
Pauper  Lunatics*  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Offioera' 

Superannuation),  Comm.  1181 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Rovenuo  Depart. 

mcnts,  1304,  1365,  1307 


Harris,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  War) 
Army— Royal    Barracks,   Dublin— Insanitary 

Condition,  534 
Emigration  of  Pensioners  to  New  Zealand,  1775 

Harris,  Mr.  M.,  Oalway,  E, 
Ailmiralty— Coastguard  Station  at  Carnc,  Co. 

Wexford,  506 
Ireland  —  Local    Government    Board  —  Con- 
Htabulary  Barracks— Ballinasloe,    1621, 

1025 
Poor    Law    Guardians  —  Surcharges    oa 
Loughrea  Guardians,  1623 

Uartington,  Eiglit  Hon.  Marquess  of, 
Lancashire^  lloeeendaU 
IIouso  of  Lords,  Res.  807,  812 
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Havelock-Allan,  Sir  H.  M.,  Durham, 
S.K 

Army  Estimates,  1887— Field  Artillery,  587, 

588.  589 
Protection  of  tho  Empire,  252,  301,  077,  678 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Leitrimy  S. 

Bonrd  of  National  Education— Mohill  Schools, 

1285 
Iicland  —  Reproductive    Loan    Fund  —  Co. 
Leitrim,  1284 
Seed  Supply  Act,  I880~Non-Payment  of 
the  Rate,  1081 

Hayne,  Mr.  C.  Seale-,  Devon^  Ashhurton 
National    Debt    (Conversion)— Explanations, 
1280 

Siayti — Impriionment  of  Mr,  Coki 
Question,  Colonel  Duncan  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  IL  Smith) 
3/ar  20,  1791 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 

Civil  Service— Examinations  for  I^ower  Divi- 
sion Clerkships,  853 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Civil    Servants  —  Political  Demonstrations, 
1622 ;— Mr.  Geoffrey    Browning    and   Mr. 
Fottrell,  1305.  1307,  1308 
Copyright  (Musical  Compositions),  Comm.  1750 
Coroner's  Election,  Motion  for  Leave.  685 
Inland  Revenue— Civil  Servants  and  Political 

Associations,  1091.  1092 
Ireland — Questions 

Civil  Service — Action  of  an  Official,  592 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act,  1887— 
Boycotting— Convictions  at  Eonis,  846  ; 
— Sentence  on  a  Newsvendor,  1281 
Destitution  in  the  Arran  Islands,  705 
Ejectment  in  Co.  I^ngford,850 
Inland   Navigation  and    Drainage— River 

Bann, 1281, 1282 
Land  Law  Act.  1881,  1092 
Land  Law  Act,  1887— Leaseholders,  1061 
Land  Purchase  Act,  1885— Skinners'  Es. 

tate,  Co.  Londonderry,  1787 
Law   and  Justice — Compensation  for  Ma- 
licious Injuries — Queen's   Co.   1269; — 
Court  of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  699 
Law  and  Police — Boycotting  in    (ialway, 

d(c.  1072,  1073 
Post  OflSce — Dublin— Second  Class  Sorters, 
1066,  1007:— Parcel  Post  Baskets,  1619 
Riots,  (kc. — Drumlish,  Co.  Longford,  1640 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill — Council 
of  Law  Reporting,  698 
Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Fair  Rents-Delays,  866,  807,  868 
Leaseholders   in   Castlederg,    Co.  Tvrone. 

876,  877,  878 
Reduction  of  Sub-Commissioners,  1296 
Sub-Commissions — Longford,  1783,   1784  ; 
—  Wexford,  865,860 
Ireland — Magistracy — Questions 

Co.  Clare — Mr.  llickson,  Q.C.,  Temporary 

County  Court  Judge,  848 
Margarine  Act—  Reduction  of  Fines,  870, 
1U83,  1298,  1299 

[cont. 


He  ALT,  Mr.  T.  M. — eonU 

Mr.  Balfour  and  the  Resident  Magistrates, 

698 
Mr.  John  Byrne,  1071 

Ijind  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1932.  1934,  1938,1940,1941 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1C95, 1699 

Lotteries  Act— Prise  Drawings  at  Dandalk, 
1627.  1628 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  IR.  884;  2R. 
1490 

National  Debt  (Conversion^ — Holdings  (Num- 
bers), 1276 

Occupiers'  Disqualification  Removal,  2R.  684 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Order  of 
Public  Business,  1848 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 
1725,1745,1746 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1023 

Scotland — '*  Agitation  in  Lewis,"  570 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1372, 1374.  1381,  1382,  1400,  1538 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland),  2R. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1749,  1750 

Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1402,  1403,  1444, 
1447  ;  Amendt.  1450,  1452 


Hbaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Egypt— Red  Sea  Lights,  565 

Emigration — Remittances  from  United  States, 

Canada,  and  Australia,  855 
Foreign    Office  —  Mr.  Bonham,    Consul    at 

Boulogne,  15 
India    Office  —  Contracts    for    Stamps  and 

Stamped  Paper,  1631 
Navy — Merchant  Steamers  as  Armed  Cruisers, 

871 
Post  Office— Questions 

British  and  Foreign   Postage  Rates   from 

Shanghai,  704 
Halfpenny  Postage  Company,  23 
Uniform  Postage  Stamp  for  Great  Britain 
and  her  Colonies,  850 

Heneaqe,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Great  Orinuhy 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1086,  1690,  1691 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure).  Res.  Xlll.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Amendt.  386,  398 

Henniker,  Lord 

Metropolis    (Street    Improvements)  —  Hyde 

Park  Corner,  834 
Railway    and    Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  cU   21, 

Amendt.  1032,  1035 

Hebschell,  Lord 

Church  Discipline,  2R.  1252 

Electric    Lighting    Act  (1882)  Amendment, 

144 
Land  Transfer,  2R.  1765,  1774 
Law    of    Distress    Amendment,     Report     of 

Amendts.  1254 
Liability  of  Trustees,  2R.  53 i,  537 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  c/.  33a,  092 
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Hbrsohsll,  Lord— tfoTt/. 

Merohandize  Marks  Act,  1256,  1262 
Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  330 
Railway    and   Canal   Traffic,    Comm.   cl.   12, 

1031  ;  el,  24,  1035  :  el.  25,  1045,  1040 
Science  and  Art  (Metropolis) — Charter  for  a 

Teaching  University,  817 
Trust  Companies,  2R.  543,  514 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Bristol,  8. 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  348 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  296 

Hill,   Mr.  A.  S.,   Staffordshire,   King- 
swinford 
Allotments  Act— Farnboroagh,  574 

HoARE,  Mr.  S.,  Norwich 

National  Debt   (ConTersion) — Trastees'    Ac- 
counts, 1420 
National  Debt  (Conversion),  2R.  1472 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.  Somerset,  E. 
Land  Transfer,  2R.  1764 
Parliament — New  Rules  of  Procedure — Un- 
finished Bills,  184 
Palace  of  Westminster— Electric  Commu- 
nication between  the  House  and  Library, 
171 
Trust  Companies,  2R.  538,  544 

Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {see  Wortlby,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuart-) 

Hooper,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8,E. 

Civil  Service  Writers— Competition  for  Lower 
Division  Clerkships,  878 
Promotion,  578 
Ireland— Killamey  Board  of  Guardians — The 
l4incaster  Regiment,  1069 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Disturbance  at 
Mitcbelstown,  177 

HouLDSWORTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manches- 
ter, N.  W. 

Limited  Liability  Companies,  1205 

Rating  of  Machinery,  Motion  for  Leave,  086 

Weight!  and  Measures  Acts,  1205 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Middlesex,  Tottenham 
Australian  Colonies— Extermination  of   Rab- 
bits—M.  Pasteur,  176 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Oreen,  N.E, 

British  Guiana — Representative  Government, 
1063 

Endowed  Schools  Act,  1860 — Recommenda- 
tions of  the  Select  Committee,  1080 

Inland  Revenue — Stamp  Duty  on  Foreign  In- 
vestments, 1064 

Memorandum  of  Sir  Charlea  Warren  (Mr. 
Daggallay),  Rei.  1862,  1863 


Howell,  Mr.  G.— con<. 

Record  Office — Removal   of    Public    Records 

from  Westminster,  185 
Reformatory  Schools  —  The  Thiriieth  Report, 

175 
Revised  Edition  of  tho  Statutes— Publication, 

1792 
Sweating  System,  855 
Trustee    Savings    Banks   Act,   1887— Cardiff 

Trustee     Savings    Bank —  Report    of   the 
.  Commissioners,  1079 

HowoRTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 
Egypt—  Eastern  Soudan,  32 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XXII.  Select  Committees, 

531 

Hubbard,  Mr.  E.,  Bucks,  N. 

Education  Department  —  Inspected  Day 
Schools— Instruction  in  Agriculture,  169 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 

Parliament — Privilege — Canvassing  Members, 
1439 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  292 

War  Office  (Manufacturing  Departments)  — 
Superannuation  Act,  1859,  1615  ; — Work- 
men at  Enfield  and  Woolwich.  843,  1425 

Workmen  (Woolwich  and  Enfield),  Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  1868 

Hulse,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Salishury 

Emperor  of  Germany,  592 

Hunt,  Mr.  F.  Seager,  Marylehone,  W. 
Post  Office— Pensions   to   London    Postmen, 
1033 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 
Burgh   Police  and   Health  (Scotland),   536; 

2  a.  1749 
India— Treaty  of  Gandamuk,  1085 
Local    Government    (England    and     Wales), 

Motion  for  Leave,  1678 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to   tho  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  dec],  Comm, 

755 

HuNTLT,  Marquess  of 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress,  Res.  821 

India — Secretary  of  State  {see  Gross, 
Viscount) 

India — Under  Secretary  of   State  {see 
GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.) 

India  {Questions) 

Civil  Service  Commistion,  Report  of  the,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
(Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  2,  20 

Iron  Floating  Dock  at  Bombay,  Question,  Ad« 
miral  Field  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  10, 
1623 
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India — eont 

Licensing  of  Immorality^  Working  of  the  Con- 
tagioxit  Diseases  Acts^  Question,  Mr.  Jnmei 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Tlio  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  2, 
31  ; — Condemnation  by  the  Bishops^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  James  Stuart  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Forei^rn  Affairs 
(Sir  James  BWgusson)  Mar  13,  1074 
Working  of  the  Lock  Hospitals — Reports  for 
1885,  Question,  Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  9,  683 

Native  Princes^ Defence  of  tite  Frontier^ 
Question,  Sir  Julian  Qoldsmid;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  19,  1G16 

Pay  of  Warrant  Officers  ^Depreciation  of  the 
RupeCt  Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  2,  30 

Port  of  Aden,  Question,  Mr.  T.  Sutherland  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Afar  10,  1032 

Public  S<rvice  Cummissiont  Question,  Sir 
Koper  Lethbridgo ;  Answer,  Tlio  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affnirs  (Sir 
Jnmcs  FerguMon)iVcir  13,  1077;  Questions, 
Mr.  King,  Mr.  Buchanan ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Slate  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  Mar  15,  1201 

The  Treaty  of  Oandamuk,  Question,  Mr. 
Hunter;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  Mar  13,  1085 

Finance,  &c. 

Expenditure — The  North.  Western  Frontier, 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  13,  1079 

Rail  way  8 »  Question,  Sir  Ugh  t  red  Kay -Shut  tie- 
worth  ;  Answer,  The  IFnder  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  Mar  2,  19 

Reventte  from  Intoxicating  Liquors,  Question, 
Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fer- 
gusson) Mar  13,  1081 

India — Government  of  India  {Frontier 
Policy) 

Moved,  ^'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  unwise  Frontier  Tolicy  of  the  Govcrn- 
meitt  of  India  is  producing  grave  financial 
difficulties  in  that  country,  leading  not  only 
to  increased  burdens  of  taxation,  but  to  the 
extension  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
for  Revenue  purposes,  with  serious  results 
to  the  moral  and  material  welfare  of  tho 
people'*  {Mr,  Slagg)  Mar  13,  1093;  after 
debate.  Moved,  ••  J  hat  tho  Question  bo  now 
put "  {Mr.  Caine) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to 

Question  put,  *'  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this 
House,  Ac.;"  A.  72,  N.  122;  M.  60 
(D.  L.  37) 

India    Office — Contracts  for   Stamps  and 
Stamped  Paper 
Questions,  Mr.  Ilanbury,   Mr.  llcnniker  Iloa- 
lon  ;  Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State 
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India  Office  ^Contracts  for  Stamps  and  Stamped 
Paper — cont. 

for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst),  Tho  Secretiry 
to  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  19, 
1C31 


Ireland  ( Questions) 

Civil  Service — Action  of  an  Official,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  8  ; 
693  ; — Promotion  of  Writers,  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  8,  565 

Destitution  in  the  Arran  Islands^  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour) ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  [no  re- 
ply] Mar  9,  705 

Distressed  Unions  (Ireland)  Act,  Question, 
Mr.  Foley;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  Mar  19.  1G35 

Franchise  Act  {Ireland),  IQQi^ Reaiuneration 
to  Clerks  of  Unions,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J. 
O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  12.874 

Irish  Newspapers  —  Government  Advertise^ 
mentt.  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  Gill ;  Answer, 
Tho  Under  Secretary  Mar  12,  873 

Killarney  Board  of  Ouardians — The  Lan^ 
caster  Regiment,  Questions,  Mr.  Hooper, 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington ;  Answers,  The 
Financial  Secretary,  War  Department  (Mr. 
Brodrick),  The  Under  Secretary  Mar  13, 
1069 

Loan  Fund  Board  al  Cashel,  Question,  Mr.  J. 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  12.  857 

Reproductive  Loan  Fund— County  Leitnm, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilayden ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  15,  1284 

Seed  Supply  {Ireland)  Act,  1880— Non^ Pay ' 
ment  of  the  Rate,  Questions,  Mr.  Uayden  ; 
Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden)  Mar  13,  1081 

Tns  ExEcuTivi  (Ireland) 

The  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary, 
Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  15,  1305 

The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — The  Attorney 
Ocncral  for  Ireland,  Questions,  Mr,  A.  E. 
Pease ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  8,  580 

CniMiNAL  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 

1887 

Prosecution  of  Mr.  J,  Hooper^  M,P.  for  Souih' 
East  Cork — Captain  Stokes^  RJ4,,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  Mar  13,  1069 

Mr.  P.  O'Britn,  M.P.,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  19,  1038  ;  Mar  20, 
1795 

Sentence'  on  Mr.  Snelling,  at  Sixmilebridge, 
Questions,  Mr.  Firth  ;  Answers,  Tho  Under 
Secretary  Mar  19,  1618 
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Ibeland— Cri')iit)ui{  Law  and    Procedure  Act, 
1887— cont. 

If oiteotting— Conviction i  at  Ennit,  Questions, 

Mr.  Paulton,  Mr.  Cox,   Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ; 

Answers,  The  Undersecretary  Mar  12,  845 
boycotting  in  Fermanagh,  Question,  Mr.  W, 

Redmond  ;    Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

Mar  6,  S61 

State  of  Co.  Fermanagh^  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
Mar  13,  1086 

Proclaimed  Meeting  cU  Youghal,  Questions, 
Mr.  Dillon;  Answers,  Tho  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  8,  591 

Prosecutions  against  NeiDSvendors,  Questions, 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  Mr.  John  Morloy  ; 
Answers,  Tbo  Under  Secretary,  Tho  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Mar  5, 178 

Sentence  on  Patrick  Ferriter,  a  Kewsvendor, 
Questions,  Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  Edward  Harring- 
ton, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  15,  1280 

Local  Govirnuent  Board  (Ireland) 

Constabulary  Barracks,  Ballinasloe,  Question, 
Mr.  Harris  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  19,  1634 

Payments  to  Road  Contractor s^Tipperary, 
N.R.^  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  0*Brien  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  20,  1701  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  21, 1872 

Court  op  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 

Case  of  Thomas  Moroney,  a  Prisoner  for  Con- 
tempt.  Questions,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth,  Mr.  II.  Gardner,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  8,  601  ; 
Questions,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth; 
Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
Mar  15,  1270  ;  Questions,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay. 
Shuttleworth,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  Mar  10,  lt)17 

Labourers'  (Ireland)  Acts 

The  Celbridge  Union^  Co,  KVdare,  Question, 
Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  12,  858 

Olster  Boards  of  Ouardians,  Question,  Mr. 
Mulholland  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Marl%  1424 

Land  (Ireland) 

Land  Act  (Ireland)  1870 — Repayment  of 
Loans,  Questions,  Mr.  Lea ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  2,  13 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Ilealy;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  13, 
1002 

Land  Purchase  {Ireland)  Act,  1885  —  The 
Skinners*  Estate,  Co.  Londonderry,  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  20, 1786 

\Gont, 


Irblaxd— con£. 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 

Leaseholders^  Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Tho  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Jfar  13, 
1001 

Purchasers,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to 
tho  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  16,  1431 

Section  30,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoui-)  Mar  15,  1311 

Irish  Land  Commission 

Appeals  in  Co,  Monaghan,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  6,  3C3 

Appeals  from  Landlords,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  13,  1074 

Evasion  of  Conditions,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  fho  Ex- 
cheauer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  20,  1770 

Lecuenolders  in  Castlederg,  Co,  Tyrone,  Ques- 
tions, I^rd  Ernest  Hamilton,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Ilealy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Childers ; 
Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary,  Tho  Secro- 
tiry  to  tho  Treasury  (.\tr.  Jackson),  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (.Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  12,  875 

Wexford,  Question,  An  hon.  Member  (for  Mr. 
J.  E.  Redmond) ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Se- 
cretary Mar  5,  171 

Fair  Rents 

Ahbeyleix  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Lalor  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  6,  381 

Co.  Doivn,  Question,  Mr.  Carew ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  JMar  6,  307 

Co,  Limerick,  Question,  Mr.  Finuoane ;  An- 
swer, Tho  Under  Secretary  Mar  13,  1073 

North  Monaghan,  Question,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  6,  364 

Delays,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Shaw  Lefe? re,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell  ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  12,  866 

Judicial  Rents 

Percentage —' Reduction  of  Judicial  Rents, 
Question,  Mr.  Blane ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  12,  862 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  19,  1028 

Sub'  Commissioners 

Appointment  of  Registrars  of  Sub'CommiS" 
iions,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  13,  1089 

Reduction  of  Sub-Commissioners,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
to  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  15,  1200 

Sittings 

Antrim,  Question,  Captain  M'Calmont ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  2,  22 

Armagh,  Question,  Mr.  Blane;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  8,  561 

Appeals  from  Sub-Commisiion,  Co,  Clare, 
Question,  M^.  P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  5, 180 
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Ibilaxd  — /n>A   Land   Commission^ SUttngt — 
cont. 

Co,  Doicttt  Question,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Aniwer,The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  6,  866 

Co.  Jhtblin,  Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  6,  368 

Xon<{/br<  Questions,  Mr,  T.  M.  llealy;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  20.  1783 

Manorhamilton,  Question,  Mr.  Conway;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  8.  571 

Kttcry  and  NeuitoxinhamHtcn^  Questions, 
Mr.  Blane,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  2,  21 

Wtxjord,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ;  An- 
■wers,  The  Under  Secretary  Mar  12,  865 

National  Kducatiox  (Ibbland) 

Board   of—Mohill   Sehooli^    Questions,    Mr. 

Ilayden ;   Answers,    The   Under  Secretary 

Mar  15,  1285 
National  Schools^ Patrick   0*Rorke,  Retired 

Teacher,  Question,  Mr.  Kennedy  ;  Answer, 

The  Under  Secretary  Mar  8,  572 

Sba  ako  Coast  Fishsbiks  (Irilano) 

Trawling  in  Lough  Stcilly,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  19,  1618 

PiBUB  AND  Harbours  (Ireland) 

Ballyeotton  Pier,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  Mar  9,  695 

Oreystonet  Harbour,  Co,  Wieklow,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  15,  1277 

Ihlyhead  Harbour — The  Plotter t  Rock,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boird  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  Mar  15,  1278 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Ireland) 

The  River  Bann,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilcaly  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  Mar  15, 
1281 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) 

Election  of  Ouardiant^  Union  of  Cootehill, 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  Mar  15,  12G8 
Surcharges  on  Loughrca  Ouardiant,  Question, 

Mr.  llarris ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

Mar  19,  1623 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Delivery  of  Mails  at  Macroom,  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  2,  26 

Dublin  Post  Office  —  Second-Class  Sorters, 
Questions,  Mr.T.  M.  llenly  ;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  13, 
1066 

Ennis  Post  Office,  Question,  Mr.  Deasy  ;  An- 
swer, The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Mar  19,  1640 

Sub-Post  Office  at  Knockatallon,  Question, 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  13,  1065 

Expenses  of  Sub-Postmasters,  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  The  I'o&tniastor 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  12,  860 

[eonl. 


Ireland— Poit  Office — cont. 

Parcel  Post  Baskets,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Ilealy  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  19,  1619 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

Compensation  for  Malicious  Injuries  — The 
Queen^s  Co.,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealy, 
Mr.  Lalor ;  Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary 
Mar  15,  1269 

Contetnpt  of  Court — Case  of  John  Ryan,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  II.  Gardner  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
SecrcUry  Mar  15, 1277 

Court  of  the  Recorder  of  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  llealy  ;  Answer,  Tho  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Mar  9, 
699 

Oratuity  to  Discharged  Prisoners,  Question, 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Under  SecreUry  Mar  12,  855 

Inqu€st  on  an  Infant  Child^Misconduet  of  a 
Coroner,  Questions,  Captain  M*Calmont, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Ruuell 
[no  reply]  Mar  6,  368 

The  Maoistracty  (Ireland) 

County    of  Fermanagh,  Question,    Mr.    W. 

Redmond  ;    Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

Mar  8,  581 
Limerick    Assises — Omission   of  the   Mayor 

from  the  Commission,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 

Answers,  The   Under    Secretary  Mar    16, 

1428 
Margarine    Act— Reduction  of  Fines,   Ques- 
tions. Mr.  T.  M.  llealy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Uusjcll; 

Answers,  Tho  Under  Secretary  Jfar  15,  1293 

"  Mr.  Balfour  and  the  Resident  Matfistrates,* 
Questions,  Mr.  Mac  Neili,  Mr.  T.  M. 
llealy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  9,  607 

Mr.  John  Byrne,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealy, 
Mr.  John  Morley  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Mar  13, 
1071 

Mr,  DArcy,  J,  P. — Irvinestown  Petty  Sessions, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  6,  362 

Co.  Clare— Mr.  Hickson,  Q.C,  Temporary 
County  Court  Judge,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy  ;  Answers,  Tho  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Mar  12, 
847 

Mr.  C Mara,  High  Sheriff  of  Limerick  {City), 
Question,  Mr.  Kimber;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secret.^ry  Mar  12,  853 

Mr,  Cecil  Roche,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  16,  1426 

Captain  Stokes,  Divisional  Resuient  Magis- 
trate for  Cork,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  6,  870 

Colonel  Turner,  Divisional  Magistrate  — 
Warnings  to  the  Priests  of  Clare  Co,,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  0,  350 

Law  axd  Police  (Ireland) 

Boif  col  ling  in  Oalway,  ^-c,  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  M.  lloaly  ;  Answers,  Tho  Under  Secre- 
tary Mar  13,  1072 
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Ibeland — Law  and  Poliee^coni. 

Ditlurbanee  at  Dromore,  Co,  Tyrone,  Question, 
Mr.  P  M' Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary Afar  2,  14 

Extra  Police  in  Dublin  County,  Question,  Mr. 
Clancy  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  12, 857 

Police  Barracks  at  Bellaghy,  Co,  Sligo^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Kennedy ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  Mar  12,  849 

Police  Barrack  at  Maeroom,  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  2,  26 

Woodford — Release  of  Mr,  Blunt,  Questions, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  13,  1075 

Prisons  (Irelakd) 

Mr,  Wilfrid  Blunt  and  Mr,  IVUliam  O'Brien, 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Lewis ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  10,  ICld 

Mrs.  Ryan,  a  Prisoner  in  Limerick  Oaol, 
Questions,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  Murphy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  Mar  5,  167 

Redwtion  of  a  Prison  Warder  at  Tullamore, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh :  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  C,  305 

State  op  Ireland 

Extra  Police — Co.  Weslmeath,  Question,  Mr. 
1>.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar2,2l 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

The  Disturbances  at  yfitchelstown.  Question, 
Mr.  Hooper  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
Mar  5,  177 

The  Riots  at  Youghal,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answers,   The    Under  Secretary   Mar   15, 
1268 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) 

Alleged  Firing  on  tlie  Person^  Co.  Mayo,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Crilly  :  Answer,  The  Undersecre- 
tary Mar  13,  1087 

Disturbances  at  Ennis,  Questions,  Mr.  Deasy, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  £.  SUnhope)  Mar  10,  1034 

Outrage  at  the  National  School,  Laekfoodra, 
Question,  Mr.  Powell- Williams;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  Mar  10,  1427 

Riots,  dsc.  (Irelakd) 

Charges  against  the  Police,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
Abraham  (Limerick,  W.);  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  15,  1287 

Disturbances  at  Miltown  Malbay,  Questions, 
Mr.  Panlton,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  Mar  12,  841 

Drumlish,  Co.  Longford,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  Mar  19,  1640 

Etiotiokb  (Ireland) 

Co.  Longford,  Question.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Mar  12,  850 

Mi:  Thomas  Moroney,  Question,  Mr.  Finucane  ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  Mar  13,  1075 


Ireland  —  Sunday  Closing  Acts  —  The 
Select  CommHtee 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land be  a  Member  of  the  said  Committee" 
Mar  10.  1702  ;  afler  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  Agreed  to 

Mored,  *'  That  Mr.  William  Johnston  be  a 
Member  of  the  said  Committee  ;  "  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  other 
Members  nominated 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  T.  W.  llussell  be  a  Mem* 
her  of  the  said  Committee ;  **  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  other 
Members  nominated 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newington,  Walworth 
Army  (Auxiliary   Forces)— Easter  Volunteer 

Review  at  Aldershot,  700 
Metropolis — Local  Government,  1310 
Metropolis  Local  Government,  2R.  1236 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Tower  Ham^ 
lets,  Stepney 
Coroners'  Electioni,  Motion  for  Leave,  685 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  LeedSy  N, 
Annual  Finance  Accounts — Pensions  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  702 

Civil  Service—Copyists,  1068,  1300,  1301 
Examinations  for   Lower  Division   Clerk- 
ships, 853 

Civil  Service  Writers,  1286  ;— Promotion,  578 
Competition  for  Lower  Division  Clerkships, 
878 

Customs  Department — Examination  for  Out- 
port  Clerkships,  1281 

Customs  House  (Statistical  Department) — 
Promotion  of  Writers,  1077 

Estimates  (Itevcnue  Department) — Warring- 
ton Commissioners  of  income  Tax,  1078 

India  Office  —  Contracts  for  Stamps  and 
Stamped  Paper,  1631 

Inland  Revenue — Stamp  Duties — Amount  Re- 
ceived for  Apprentice  Fees,  1623 

Ireland  «- Quest  ions 

Civil  Service — Promotion  of  Writers,  565 
Irish  Land  Commission — Leaseholders  in 
Castledorg,  Co.  Tyrone,  876,  877;— 
Reduction  of  Sub-Commissioners,  1206 
Land  Act,  1870 — Repayment  of  Loans,  13 
Land  Law  Act,    1837  •  Purchasers,  1431, 

1432 
Piers    and     Harbours — Ballycottoa    Pier, 
606 ;— Greystones  Harbour,  Co.  Wick- 
low,  1277 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Pro- 
bntcs  and  Letters  of  Administration—Dis- 
trict Probate  Registries,  1781 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Consid.  Amendt. 
1957,  1958,  1059 

Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies— Royal  Liver 
Friendly  Society,  105 

Uoyal  Commission  on  Civil  Establishments—* 
Customs  or  Principal  Coast  Officers,  568 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depar:- 
ments,  13C9.  1371,  1372 
Civil  Servioei  (Excesses),  1 100, 1 101 
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James,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury^  Lan- 
cashire 

Lnw  nnd  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Sen- 
tences of  Flogging,  20 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Corom.  add,  cl, 
1837.1839,  1841,  1842,  1846 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  118 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Islands  of  the  Pacific— Religious  Persecutions 

in  Tonga, /)00 
Poor  I^aw — Auditors  under  tho  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  10G4 

Jersey,  Earl  of 

llailway  and  Cnnal  Traffic,  Comm.  el.  12, 
Amendt.  1030  ;  cL  25,  Amendt.  1037,  1044, 
1040,  1052;  cl.  47,  Amendt.  1054 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  8. 

Civil  Servants— Political  Demonstrations — Mr. 

Geoffrey  Browning  and  Mr.  Fottrell,  1307 
Fishery   Acts   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1181 

Ireland — Lotteries    Act— Prize    Drawing    at 
Swords,  Co.  Dublin.  1282  ;— At  Dundalk, 
1027 
Magistracy — Co.  Fermanagh,  581 

Islands  of  tho  Pacific — Raiatea,  840 
New  South   Wal.es — Celebration  of  the  Cen- 
tennial, 851 
Paupers  Lunatics'  Asylums  (Ireland)  (Officers 
Superannuation ),Comm.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1181 

Kay-Siiuttleworth,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  U. 

J.,  Lancashire y   CUtheroe 
Goycrnment  of  India  (Frontier  Poliey),  Res. 

1150 
India  (Finance,  ito,) — Railways,  19 

Reports  of  Civil  Service  Commission,  20 
Ireland  —  Court    of    Bankruptcy  —  Thomas 

Moroney,  a  Prisoner  for  Contempt,  561,502, 

1270,  1017 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XXII.  Select  Committees, 

Amendt.  528 
Parliament  —  Private    Bill    Legislation  —  A 

Joint  Committee,  183 

Kelly,  Mr.  J.  B.  Camherwell,  N, 
Lotteries— Gladstone  Radical  Club,  703 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H.,  Bevon,  Honiton 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — DcTon 
Quarter  Sessions — Caso  of  Henry  Hart, 
1304 

South  Kensington  Department — Honiton  Laco 
Industry,  355 

Kennedy,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Sligo,  S. 

Ireland — Law  and  Polico— Police  Barracks  at 
Bellaghy,  Co.  Sligo,  840 
National  Schools— Patrick  O'Rorkc,  Re- 
tired Teacher,  572 


Kilbride,  Mr.,  JTerry  S. 
Metropolis  —  River   Thames  —  Deaths    from 
Starvation,  Drowning,  Ac.  854 

KiMBER,  Mr.  n.,  Wandsworth 

Africa  (Central) — Attacks  by  Arab  Slave 
Traders,  1035 

Africa  (South) — Transvaal  Republic  and  Zulu- 
land— Confederation,  1014 

Colonization — The  Secretary  of  State's  Circu- 
lar. 868 

Ireland  —  Magistracy — Mr.  0*Mara,  High 
Sheriff  of  Limerick  (City),  853 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.cL  1, 1802; 
cL  2,  1805 

Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establisbmcnts — 
First  Report,  571 

South  Indian  Railway,  3R.  1776 

Kiuberley,  Earl  of 

Electric    Lighting    Act    (1882)    Amendment 

(No.  1),2R.  147 
House  of  Lords,   Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 158S 
Land  Transfer,  2R.  1700 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  Res.  102 
Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  329 
Poor  Law  Relief,  Motion  for  an  Address,  554 
Private    Bill  Legislation,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 1204 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el,  12, 1031 
Soudan — Khartoum,  1422 

Kmo,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Hull,  Central 
Indian  Public  Service  Commission,  1291 

King-Harman,  Eight  Hon.  Colonel  E. 
R.  (Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland),  Kent,  Isle  of  Hianet 
Civil   Service  Estimates,   1886— Illegal  Pay- 
ments, 32,  33 
Ireland  —Questions 

Court  of  Bankruptcy — Thomas  Moroney, 
a  Prisoner  for  Contempt,  502,  503,  1276, 
1017 
Crime  and  Outrnge — Alleged  Firing  on  the 
Person,   Co.  Mayo,  1087 ;— Outrage  at 
the  National  School,  Lack foodra,  .1427 
Distressed  Unions  Act,  1035 
Fjectment  in  Co.  Longford,  850 
Evictions — Mr.  Thomas  Moroney,  1070 
Franchise    Act,    18S4 — Remuneration    to 

CIciks  of  Unions,  874 
Inland    Navigation    and    Drainage  —  The 

Hivcr  Bann,  1282 
Irish  Newspapers^ Government  Advertise- 
ments, 873 
Killarney  Board  of  Guardians — The  Lan- 
caster Regiment,  1009 
Labourers'  Acts — Celbridge  Union,  Go.  Kil- 
dare,  858  ; — Ulster  Board  of  Guardians, 
1424 
Law  Officers  of  tho  Crown — The  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland,  580 
Loan  Fund  Board  at  Cashel,  857 
Local    Government    Bo.ird— Constabulary 
Barracks,  Ballinasloe,  1025  ; — Payments 
to  Road  Contractors — Tippcrary,  N.R. 
1791 
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Kixa-IlARUAX,  Right  lion.  Colonel  E.  R.^eoni, 

I.otiories  Act — Prixe  Drawing  at  Dundnlk, 

1628;— Prizo   Drawing  at   Swords,  Co. 

Dublin,  1283.  1437,  1438 
National    Education,    Board    of  —  Mohill 

Schools.  1285 
National   Schools —Pa trick  O'Rorkc,    Re- 
tired Teacher,  573 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians — Union 

of    Cootchill,    1209;  —  Surcharges   on 

Loughrca  Guardians,  1624 
Reproductive   Loan    Fund —  Co.    Lcitrim, 

1284 
Riots,  Ac, — Charge  against   the  Police, 

1288;~Di8torbancc8  at  Miltown    Mal- 

baj,  845 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Disturbances 

at  Mitchelstown,  1 77 ; — Riots  at  Youghal, 

1203 
Sea    and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 

Lough  Swilly,lG18 
State  of  Ireland— Extra  Police,  Co.  West- 

meath,  22 

Ireland — Criminal   Law  and    Procedure   Act, 

1887— Questions 
Boycotting  in  Fermanagh,  362  ; — Convic- 
tion at  Ennis,  845,  840 
Prosecution  of  Mr.  J.   Hooper,   M.P.  for 

South-East  Cork— Captain  Stokes,  R..\L 

1070 
Prosecutions  against  Newsvendors.  178,170; 

—  Sentence  on  aNewsvcndor,  1280,  1281 
Sentence  on  Mr.  SncIIing,  at  Sixmilebridge, 

1618,1619 
State  of  Co.  Fermanagh,  1080 
Ireland— Irish  I^nd  Commission — Questions 
Appeals  from  Landlords,  1074 
Appeals  in  County  Monnghan,  364 
Judicial  Rents — Percentage  of    Reduction, 

802 :— Returns,  1028 
Leaseholders   in   Castlederg,   Co.   Tyrone, 

875,  870 
Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission— Fair  Rents 

— Questions 
Abbeylcix  Union,  381 
Applications  in  Co.  Down,  367 
Co.  Limerick,  1073 
Delays,  866.  867,  863 
North  Monaghan,  364 
Ireland — Irish  J.and  Commission— Sub-Com- 
missions— Questions 
Antrim,  22 
Armagh,  561 

Co.  Clare,  Appeals  from,  180 
Co.  Down,  306 
Co.  Dublin,  368 
Co.  Longford,  1783,  1784 
Manorboxnilton,  571 
Newry  ond  Newtownhnmilton,  21 
Wexford,  171,865,  860 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Questions 

Compensation  for  Malicioas  Injuries — The 

Queen's  Co.  1271 
Contempt  of  Court — Case  of  John  Ryan, 

1277 
Gratuity  to  Diteharged  Prisoners,  855 
Inquest  on  an  Infant  Child — Misconduct  of 

a  Coroner,  360,  370 
Ireland— Law  and  PoUce^Qaestioni 
Boycotting  in  Galway,  Ac.  1072,  1073 
Disturbance  at  Dromore,  Co.  Tyrone,  15 
Extra  Police  in  Dablin  Co.  858 

[cotU. 


Kinq-IIaruax,  Right  Uon.  Colonel  E.  K,—cont» 

Police  Barrack  at  Maoroom,  20  ;«At  Bol- 

laghy,  Co.  Sligo,  849 
Woodford— Release  of  Mr.  Blunt,  1075 

Ireland  -Magistracy — Questions 

Captain  Slokos,  Divisional  Resident  Magis- 
trate for  Cork,  371,  372 

Colonel  Turner — Wnrnings  to  the  Priests  of 
Clare  Co.  357,  358,  359 

Co.  Fermanagh,  581 

Limerick  Assizes — Omission  of  the  Mayor 
from  the  Commission,  1428,  1429 

Margarine  Act,  1887 — Reduction  of  Fines, 
870,  1083,  1208 

Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  1426, 1437 

Mr.  D'Arcy,  J.P.— >IrTincstowQ  Petty  Ses- 
sions, 362,  363 

Mr.  0*Mara,  Iligh  Sheriff  of  Limerick 
(City),  854 

Ireland — Prisons— Questions 

Mr.    Wilfrid     Blunt    and     Mr.     William 

O'Brien,  1613 
Mrs.  Ryan,  A  Prisoner  in  Limerick  Gaol, 

167 
Reduction  of  a  Prison  Warder  at  Tullamore, 

365 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ao.\  Comm. 
1710,  1721,  1723,  1721,  1725,  1733,  1742, 
1743 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1370,  1381,  1382 

KNATOHBULL-HuGESSENjMr.H.  T.,  Eenty 

Faversham 
Africa  (South)— Railway  at  Delagoa  Bay.  1279 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),   Res.  XIII.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 302 

KiojTSFORD,  Lord  (Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Colonies) 
British  and  other  Foreign  Colonies — Sale  of 

Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Native  Raccs^Cor- 

respondence,  155 
Merchandize  Maiks  Act,  1260 

Labouohere,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Egypt — Army  of  Occupation  (Numbers),  1271 

Exiles  in  Ceylon,  1272 
Egypt — Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1515, 

1510 
House  of  Lords,  Res.  703»  782,  784,  803 
Lotteries  Act — ''  Blackburn  Evening  Express, 

1304 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales) — Abbey dora 

Magistrates— Qcorge  Walkins,  1272 
National  Debt  (Conversion),  Consid.  1959, 1960 
Post  OflBce— Pay  of  Parcel  Postmen,  1273 
Thames     Preservation    Act,    1885  ^  Steam 

Launches  on  the  Thames,  1201 

Lahour  Bureau — Indentured  Apprentice" 
shipn 
Question,  Mr.  Cremcr;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
lleaeh}Jfar  15,1309 
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Labourers^  Allotments  Act,  1887 

Farnhorcughy  Questions,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Jesse 
Collings,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill ;  ADSwers,  The 
President  of  the  Local  GoTercment  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  8.  673 

Kewport  Pagnell  Board  of  Ouardians,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  GoTernment  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  Mar  15,  1274 

Town  Council  of  Tenterden,  Question,  Mr. 
Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
GoTernment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  8, 
572 

Lalob,  Mr.  E.,  Queen^s  Co,f  Leix 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Fair  Rents 
in  Abbeyloix  Union,  381 
Law  and  Justice— Compensation  for   Ma- 
licious Injuries — Queen's  Co.  1270 

Lamington,  Lord 
Metropolis  (Street  Improrements) — Hjde  Park 

Corner,  883 
Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887,  4 

Land  Charges  Begistration  and  Searches 
Bill  [Hx.] 

( The  Lord  Hobhouse) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  1»*  Mar  12  (No.  40) 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

{Mr,  Parnella  Mr,  Juttin  MCarthy,  Mr,  Sexton, 
Mr,  Dillon,  Mr,  O'Brien,  Mr.  T,  M,  Healy) 

c.  Moved,    '<  That  the   Bill    be   now  read   2° " 
Jfar  21,  1873 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  add  "  no 
Bill  providing  for  a  o(»mposition  of  arrears 
of  rent  in  Ireland  will  ho  satisfactory  to  this 
House,  and  effentual  for  the  relief  of  the 
tenants,  which  does  not  at  the  same  time 
deal  with  their  debts  to  other  creditors  be- 
sides the  landlords"  {Mr.  Powell- TFilliami) 
V, ;  Question  'proposed,  '*  That  the  words, 
&o.  ;"  after  debate,  Qucotion  put;  A.  243, 
N.  328  ;  M.  85 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1917 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Land  Perpetuity  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,   Macartney f  Mr.    T,    W.    Russell,    Colonel 

Waring) 
c.  Ordered  ;>ead  1»  •  Mar  16  [Bill  170] 

Land  Transfer  Bill [ul.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Moved,  "  That   the    Bill    be   now   read   2* " 

Mar  20,  1762 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (*'  now  ")  add  ("  this  day 

six  months  ")  {The  Lord  Arundcll  of  War- 

dour);  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
After   further   short  debate,   original    Motion 

agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2"  (No.  21) 


Law  and  Justice  (Enqland  and  Wales) 

( Questions) 

Badsworth  Poaching  Affray,  Question,  Mr. 
Summers ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Stato 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  1 2,  864 

County  Court  Acts —Suffolk,  Question,  Mr.F.  S. 
Stevenson  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Depart  ment  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  12,  848 

Devon  Quarter  Sessions — Case  of  Henry  Hartt 
Question,  Sir  John  Kennaway  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  10,  1304 

Heavy  Sentence  at  Mumford  Petty  Sessions^ 
S,  M,  Cock,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  15, 1278 

Hereford  Quarter  Sessions — Severe  Sentences 
on  Boys,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  5,  168 

High  Court  of  Justice  {Chancery  Division), 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Web- 
ster) Mar  12,  878 

Probates  and  Letters  of  Administration — Dis* 
trict  Probate  Registries,  Question,  Mr.  Tom- 
linson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  Mar  20,  1780 

Sentences  of  Flogging,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
James  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  2, 
26 

The  Magistracy  (England  and  Walbs) 

The  Abbey dore  Magistrates — George  Walkins, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  15,  1272 

The  Metropolitan  Magistracy— Alterations  of 
Magisterial  Districts,  Question,'  Mr.  II. 
Gardner  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  13,  1082 

Criminal  Law 

Flogging,  Question,  Mr.  R.  T.  Reid  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  8,  682 

Law     and     Police      (England     and 
Wales)  ( Questions) 

Clapham  Common,  Question,  Mr.  Caine  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  5,  172 

Disturbances  in  Trafalgar  Square —  The  Mili' 
tary.  Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  16. 1432;— 
The  Police  {Injuries),  Question,  Mr.  Pickers- 
gill;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  16,  1433 

77(0  Salvation  Army  in  Torquay,  Question, 
Mr.  Mallook  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr, 
Matthews)  Mar  12,  869 


LAW  LIM  {SESSION    1888} 

Law  of  Distress  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  HersehtU) 
I  Report  Mar  lo.  1251  (No.  23) 


LIT 


LOO 


Lawson,   Sir  W.,   Cumberland,    Cocker- 
mouth 
Sunday  Closing  Acts   (Ireland),    Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  1704,  1707,  1708 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8L  Paneras,  W. 

f..ocal  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1657 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  84 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Londonderry^  8, 

Ireland— Land     Act,     1870— Repayment    of 
Loans,  13 


Lbfevrb,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission— Fair  Rents 
—Delays,  867,  868 

Lbiohton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  Oswestry 

Cyprus— Taxes,  569,  570 

Oaths,  2R.  Amendt.  1191,  1194 

Post  Office— Postal  Service  to  Cyprus,  569 

Lethbbidge,  Sir  B.,  Kensinyton,  N. 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 

1180 
India— Public  Service  Commission,  1077 

Lewis,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 

Ireland— Prisons— Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  and  Mr. 

W.  O'Brien.  1613 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1657 
National    Debt    (Conversion) — Explanations, 

1289;~Uoldings  (Numbers),  1275 
National  Debt  (Conversion),   IR.   882;  2R. 

1458,  1457  ;  Amendt.  1458  ;  Comm.  add,  cl, 

1843 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  XXI.  Notices  on  going 

into  Committee  of  Supply,  527 

Liability  of  Trustees  Bill  [k.l.] 

(The  Lord  Hertchell) 

L  Read  2%  after  short  debate  Mar  8,  534 

(No.  24) 
Referred  to  Select  Comm.  Mar  12 


Lichfield,  Bishop  of 

Cathedral  Churches,  Comm.  cl.  11,  Amendt. 
1407 

Limited  Liability  Companies — Leyislation 

Question,  Sir  William  Ilouldsworth ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Uicks- Beach)  Mar  15,  1295 


Literature,  Science,  and  Art 

Effect  of  Light  on  Water  Colours,  Question, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  llart 
Dyke)  Mar  2,  22 

Metropolu^Charterfor  a  Teaching  Univertity, 
Question,  Lord  llersohell  :  Answer,  The 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  i/ar  12,817 

SiMth  Kentington  Department — The  Honiton 
Lace  Industry,  Question,  Sir  John  Kenna- 
way ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  liart  Dyke)  Mar  6,  355 

Llewbllyn,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Somerset,  N. 

Bristol  Water,  2R.  Amendt.  334, 342, 351,  354 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1693 

Local  Government  Board — President 
{see  EiTCHiE,  Eight  Hon.  0.  T.) 


Local  Government  Board — Secretary 
to  {see  Long,  Mr.  W.  H.) 


Local  Government  Boundaries  Act,  1887 — 
Ths  Boundaries  Commission 
The  Report,  Questions,  Mr.  Chanoing,  Mr.  F. 
S.  Stevenson ;    Answers,  The  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
Mar  15, 1303 
Warwickshire,  Question,  Mr.  Dugdale :    An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  13,  1088 


Local  Goverfiment  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill 

Observations,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie);  Questions, 
Viscount  Kbrington,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Ritchie  Mar  12,  881 

The  Metropolis,  Question,  Mr.  Baumann ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  9,  703 

Local  Goyemment  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill 

(Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  \Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr.  Long) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  19, 16i0 ; 
after  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  BUI  ordered  :  read  1°  •        [Bill  182J 

Local  Ooyernment  (£ngland  and  Wales) 
Electors  Bill 

{Mr.  Ritchie,  Mr.    William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer,  Mr.    Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr.  Long) 
c.  Ordered;  read  l'  •  Mar  10  [Bill  181] 


LOO 


LOB 
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Local  Oovernment  {England  and  Wale*) — 

Poor  Law  Ouardians 
Question,     Mr.     Broad  hurst ;     Answer,     Tho 
Presifiont  of  tho  Local  Government   Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  3/ar  20,  1794 

Local  (Government  (Ireland)  FroTisional 
Orders   (Bangor   and   Warrenpoint) 

Bm  [n.L.] 

{The  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur  let/) 
I,  RcaU  2*  Afjir  15 

Local  Taxation — Paup$r  Lunatic  Asylums 
— The  Government  Orant 
Question,  Mr.  Allison  ;  Answer,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  tho  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschon)  Mar  13, 
10G8 

LocKwooD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Public  Meetings  in  tho  Metropolis,  Res.  114 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continu- 
ance Bill 
Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Tatton  Kgerton  3{ar  8.  5Bi ; 
Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Tho  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith) 
Mar  19,  1093  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Bnumann, 
Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  Fen  wick ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Speaker,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(.\1r.  W.  11.  Smith)  Mar  16,  U3J 

London  Labour  Market,  The — Immigration 

of  Destitute  Aliens 
Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  10,  1429 

LoNO,   Mr.  W.   H.    (Secretary  to  the 

Local  Government  Board),    Wilts ^ 

Devizes 

Adulteration  of  Food — American  Cheese,  1061 

Food    Supply  —  Adulterated     Cheese    from 

Canada,  1778 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo* 

tion  for  Leave,  1701,  1702 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Questions 
Election  of  Guardians — Coventry,  18,  19 
Margarine     in     Fulham     Workhouse    Id* 

firmary,  1032 
Parochial  Medical  Officers,  10 

Lord  Advocate,  The  {see  Macdonald, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  —  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  {nee  Balfour,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.  ) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  to  the 
{see  Kino-Harman,  Bight  Hon. 
Uolonel  E.  E.) 


Lord  President  of  thb  Council  {se$ 
Cranbrook,  Viscount) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Prisons  (Scotland),  U12 

Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1387,  5,  7 

Lotteries  Acts 
^* Blaekburii    Evening    Express"    Questions, 
Mr.  Laboucliero ;    Answers,   The  Attornoy 
General  (Sir  Uioliard  Webster)  Mar  15, 1304 
Church     Conservative    Club,     Question,    Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;     Answer,     The     Secretary    of 
State  for  the   Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) Mar  13.  1076 
Gladstone  Radical  Club,  Question,  Mr.  Kelly ; 
Answer,   The   Secretary   of   Stato   for   the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  9, 
7(^3 
Prite  Drawings  at  Dundalk,  Question,   Mr. 
Johnston ;     Answer,     The     Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Ilarman)  Mar  19,  1627 
Distribution  of  Prizes  (Rossendale),  Question, 
Mr.   Cobb;    Tho   Secretary   of  State   for 
the    Homo    Department   (Mr.    Matthews) 
Mar  2,  29 
Prize  Drawing  at  Sujords,  Co.  Dublin,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Johnston,   Mr.  Cobb;  Answers, 
The   Parliamentary   Under   Secretary   for 
Ireland  (Colonel  King-Ilarman),  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  15,  1282  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answers, 
The   Tarliamontary   Under   Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  ICing-IIarman)    Mar   16, 
1437 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  Pen- 

riih 
Charity    CommisMon  —  Endowed    Schools— 
Attwell*s  Charity,  1289  ;~Distribation  and 
Numbers,  1294 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  University 

National     Debt     (Conversion),     2R.     H68 ; 
Comra.  d.  I,  1802  ;  cl,  2,1800  ;  el,  10,  1816 
National  Debt  (Conversion)— The  Bonus,  1079 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1794 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1416,  1451 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [u.l.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Read  2«,  after  short  debate  Mar  2,  7  (No.  22) 
Committeo  Mar  9,  601 
Report  Mar  20,  1751 

Lymington,     Right     Hon.     Viscount, 
Devon,  South  Molton 
rarliament—  Business  of  the  House  (Rules  o( 
rroccdure),    Res.    XI II.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 395  ;  Amcndt.  393 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  Q.  E.,  Antrim,  8. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  dsc],  Comm. 
1726 


MAO       MAO 


McCalmont,  Oaptain  J.,  Antrim,  E, 

Ireland — Irish  Land  Commission — Sub-Com- 
mission in  Antrim,  32 
Law   and   Justice— Inquest    on   nn  Infant 
Cliild— Misconduot  of  a  Coroner,  308 
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Mackixtosr,  Mr.  C.  Fbabsr* —eon/. 

Scotland —*'  Aifitation  in  Lewis/'  575,  570 


Maodonald,  Eight  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Edinlvrgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities 
Bargh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland),  2R.  1749 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  IS82 
(Madras  College),  Motion  for  an   Address, 
1028, 1029 
Fisheries   (England  and  Wales) — Regulation 

of  Fisheries  in  Morecambe  Bay,  1785 
ParUament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.   XIII.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 448,  449 
Scotlan  d — Questions 

"Agitation  in  Lewis.*'  575,  570  ;—Trial  of 

the  Prisoners,  701 
Bankruptojr — Case  of  Auld,  a  Bankrupt,  of 

Aberdeen,  332 
Burgh  Police  and  Health,  191,  580,  587, 

703 
Destitution  in  the  Western  Islands^  Supply 

of  Seed,  1071 
District  lload   Boards  Clerks  and   Trea- 
surers, 1207 
Education — Education  Rates  in  the  High- 
lands and  Islands,  1062 
Fisheries  — Legislation,  1432 
Fishery    Board — Mussel    Beds     in    Tidal 

Waters,  607  :— Trawling,  100,508 
Law  and  Justice— Mr.  George  Robertson, 

14 
Police  at  Rogart,  Sutherlandshire,  1300 
Presumption  of  liife  Limitation  Act,  1881, 

1424 
Scottish    Universities — Reform  and    En- 
dowment, 582 
Technical  Schools  Act — Memorandum  of 

the  Education  Department,  701 
Universities  Bill,  1282 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sligo,  N. 
Ireland— Law    and    Police— Disturbances    at 

Dromore,  Co.  Tyrone,  14 
Post  Office— Rural  Letter  Carriers,  380 
Sunday  Closing   Acts  (Ireland],  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  1 705 

McDonald,  Dr.  E.,  Ros%  and  Cromarty 

Scotland —Post  Office— Anonymous  Letters  to 
Lady  Matheson,  104 

Macdonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,    Queen's  Co,, 
Ossory 
Oaths,  2R.  1203,  1221 

McKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Monaghan,  S. 
Ireland— Irish  T^and  Commission— Fair  Rents 
in  North  Monaghan,  304 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fraser-,  Inverness^ 
shire 
Army  (Royal  Artillery)— Case  of  Bombardier 
Allan  Smith,  1200 


District   Road   Board— Clerks  and   Trea- 
surers, 1207 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire^  Crewe 

Adulteration  of  Food — American  Cheese,  1001 
Commons — Pursuing  Game,  100 

Maclean,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Oldham 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Res. 
1101,  1104 

Maclxtre,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire^  8.E,, 

Stret/ord 
National  Debt  (Conversion)  —  Explanations, 
1200 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  8.,  Donegal,  8. 

Ireland — Magistracy — "  Mr.  Balfour  and  the 
Resident  Magistrates,"  007 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Duhltn  University 

Ireland—  Questions 

Land  Law  Act,  1887— Leaseholders,  1001 
Law  ond  Justice— Court  of  the  Recorder  of 

Dublin,  609 
Magistracy — Co.  Clare— Mr.  Ilickson,  Q.C. 

Temporary   County   Court   Judge,  817, 

848  ;-Mr.  John  Byrne,  1071. 1072 
Seed  Supply  Act,  1880— Non-Payment  of 

the  Rate,  1084 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature — Council  of 

Law  Reporting,  098 

Maqheramorne,  Lord  (Ohairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  AVorka) 
Metropolis— Street  Improvements — llydo  Park 
Corner,  834 

Malcolm,  Colonel  J.  W.,  ArgylUhire 
Education   (Scotland) — Education    Rates    in 

the  Highlands  and  Islands,  1002 
Trawling  (Scotland),  2R.  083 

Mallock,  Mr.  E.,  Deton,  Torquay 
Law  and  Police— Salvation  Army  in  Torquay, 
859 

Malta 

The  New  CunttiliUion,  Question,  Mr.  Bau- 
roann ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (B-iron  Ilenry  de 
Worms)  Mar  0,379; — The  Papers,  Question, 
Mr.  Baumann  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry 
de  Worms)  Afar  10,  1433 

Margarine  Act,  1887 — Reduction  of  Fines 

(^Ireland) 
Questions,  Mr.  Murphy ;  Answers,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-IIarman):  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Uealy  [no  reply]  Har  12,  870 ;  Ques- 
tions. Mr.  Murphy,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- II tr man)  Mar  13, 
1083 
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Marlborough,  Duke  of 

Electric    Lighting    Act    (1883)  Amendment, 

2R.  141 
Railway  and  Canal  TraflSc,  Comm.  cl  25,  104G 

Marriages  {Roman   Catholic)  at   Victoria 

Bocks — The  Registrar 
Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Ifar  15,1293 

Marriott,  Eight  Hon.  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Brighton 
Egypt ~ Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1506, 
1516,  1535 

Marxjm,  Mr.  E.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 

Land    Law  (Ireland)    Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1888 

Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham,  E, 
Burials — Alleged  Burial  Alive  at  Leeds  Ceme- 
tery, 33 
Coal   Mines  Regulation  Act,  1872 — Employ- 
ment of  Women  and  Girls  (Numbers),  563 
Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act,  1887— Hours  of 

Work  of  Women,  34 
Commons — Pursuing  Game,  100 
Constabulary  Forces — Superannuation,  871 
Copyhold  Act,  1887— Clause  30,  177 
County  Court  Acts— Suffolk,  848 
Employers'  Liability  Acts,  1207  ;— Death  of  a 

Girl  at  a  Rope  Factory,  170 
Epping  Forest— Prosecution  of  Gipsies,  1430 
Factory  and    Workshops  Act,  1878— Appeal 

from  the  Dundee  Sheriff  Court,  1614 
Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales)— Ques- 
tions 
Badsworth  Poaching  Affray,  864 
Devon  Quarter  Sessions— Case  of   llenry 

Unrt,  1304 
Hereford  Quarter  Sessions— Severe   Sen- 
tences on  Boys,  169 
Mumford    Petty     Sessions— Heavy    Sen- 
tence—S.  M.  Cock,  1278 
Sentence  of  Flogging,  20 
Law  and  Police  (Metropolis)— Clapham  Com- 
mon, 173 
Salvation  Army  in  Torquay,  850 
Lotteries  Act- Questions 

Church  Conservative  Club,  1076 
Distribution  of  Prises  (Rosscndale),  30 
Gladstone  Radical  Club,  704 
Prize   Drawing   at    Swords,  Co.    Dublin, 
1283 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Abbe jdore 
Magistrates— George  Walkins,  1273 
Metropolitan    Magistracy — Alterations   of 
Magisterial  Districts,  1083 
Memorandum   of   Sir   Charles    Warren   (Mr. 

Baggallay),  Res.  1857,  1859,  1861 
Metropolis— Safety  of  the  Streets,  174 

School    Board  —  Punishment    tor     Non- 
Attendancc,  1276 
Metropolitan  Board   of   Works— Royal  Com- 
mission, 3C8 

\conU 


Matthiws,  Right  Hon.  H. — eorU, 

Metropolitan  Police — Questions 

Assaults   by  Police  Constables — Returns. 

377,  1286  ;  —  William   Rogers— Assault 
by  a  Police  Constable,  376 

John   Coleman— Charge  of  Assault,  187, 

378,  585 
Numbers,  17 

Pension  to  Police  Constable,  285l,  700 
Police  Constable  08a,  850 
Primitive  Methodist  Gospel  Mission,  577 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1704 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  SO, 

37,  120 
Reformatory  Schools — The  Thirtieth  Report, 

176 
Scotland— Reformatory  and  Industrial  Scbools 

Bill,  361 
Supreme   Court    of  Judicature   Act,   1875 — 

Visitors  of  Chancery  Lunatics,  1780 
Toleration  Act — Nonconformists  in  Yorkshire, 

1782 
Torquay  Harbour  and  District  Act,  1886— The 

Salvation  Army,  1780, 1700 
Trafalgar    Square,     Disturb! noes     in  —  The 

MiliUry,    1432,    1433 ;— The    Police    (In- 
juries), 1433 
Vaccination —The  Rey.    T.  Maine,    Ashton- 

under-Ljne,  861 
Wales— Tithe  Agitation — Anglesey — Distraints 

at    Heneglwys,    1627,    1701 ; — Emergency 

Men,  570 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A  Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wig  ton 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Case  of 
Cow  Disease  in  Wiltshire,  860 

Matne,   Admiral  E.   0.,  Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
046,  949,  052,  053,  060 

Merchandize  Marks  Act 

Question,  Observations,  Lord  Hersohell ;  sbort 
debate  thereon  ifar  15,  1256 

Merchant  Shipping 

Collisions  at  Sea—'*  Britannie**  and"  Celtic,'* 
Question,  Mr.  Channing;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miebael 
Hicks.  Beach)  Mar  8,  566 

Saving  Life  at  Sea — Legislation,  Question, 
Mr.  Howard  Vincent;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks- Beach)  Mar  8,  582 

Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appli- 
ances) Bill  [H.L.]         (The  Earl  of  Onslow) 
i.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  Mar  15  (No.  43) 

Metropolis 
River  Thames  —  Deaths  from  Starvation, 
Drowning,  &e.,  Question,  Mr.  Kilbride  ; 
Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortloy) 
Mar  12,854 

leoHi. 
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Safely  of  the  Sireett,  Question,  Mr.  Cogliill ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  fcr  the 
Homo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  6, 
173 

Street  Improvementi  —  Hi/de  Park  Corner, 
Question,  Observations,  Enrl  Forteseue, 
Lord  Lnmington,  The  Earl  of  Powis,  Lord 
Mnghernmorno  (Chairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works) ;  Reply,  Lord 
Henniker  ifar  12,832 

[See  title  Fublie  Meetingt] 

Metropolis  Local  Goyernment  Bill 

(Mr,  Isaacs,  Afr.  Kimber,  Major^Oeneral  Ooids' 

worthy,  Mr,  Baumann,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr* 

Hunt,  Sir  Quyer  Hunter,  Colonel  Duncan) 

e.  2R.  Further  Froceediogs  adjourned  Mar  14, 
123G  [Bill  14] 

Question,  Mr.  Isaacs ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  ot  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Mar  15,  1310 

Metropolitan    Board    of    Works  — 
Chairman  {see  Maohbramorne,  Lord) 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Question,  Mr.  Firth  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  20, 
1793 
The  Royal  Commimioft,  Question,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Ilomo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  6,  368 

Metropolitan  Police 
Numbers,  Questions,  Mr.  Firth  ;  Answers.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  2,  17 

Pension  to  Police  Constable  285l,  Questions, 
Mr.  Qent-Davis  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) Mar  0,  699 

Police  Conttabte  98a— Pay,  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  12,  850 

Primitive  Methodist  Gospel  Mission,  Question, 
Mr.  R.  Chamberlain  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  8,  577 

Superannuation,  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent;  Answer,  Tne  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
ifar  12,871 

Assaults 

Alleged  Assault  by  the  Police,  Question,  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  15, 1286 

John  Coleman-^ Charge  of  Assault,  Questions, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  :  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Dopartmcnt  (Mr.  Mat- 
ihcwsj  Mar  5,  160 ;  Mar  6,  377  ;  Mar  8, 
585 
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Metropolitan  Police — Assaults— eout. 

William  Bogers-^ Assault  by  a  Police  Con- 
f/a&/«.  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  6,  376 

Returns,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  0,  376 

Metropolitan  Police — Memorandum  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  {Mr,  Bagg allay) 
Moved,  <*  That  this  House  regreta  that  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Metropolitan  Polioe 
should,  in  an  oflScial  Memorandum  read  to 
his  subordinates,  have  reflected  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Law  by  Mr.  Ernest  Bag- 
gallay,  one  of  the  Stipendiary  Magistrates  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  is  of  opinion  that  such  a 
course  must  tend  to  produce  a  most  preja- 
dicial  effect  by  weakening  the  authority  of 
the  Magistrate  over  the  Police  within  bis 
jurisdiction  "  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  Mar  20, 1849 ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Question  be  not 
now  put "  (Afr.  Secretary  Matthews)  ;  after 
debate.  Motion  for  Previous  Question  and 
Original  Motion  withdrawn 

MiDLETON,  Viscount 
Navy— Iron- C lads  on  the  Indian  Station,  9 

MiLLToivNy  Earl  of 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  2R.  8 
Pharmacy  Aets  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  el, 
328,  330 

Mining  Leases  (Cornwall  and  Devon)  Bill 

(^Mr,  Charles  Acland,  Mr,  Bickford' Smith,  Mr, 
Bolitho,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr,  M* Arthur,  Mr. 
SeaU'Hayne) 

e.  Read  2"  •ifar  7  [Bill  114] 

Monk  Bretton,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el,  24, 1035 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  Whits- 
chapel 
National    Dvbt  (Conversion),   Comm.   cl,   1, 
1803 

More,  Mr.  B.  J.,  Shropshire,  Ludlow 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1602 

Morgan,  Eight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
bighshire, E, 

Egypt— Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1402 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works — The  Royal 
Comraiss'on.  363 

Parliament— Sittings  of  the  House— Friday, 
March  10,  880 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIIL  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 471,  482 

Morgan,  Mr.  0.  V.,  Batter  sea 
Civil  Service— Copyists,  1007,  1300 
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MoRLET,  Earl  of 

Iloase  of  Lords,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittco,  1604 

MoRLBY,  Right  Hon.  J.,  NeweastU-upon- 

Tyne 
Iloate  of  Lords,  Ros.  800,  802 
Ireland— Criminal    Law   and   Procedure    Act, 
1887—  Prosecutions    against    NewsTen* 
dors.  179 
Magistracy — Mr.  John  Byrne,  1071 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary   to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  ibc.],  Comm. 
741,  1639.  1736.  1737 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1447 

Iloroeeo — Foreign  Proieotion 
Question,    Sir   John    Simon ;     Answer,   The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs 
(Sir  James  Fergasson)  Mar  8,  090 

Mortmain  and  Charitable  Uses  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Committee*  Mar  0  (No.  16) 

Report  •  Mar  8  (No.  33) 
Read  S*^  Mar  13 

e.  Read  l""*  Mar\5  [Bill  174] 

Mowbray,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Committee  of  Selection  (Special  Report).  1092 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),     lies.    XIII.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 384 

Mowbray,   Mr.  R.   G.   C,   Lancashire ^ 
Presiwich 
Post  Office— llalfpenny  Postage  Company,  23 

MuLHOLLAND,  Mr.  H.  L.,  Londonderry, 
N, 

Ireland — Labourers'  Acts,  1885-6  —  Ulster 
Board  of  Guardians,  1424 

MuNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside 

"  Board  of  Trade  Journal  "—Mr.  Giffen,  579 

Civil  Servants— Political  Demonstrations,  1C21 

National  Tebt  Acts,  Res.  532 

Tarlinment — Business  of  the  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committees,  519 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic.  1630 

Scotland — Industrial  and  Reformatory  Schools, 
361 

Murdoch,  Mr.  0.  T.,  Reading 
National  Debt  Acts,  Comm.  737 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Ros.  71,74 

MuBPHY,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick^ s 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  680 
Ireland — Prisons — Mrs.  Ryan,  a   Prisoner  in 

Limerick  Gaol,  107 
Margarine  Act,  1887— Fines  in  Dublin,  870, 

10v«3  j 
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McRPHT,  Mr.  W.  M.— con/. 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  678 

War  Office    (Contracts)— Works  to  bo    Exe- 
cuted in  Ireland,  180,  181 
War   Department   Works    (Irelan'l),    874, 
1083 

National  Debt  (Conyersion)  Bill 

( Mr.  Courtney,  Mr,  IFilliam  Henry  Smith,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exehequei;  Mr,  Jaekton) 

c.  Resolutions  in  Committee  ifor  9,  706 

Resolutions  reported,  and,  after  short  debate, 
agreed  to  Mar  12,  832 ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  1«  •  Bill  1«4] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
Mar  16,  1453 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  add 
"  baring  regard  to  great  loss  and  injary 
sustained  by  the  Tory  large  uamber  of  per- 
sons who  hold  small  amounts  of  stook,  the 
interest  on  which  is  proposed  to  be  redaoed, 
and  to  the  small  annual  reduction  in  the 
public  burdens  effected  by  the  propoied  eon- 
version,  this  lloQse  thinks  it  inexpedient  to 
make  the  change  proposed"  (Sir  Charles 
Leuns)  «.  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  Main  Question  put ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Committee ;  Report  Mar  20,  1798 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended,  read 
Mar  21,  1956;  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be 
re-committed"  {Mr,  Cozens- Hardy);  Ques- 
tion put.  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  it  bean  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee, That  they  have  power  to  consider  a 
clause  to  empower  trustees  to  invest  the 
proceeds  of  funds  converted  or  ezohanged 
under  the  Bill  in  certain  other  securities 

Committee  ;   Report ;  as  amended,  considered 

National  Debt  ( Conversion)  Bill 

Conversion  of  the  Three  Fer  Cents,  Qaettion, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler  :  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
Mar  9,  704 

Conversion  by  Trustees,  Question,  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen)  Mar  12,  868 

Explanations,  Questions,  Sir  Charles  Lewis, 
Mr.  Scale- llayne,  Mr.  Maolure ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Mar  15, 1289 

Holdings  (Numbers),  Questions,  Sir  Charles 
Lewis,  Mr.  T.  M.  liealy  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goaeben) 
Mar  15,1275 

Pensions  to  National  School  Teachers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
Mar  20,  1787 

The  Bonus,  Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  13,  1079 

Trustees*  Accounts,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Hoare  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  16,  1429 

Trustees,  Question,  Mr.  F.  S.  Powell ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  Mar  19,  1633 
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Navy  (Questiom) 

Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Explanatory  of  the  Navy  Estimatee,  18S8-9 
Mar  12,  886 

Administration  of  the  Navy  ^Captain  Hall^ 
Director  of  Naval  Jntelligence,  Qaestion, 
I^rd  Charles  Beroford  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  llamil- 
tOD)  Mar  20,  1700 

Coattguard  Station  at  Came,  Co.  Wexford, 
Question,  Mr.  Harris  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) iS/ar  8,  560 

Iron-Clade  on  the  Indian  Station^  Question, 
Observotions,  Viscount  Midlcton ;  Reply, 
Lord  Elphinstone ;  short  debate  thereon 
Mar  2,  0 

Merchant  Steamers  as  Armed  Cruisers,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Honniker  Ileaton  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georgo 
Hamilton)  Mar  12,  871 

Position  and  Pay  of  LieiUenants,  Question, 
ObserTations,  Lord  Sudcley,  The  Earl  of 
Bel  more  ;  Reply,  Lord  Elphinstone  Mar  6, 
330 

Position  of  Engineer  Ojfieers,  Question,  Sir 
William  Grossman ;  Answer,  The  First 
Iw^rd  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georgo  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  8,  676 

Ships— B. M.S.  "  Hero,**  Question,  Mr.  Lea- 
tham  Bright ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
ifar  10,  1626 

The  **  Hritannia  "  Training  Ship^  Question, 
Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
Marb,  177 

Widows  of  Retired  Navigating  Ofieers,  Ques- 
tion, Captain  Price  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  Georgo  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  15,  1393 

Navy — Adminittrative  System  of  the  Ad' 
miralty 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  12, 
To  leave  out  from  **  That,**  add  *«  the  alloca- 
tion of  authority  in  the  administrative  system 
of  the  Admiralty  requires  entire  reform " 
(Lord  Charles  Beresford)  v.,  031  ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  ifeo. ;  *'  after 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  077  ;  after  de- 
bate, Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  Mar  15,  1312  ;  after  long  de- 
bate. Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

New    South    Wales — Celebration    of   tlie 
Centennial 
Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  the  Colonies  ( Barun 
Henry  do  Worms)  Mar  12,  861 

New  Zealand,  Emigration  cf  Pensioners  to 

Question,  Lord  Sandhurst ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Lord  Harris) 
ifar  20,  1776 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Oalway,  N 

Africa  (West  Coast)-  King  Ja-Ja,  373 
Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland),    Comm. 
Motion  for  an  Adjournment,  1181 

leo/U, 


Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. — eont. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo« 
tion  for  Leave,  1680 

Parliament — Business  of  the  lIouKe  (Rules  of 
Troccdurc),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 387 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  656 

Norris,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets,  Lime* 

house 
**  Board  of  Trade  Journal  "—Mr.  Giffen,  570 
Oaths,  2  R.  1231,  1232 

NoRTHBOURNE,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el,  26, 1062 

NoRTHOOTB,  Hon.  Sir  H.  Stafford,  Exeter 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  204 

Norton,  Lord 

Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887,  2 

Norway — Tender  for  Coal  Supply 

Question,  Mr.  Fenwick ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  Mar  8,  686 

Oaths  Bill 

(J/r.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  John  Simon,  Mr.  Kelly,  Mr, 

Courtney  Kenny,   Mr.    Burt,  Mr,   Coleridge 

Mr.  Illing worth,  Mr,  Richard,  Colonel  Eyre, 

Mr.  Jesse  Collings) 

<?.  Moved,    "That  the   Bill    bo  now   read   2°" 
Afar  U,  1182 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That "  add 
*'  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  for 
the  Amendment  of  the  Law  as  to  Oaths 
relates  not  only  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath, 
but  involves  grave  questions  of  Constitu- 
tional  usage  affecting  every  class  of  persons 
within  th?so  Realms,  this  House  declines  to 
make  any  alteration  in  the  present  Law 
until  the  whole  subject  has  been  investigated 
by  a  Royal  Commission "  {Mr.  Stanley 
Leighton)  v, ;  Question  proposed, "  That  the 
words,  Ac. ;"  after  debate,  Question  put; 
A.  247,  N.  137  :  M.  110  (\).  L.  38) 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  tho  Bill 
be  now  read  2« ; "  Moved,  «  That  the  De- 
bate be  now  adjourned  "  (J/r.  Tomlitison)  ; 
Moved,  **That  tho  Question  be  now  put" 
(J#r.  Bradlaugh);  Question  put;  A.  334, 
N.  60  ;  M.  284  (D.  L.  30) ;  Main  Question 
put;  A.  260,  N.  160;  M.  100 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noei,  1233 

Bill  read  2°  [Bill  7] 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N. 
Ireland — Irish    Land    Commission  —  Appeals 
from  Landlords,  1074 
Appeals  from  Sub-Commission— Co.  Clare, 
180  ;— Co.  Monnghan,  363 

Ireland— Post  Office  —  Sub- Post  Offlco  a( 
Knockatallon,  lO'Jj 
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O'Beibn,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary^  N. 

-  Ireland — Franehise  Act,  18S4 — Remuneration 
to  Clerks  of  Unions,  874 
Local    GoTernment    Board— Pajments  to 
Road  Contracton,  Tipperarjr,N.R.  1701, 
1873 

O'OoNNOR,  Mr.  A.,  BonBgalf  E. 
.  Africa  (West  Coast)~King  Ja-Ja,  873,  374, 
375 
Arm/— War  Office— Chaplain  General  to  the 
Forces — Vicarage  of  St.  Peter  ad  Vinoula 
(Tower  of  London),  1081 
Civil  Serfioe— Questions 
Copyists,  1301 
Political  Associations,  383 
Political     Demonstrations — Mr.    Geoffrey 

Browning  and  Mr.  Fottrell,  1308 
Sir  Alfred  Slade,  185,  180 
East    India  (Purchase   and    Construction  of 

Raiways),  2R.  333 
nigh  Court  of  Justice  (Chancery  Division).  878 
Inlnnd  Revenue — Civil  Servants  and  Political 
Associations,  1090,  1091 

Ireland — Irish    Land    Commission — Appoint- 
ment of  Registrars  of  Sub- Commissions, 
1089 
Sea    and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 
Lough  Swilly,  1618,  1619 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  3R.  1490 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  &c.]»  Comm. 

1735,  1786 
Post  Office—Officials  at   Political  Meetings, 

1430 
.  Protection  of  the  Empire,  019.  034,  037,  643 
Royal  Commission  on  Civil  Establishments — 

First  Report,  571 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,   1491,    1537,    1533,    1539,  1541, 
1540,  1547 
Civil  Services  (^Excesses),  1401 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  1449,  1452 

O'OoNNOE,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper ary^  8. 

Ireland — Loan  Fund  Board  at  Cashel,  857 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
rroceduro).  Res.  XXII.  Select  Committees, 
531 

Sunday  Closing  Acts  (Ireland),  Nomination 
of  Select  Committee,  1703,  1704,  1706, 
1707,  1709 

Supply — Civil  Service  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1801 

O'OoNNOR,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  883  ; 
Motion  for  Leave,  1685,  1089 

Marriages  (Roman  C:itbolic)at  Victoria  Docks 
—The  Registrar,  1292 

National  Debt  (Con  vcr8ion),Comm.  add,  el.  1814 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1547 

Occupiers'  Disqualification  Bemoyal  Bill 

{Mr,   fFhitinore,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Mr.  Hosier,  Mr. 

Mowbray) 

e,  311.,  after    short    debate,    Dcbato   adjourned 
jjfar  8,  684  [Bill  110] 


0*Kbllt,  Mr.  J.,  RoMeommon,  N, 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  dM.],  Comm. 
1720,  1721,  1722,  1723, 1724,  1725 

Okslow,    Earl    of   (Secretary    to    the 

Board  of  Trade) 
Electric    Lighting    Act   (1882)    Amendment, 
143 

Pa'eifie^  Islands  of  the 

Raiatea,  Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  12,  849 

Religious  Perseeution  in  Tonga,  Question,  Mr. 
W.  U.  James ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Baron  Henry 
de  Worms)  Mar  8,  560 

Paget,  Sir  E.  H.,  Somerset,  Wells 

Charity   Commissioners — Endowed  Schools — 

Distribution  and  Numbers,  1294 
Local    Government    (England    and    Wales), 

Motion  for  Leave,  1084,  1688 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Ret.  XIII.  Standing  Committees 

397,  398 

Palmeb,  Sir  0.  M.,  Durham,  Jarrow 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 
1337 

Paris  Exhibition  (1889) — Representation 
of  British  Industries 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Mar  5,  VS3 

Parkeb,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Comm.  add.  el, 
1841 

^Parliament 

LORDS— 
Private  Bills 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  22nd  day  of  June  next 
[and  other  Orders]  Mar  0,  328 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this 
House  and  Westminster  Hall.    (No.  32) 

The  Easter  Recess,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Kimberley  ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  Mar  16,  1422 

The  Cdnstitution  of  the  House,  Withdrawal  of 
Motion,  The  Earl  of  Dunraven  Mar  2, 1  ; 
Observations,  Lord  Fitzgerald ;  Reply,  The 
Earl  of  Dunraven  Mar  6,  325 

Parliament  —  Business   of   the  Souse  — 
Standing  Orders 
Moved,    as    a    new   Standing  Order,  "  That 
Private   Bill   Committees   shall  consist  of 

[cont. 
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Paliamenl — Business  of  the  ITouie  —  Standing 
Orders —coni, 

tlirco  Members,  and  that  all  applications  to 
Lords  to  serve  upon  them  shall  be  addressed 
in  writing  to  their  residences  "  ( The  Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbdl)  Mar  12,  835  ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 
Moved,  as  a  new  Standing  Order,  *'That  in 
the  event  of  two  or  more  Peers  rising  to 
address  the  Uouso  at  the  same  time,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  or  Chairman  of  Committees 
may  call  on  one  of  them  to  speak,  and  the 
Peer  called  upon  shall  then  proceed  to  do 
so  "  ( The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell) 
Mar  6,  169;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
drawn 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Hmse  — 
Rules  of  Debate 
lloved,as  a  new  Standing  Older,  '*  That  where 
the  House  poimits  reply  upon  a  Motion  or  a 
Bill  to  the  Peer  who  brought  it  forward,  the 
debate  shall  not  be  continued  after  the  reply 
is  OTcr  *•  (  The  Lord  StraUuden  and  Camp- 
hell)  Mar  15,  12C2  ;  Motion  withdrawn 

JParUament—Dehatgs  and  Proceedings  in 
Parliament 

Message  from  the  House  of  Commons  that  the/ 
have  appointed  a  Committee,  to  consist  of 
Six  Members,  to  join  with  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships  to  inquire  and  report  as  to 
the  cost  and  method  of  the  publication  of 
tho  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament ; 
and  to  request  that  their  Lordships  will  be 
pleased  to  appoint  an  equal  number  of  Lords 
to  be  joined  with  the  Members  of  that 
House:  Ordered,  that  the  said  Message  be 
taken  into  consideration  to-morrow  Mar  S 

Message  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Yester- 
day on  the  subject  of  the  publication  of 
Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Parliament, 
considered  (according  to  Order) 

Then  it  was  moved,  *•  That  a  Committee  be 
appointed,  to  consist  of  Six  Lords,  to  join 
with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  mentioned  in  the  said  Message,  to 
inquire  and  report  as  to  tho  cost  and  method 
of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Pro- 
ceedings in  Parliament "  {The  Marquess  of 
Salithury) ;  tho  same  was  agreed  to 

A  message  sent  to  the  Commons  in  answer  to 
their  Message  of  Yesterday  to  inform  them 
that  this  House  has  appointed  a  Committee 
to  consist  of  Six  Lords  to  join  with  the 
Committee  of  the  Commons  Mar  9 

Joint  Committee  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Houso  of  Commons  appointed  to  inquire  and 
report  ni  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the 
publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings 
in  Parliament  Mar  13 ;  List  of  the  Com- 
mittee, 1054 

Ordered  that  such  Committee  have  power  to 
agree  with  the  Committee  of  the  Commons 
in  the  appointment  ot  a  Chairman  Mar  13 

Message  from  the  Commons  to  acquaint  this 
House  that  they  have  directed  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  them  to  inquire  and> 
report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  of  the 
publication  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings 
in  Parliament  to  meet  the  Committee  ap- 

Icont, 


Parliament — Debates  and  Proceedings  in  Par* 
liament — cont. 

pointed  by  their  Lordships  in  Room  No.  1 , 
Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday  next  at  Twelve 
of  the  dock 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by 
this  Houso  do  meet  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Commons  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper 
Corridor,  on  Thursday  next  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock  Mar  IG 

The  Lord  Basing  named  of  the  Committee  in 
the  place  of  the  Lord  Colville  of  Culross 

Parliament — House  of  Lords 

Moved,  <*That  a  Select  Committee  bo  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  constitution  of 
this  Houso  "  (The  Earl  of  Rosehery)  Mar  19, 
1548 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after  ("That,")  in- 
sert following  Resolution— namely,  (**it  is 
not  a  safe  thing  to  place  the  constitution  of 
this  House  in  the  power  of  a  Committee, 
nor  consistent  with  its  dignity  to  discuss 
before  a  Committee  the  reason  for  its 
existence  ;  and  if  any  changes  in  the  con- 
stitution of  this  House  are  wanted  they 
should  be  debated  and  made  by  the  House 
itself  on  the  motion  of  the  responsible 
Ministers  of  the  Crown")  {The  Earl  of 
JFemyss) ;  on  Question,  That  tho  words, 
&c.  ;  Cont.  50,  Not-Cont.  97  ;  M.  47  ; 
resolved  in  the  negative 

Then  the  said  Resolution  was  here  inserted, 

and,  a  Question  being  stated  thereupon,  the 

Previous  Question  was  put.   Whether  this 

Question  shall  be  now  put  f  resolved  in  the 

negative 

Parliament — Private  Bill  legislation 
Message  from  tho  Commons  Mar  13,  1054 
Message  of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Tuesday 
last  on  the  subject  of  Private  Bill  Legisla- 
tion, considered 
Moved,  **  That  a  Committee  be  appointed,  to 
consist  of  Six  Lords,  to  join  with  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons  as  men- 
tioned in  the  raid  Message,  to  examine  into 
the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion, and   to  report  how   far  and  in   what 
manner,  without  prejudice  to  public  interests, 
that  system  may  bo  modified  with  a  view  ta 
the  interests  of  suitors,  tho  economy  of  tho 
time  of  Parliament,  and  the   reduction  of 
costs  and  charges"  ( The  Margmss  of  SaliS' 
burp)  Mar  15,  1264 
Motion   agreed  to  ;   a  message  sent  to   the 
Commons  in  answer  to  their  message  of 
Tuesday  last  to  inform  them  that  this  House 
has  appointed  a  Committee  to  consist  of  Six 
Lords  to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons 

COMMONS— 

Committee  of  Selection  {Special  Report)  (Chair- 
man's Panel)  Mar  13,  1092 

Committee  of  Public  Accounts 
Ordered,  That  tho  Committee  of  Public  Ao« 

counts  do  consist  of  Twelve  Members 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  {Mr» 
Jackson)  Mar  13 
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Parliambkt — Commons— f(wf. 

Contatsinff  Mimhtrt,  ObserTationP,  Question, 
Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler ;  Reply,  Mr.  Speaker 
Mar  10.  1438 

The  Natimial  Radical  Uniotiy  Observations 
Mr.  Macdonald  Cameron  Mar  15,  1311 

SITTINGS    AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 
THE   MOUSE 

Friday,  March  IG,  Questions,  Mr.  Osborn® 
Morgan,  Mr.  Dillon;  Answers,  The  Firs' 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  VV.  II.  Smith) 
Mar  12,  880 

The  Easter  Recess,  Question,  Mr.  Mark 
Stownrt ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  Mar  16,  1310 

B  U SI  NESS  OF  TEE  IIO  USE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 
Orders  of  the  Day 

Supply,  Ordered,  That  Stnnding;  Order  No.  20 
appointinff  the  Committee  of  Supply  to  be 
the  first  Order  on  Fridays,  be  read,  and  sus* 
ponded  for  this  day,  and  that  the  Committee 
of  Supply  bo  deferred  until  after  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  resuming  tho  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis 
(Mr.  IF,  ff.  Smith)  Mar  2 

Ordered,  That  tho  Committee  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  Bill  (No.  1)  and  tho  Considera- 
tion of  the  National  Debt  (Conversion)  Bill, 
as  amended,  have  precedence  of  the  Orders 
of  tho  Day  subsequent  to  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill;  and  that 
BO  much  of  the  Standing  Orders,  "  Sittings 
of  the  House,"  as  relates  to  tho  interruption 
of  Business,  and  tho  Adjournment  of  the 
Houso  at  halt-past  Five,  and  at  Six  o'clock, 
be  suspended  during  Today's  Sitting,  until 
the  proceedings  on  the  Consolidated  Fund 
(No.  1)  Bill  and  tho  National  Debt  (Con- 
version)  Bill  are  concluded  {Mr.  jr.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  21 

Questions,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Mr.  Childers  ;  Answers,  Tho  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  5, 
180;  Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Sir  John 
Lubbock,  Mr.  J.  E.  KUis;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  20, 
1794  ;  Observations,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) ;  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  llonly  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
Mar  20,  1848 

Questions 

Duration  of  Speeches,  Questions,  Mr.  Sydney 
Buxton,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
Mar  5,  188 

Members  —  Eligibility  of  Paid  Agents  of  a 
Foreign  State,  Question,  Mr.  Toinlinson ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury 
(Mr.  \V.  n.  Smith)  3f(ir  20,  1792 

Offices  of  Profit —  Vacation  of  Seals,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  ot 
the  TreaFury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Mar  10, 
U35 

leoiU. 
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Palace  of  Westminster 

Electric  Communication  beitceen  the  Home  and 
the  Library,  Question,  Mr.  Uobhouse;  An- 
swer, Tho  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  Mar  5,  171 

St.  Stephen^s  Crypt,  Question,  Mr.  Oochrane- 
Baillie ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr,  Plunket)  Mar  8, 576 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  (RULES  OF  PROCEDURE)^ 
XIU.    STANDING    COMMITTEES 

Unfinished  Bills,  Question,  Mr.  Ilobhouso; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith). Var  5,  184 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [20th  February]  [Fourth  Night], 

**  That  tho  Resolutions  of  the  House  of  the 
1st  December  1882,  relating  to  the  Consti- 
tution and  ProccediDgs  of  Standing  Com- 
mittees for  tho  Consideration  of  Bills  relating 
to  Law.  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal 
Procedure,  and  to  Trade,  Shipping,  and 
Manufactures,  bo  revived 

'*  Provided  always.  That  the  Committees  shall 
consist  of  not  more  than  Sixty  nor  less  than 
Forty  Members,  subject  to  the  power  of 
addition  to  the  said  Committees  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection,  as  provided  by  the  said 
Kesolution  "  {Mr,  IF,  H.  Smith) 

Main  Question  again  proposed ;  Debate  re- 
sumed Mar  0,  384 

Amendt.  in  line  4,  after  "revived,"  insert, 
*'  Provided,  that  *  Trade  *  shall  include  Agri- 
cultural  and  Fishing  interests,  and  that  those 
interests  »hnU  be  entitled  to  due  considera- 
tion in  tho  constitution  of  such  Standing 
Committee  "  [Mr.  Heneage),  387  ;  Question 
proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  in- 
serted; "  after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  made,  by  inserting,  in  line  4,  after 
"revived,"  "and  that  Trade  shall  Include 
Agriculture  and  Fishing  " 

Amendt.  in  line  5,  to  leave  out  from  '*  revived," 
to  end  {Viscount  Zymington),^9d  ;  Question 
proposed,  "That  the  words,  Ao. ;"  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived  ; 
words  struck  out 

Amendt.  at  end  of  Question,  as  amended,  to  add 
"  That  there  bo  added  another  Standing 
Committee  for  the  Consideration  of  all  Bills 
relating  to  Scotland  only  '*  {Sir  George 
Campbell),  403 ;  Question  proposed,  **  That 
those  words  be  there  added  ;  "  after  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  137,  N.  214 ;  M.  77 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  405 

Dibato  adjourned 

Dcbnlo  resumed  [Fifth  Night]  Mar  7,  468 
Amendt.  at  end,  add  *'  That  there  be  another 
Grand  Committee,  similarly  constituted,  and 
subject  to  the  same  rules,  the  Members  for 
Wales  and  Monmouthshire  being  Members 
of  such  Committee,  for  the  consideration  of 
nil  Bills  relating  to  Wales  which  may,  by 
order  of  the  House  in  each  case,   bo  com- 
mitted to  it"  {Mr.  Ral/t bone),  ATA;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  those  words  bo  there 
*      added  ;  "  after  debate,  Question  put;  A.  113, 
N.  135;  M.  22 

Divibion  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  502 
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Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure) — X1IL  Standing.  Committees— 
cont. 

Anendt.  at  end,  add  "  That  there  bo  another 
Committee,  similarly  constituted,  and  subject 
to  the  same  Rules,  for  the  consideration  of 
all  questions  of  a  Foreign  or  Colonial  nature, 
and  the  ratification  of  Treaties  with  Foreign 
Towers  "  [Mr,  Cremer),  CIO ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  those  words  be  there  added," 
after  short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  44, 
N.  219;  M.  175(D.L.  31) 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomination  of  Select 
Committees 

Moved, "  That  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  and, 
if  set  down  by  the  Gorernment,  on  Mondays 
and  Thursdays,  Motions  for  Icavo  to  bring 
in  Bills,  and  for  the  Nomination  of  Select 
Committees,  may  be  set  down  for  considera- 
tion at  the  commencement  of  Public  Busi- 
ness. If  such  Motions  be  opposed,  Mr. 
Speaker,  after  permitting,  if  he  thinks  fit,  a 
brief  explanatory  statement  from  the  Mem- 
ber who  moves  and  from  the  Member  who 
opposes  any  such  Motion  respectively,  shall 
put  the  Question  thereon  without  further 
debate"  (Jfr.  TT.  E.  Smith),  514 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  all  after  **  That,"  insert 
*'  Motions  for  leave  to  bring  in  Bills,  and  for 
the  nomination  of  Standing  and  Select  Com- 
mittees, sh.ill  be  exempted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Resolution  of  24th  February  1888 
(Sittings  of  the  Ilouse)"  (Mr.  Buchanan), 
517  ;  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
&e.  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  respectively,"  to 
end,  add  **  may  without  farther  Debate  put 
the  Question  thereon,  or  the  Question  '  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  '  "  (J/r.  W,  H. 
Smith),  52*2 ;  Question  proposed,  *<  That  the 
words,  Ao"  after  short  debate.  Question  put, 
and  negatived 

Words  added ;  Main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Resolutions  (SOth  April  1869),  rend  ; 

Morning  Sittings  at  Two  o'clock 

That,  unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order, 
whenever  the  Ilouso  shall  meet  at  Two 
o'clock,  the  Houso  will  proceed  with  Private 
Business,  Petitions,  Motions  for  unopposed 
Returns,  and  leave  of  absence  to  Members, 
giving  Notices  of  Motions,  Questions  to 
Ministers,  and  such  Orders  of  the  Day  as 
shall  have  been  appointed  for  the  Morning 
Sitting 

Suspension  of  Sitting  at  Seven  o'clock 

That  on  such  days,  if  the  business  bo  not 
sooner  disposed  of,  the  House  will  suspend 
its  sitting  at  Seven  o'clock  ;  and  at  Ten 
minutes  before  Seven  o'clock,  unless  tlio 
Ilouso  shall  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker 
adjourns  the  Debate  on  any  business  then 
under  discussion,  or  the  Clinirmnn  shall 
report  Progress,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  no 
opposed  business  stall  then  bo  proceeded 
with 

[cont. 


Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure)^  cont. 

Sitting  resumed  at  Nine  o'clock 

That  when  such  business  has  not  been  dis- 
posed of  at  Seven  o'clock,  unless  the  Houso 
shall  otherwise  order,  Mr.  Speaker  (or  tho 
Chairman,  in  easo  the  Houso  shall  bo  in 
Committee)  do  leave  the  Chair,  and  the 
House  will  resume  its  sitting  at  Nineo'clock^ 
when  the  Orders  of  the  Day  not  disposed  of 
at  the  Morning  Sitting,  and  any  Motion 
which  was  under  discussion  at  Ten  minutes 
to  Seven  o'clock,  shall  be  set  down  in  the 
Order  Book  after  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day 

When  Chairman  reports  Progress  at  Nino 

o'clock 

That,  whenever  the  House  shall  be  in  Com« 
mittee  at  Seven  o'clock,  tho  Chairman  do 
report  Progress  when  tho  House  resumes  its 
sitting 

Uesolved,  That  the  said  Resolutions  bo  Standing 
Orders  of  the  Ilouso 

Adjournment  at  One  o'clock,  a.m. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  shall,  unless  pre' 
viously  adjourned,  sit  until  One  o'clock,  a.m.* 
when  the  Speaker  shall  adjourn  the  House 
without  Question  put,  unless  a  Bill  or  Pro- 
ceeding exempted  from  the  operation  of 
Standing  Order  '*  Sittings  of  the  Houso" 
be  then  under  consideration.  That  the 
Business  under  discussion,  and  any  Orders 
of  the  Day  not  disposed  of  at  One  o'clock, 
a.m.,  do  stand  for  the  next  day  on  which  tho 
House  shall  sit  (Mir.  W,  H,  Smith) 

Resolution  of  the  3Ist  of  May  1875,  read  ; 

Withdrawal  of  Strangers 

That  if  at  any  sitting  of  the  House,  or  in  Com- 
mittee, any  Member  shall  take  notice  that 
Strangers  are  present,  Mr.  Speaker,  or  the 
Chairman  (as  the  case  may  bo),  shall  forth- 
with put  the  Question,  "  That  Strangers  bo 
ordered  to  withdraw,"  without  permitting 
any  Debate  or  Amendment :  Provided  that 
the  Speaker,  or  the  Chairman,  may,  when- 
ever he  thinks  fit,  order  the  withdrawal  of 
Strangers  from  any  part  of  the  House 

Resolved,  That  the  said  Resolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House 

Resolution  of  the  12th  of  March  1886,  read  ; 

Notices  of  Questions  by  Member  to  bo  in  Writing. 
That  Notices  of  Questions  be  given  by  Mem- 
bers in  writing  to  the  Clerk  at  tho  Table, 
without  reading  thcni  vivu  voce  in  the 
Ilouso,  unless  tho  consent  of  the  Speaker  to 
any  particular  Question  has  been  previously 
obtained 
Resolved,  That  tho  said  Resolution  be  a 
Standing  Order  of  this  House 

Standing  Order  XIVa  (Closure  of  Debate) 
read,  and  amended  by  leaving  out  the  first 
Proviso,  lines  17  to  21  inclusive 

Standing  Order  XXI.  (Notices  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply)  read,  625 

Moved,  ns  an  Amendment  to  Standing  Order 
XXI.  (Notices  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply),  to  leave  out  in  line  1,  "the  first/* 
insert  "an"  {Mr.  W.  U,  Smith),  620; 
Question  proposed,  **That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 

[eout. 
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Parliament— Butinea  of  the  Bouse  {Rulet  of  Pro- 
eedure)^XXl,   Noticn  on  going  into  Com- 
milUe  of  Supply— coni, 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  nega- 
tived ;  Word  inserted 
Standing  Order,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Standing  Order  XXII.  (Select  Committees) 
read,  and  amended  by  leaving  out,  in  lines 
1  and  2,  **  on  Wednesdays  and  other  Morning 
Sittings  of  the  House" 

Amendt.  proposed  to  Standing  Order  XXII. 
lenve  out  *' except  while  the  House  is  at 
prayers"  {Sir  Ughtred  Kay-ShuUleworth)  ; 
Question  proposed,  **  Thai  the  words,  Ac. ;  " 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Standing  Order  XXXVI.  (Orders  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and  amended 
by  leaving  out,  in  line  6, "  Orders,"  inserting 
*»  Business,  whether  Orders  or  Motions  " 

SUnding  Order  XXXVIII.  (Orders  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion)  read,  and  amended 
by  inserting,  in  line  3,  after  "  Orders,"  "  or 
Motions  " 

.  Rcsdlved,  That  the  Resolutions  of  this  House 
of  the  24th,  28th,  and  39th  days  of  February, 
and  o(  the  7th  day  of  March,  relative  to  the 
Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of  Procedure), 
with  the  exception  of  Resolution  No.  XII., 
be  Standing  Orders  of  this  House 

Moved,  "That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  III., 
IV.,  V.  (Wednesday  Sittings),  VI.,  VII., 
VJII.  (Morning  Sittings).  XI.  (Debates  on 
Motions  for  Adjournment),  Xill.  (Ir- 
relevance or  Repetition),  XIV.  (Putting  the 
Question),  XXXIX.  (Dropped  Orders),  XLI. 
(The  Half-past  12  o'clock  Rule},  and  XLIV. 
(Divisions),  be  repealed"  (Mr.  IF,  H, 
Smith),  530 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "XLI.  (The  Half-past 
12  o'clock  Rule "  (J/r.  Tomlinson),  630  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; " 
Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Original  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Resolved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House  relative  to  Public  Business,  as 
amended,  be  printed  {Mr,  W.  li.  Smith), 
531 ;  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  {Mr.  jy.  IT.  Smitit)  ;  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
New  Rules  of  Procedure  bo  adjourned  till 
Monday  10th  March 

Parliament — Delates  and  Proceedings  in 
Parliament 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Members  of 
this  House  be  appointed  to  join  with  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  to  inquire  and 
report  as  to  the  cost  and  method  ot  the  pub- 
lication of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  in 
Parliament 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lordx, 
to  acquaint  their  Lordships,  That  this  House 
hath  appointed  a  Committee  of  Six  Members 
to  join  with  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to 
inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method 
of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Pro- 
ceedings in  Parliament  Mar  7  ;  List  of  the 
Committee,  533 

[eont. 


Parliament^Debatei  and  Proceedings  in  Par-* 
liament-^eoni. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  Lords  Message 
IS  proposes  the  time  and  place  of  meeting  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Debates  and  Pro- 
ceedings in  Parliament  be  now  considered 

Lords  Message  considered  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the  Lords,  to 
inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost  and  method 
of  the  publication  of  the  Debates  and  Pro- 
ceedings in  Parliament,  do  meet  in  Room 
No.  1,  Upper  Corroidor,  on  Thuraday  ncxc, 
at  T«vclve  of  the  clock 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  tent  to  the  Lordis 
to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this  House 
hath  directed  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
by  them  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the  cost 
and  method  ot  the  publioationof  the  Deb.ite8 
and  ProoeedinjTS  in  Parliament,  do  meet  in 
Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  on  Thursday 
next,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  Thit  the  Select  Committee  have 
power  to  agree  in  the  appointment  of  a 
Chairman  Mar  15 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Debates  and 
Proceedings  in  Parliament  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  reoords 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum  {Mr,  Jack' 
son)  Mar  10 

Parliament — Mouse  of  Lords 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  0,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  add  *'  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  contrary  to  the  true 
principles  of  Representative  Government, 
and  injurious  to  their  efficiency,  that  any 
person  should  be  a  Member  of  one  House  of 
the  Legislature  by  right  of  birth,  and  it  is 
therefore  desirable  to  put  an  end  to  any  such 
existing  rights"  {Mr  Labouehere)  r.,  763 ; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  d:o. ;" 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  223,  N.  162  ; 
M.  01 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  813 

Parliament —House  of  Commons  {Admis- 
sion of  Strangers) 
Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  under  which 
Strangers  arc  admitted  to  this  House  and  its 
precincts,  and  to  report  whether  any  altera- 
tions in  the  same  are  expedient "  ( Viteount 
Ebrhigton)  Mar  15 

Parliament — Private  Bill  Legislation 
A  Joint  Committee,  Question,  Sir  Ughtred 
Kay-Shuttleworth  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  Mar  5, 
183 
Moved,  "  That  a  Committee  of  Six  Members 
of  this  House  bo  appointed  to  join  with  a 
Commit' ce  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  examine 
into  the  present  system  of  Private  Bill 
Legislation,  and  to  report  how  far,  and  in 
what  mnnner,  without  prejudice  to  publio 
interests,  that  system  may  be  modified,  with 
a  view  to  the  interests  of  suitors,  the 
economy  of  the  time  of  Parliament,  and  the 
reduction  of  costs  and  charges  "  {Mr,  W,  B, 
Smith)  Mar  12,  1023  ;  Question  pat,  and 
agreed  to 
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Parliambnt— House  of  Lobds 
Sat  First 

Mar  10— The  Dake  of  Rutland,  after  the 
doatli  of  hia  brother 

Parliament — House  of  Commons 
New  Writs  Issued 

Mar  6  —  For  the  Chichester  DivUion  of 
Sussex,  V.  The  honble.  Charles 
Henry  Gordon  Lennox,  Earl  of 
March,  Chiltorn  Hundreds 

Mar  0  — For  Mothyr  Tydvil,  v,  Charles 
Herbert  James,  esquire,  Manor  of 
Northstead 

Mar  12 — For  Glamorgan  County  (Western  or 
Gower  Division),  v.  Frank  Ash 
Yeo,  esquire,  deceased 

J/or  15^ For  Leicestershire  ( Melton  Division), 
V.  The  Right,  honble.  John  James 
Robert  Manners,  G.C.B.,  com- 
monly called  Lord  John  Manners, 
now  Duke  of  Rutland,  called  ap  to 
the  House  of  Peers 

New  Members  Sworn 

Mar  15 — Lord  Walter  Charles  Gordon  Lennox, 
County  of  Suitex  {South  Wettern 
or  Ckichtsler  Division) 

Mar  20— David  Alfred  Thomas,  esquire, 
Methyr  Tydvil  Borough 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salaryi 
&c.] 

0.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  9,  738 

Moved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  a  Salary  to  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland"  {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  after  debate, 
<*  Moved,  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put  " 
{Mr,  W,  n.  Smith) ;  Question  put ;  A.  190, 
N.  130;  M.  60  (D.   L.  31) ;  Question  put, 
**  That  it  is  expedient,  Ao. ; ''  A.  182,  N.  1 32 ; 
M.  60  (D.  L.  35) 
Question,   Mr.  John   Morley;    Answer,    The 
First  Lord  of  the   Treasury  (Mr.   W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  19,  1639 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  19,  1709 
Moved,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  regula- 
tions for  the  Office  of  Under  Secretary  and  of 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland"  (J/r.   Artftur  Bal- 
four) ;  after  dabate.  Question  put;  A.  159, 
N.  103;  M.5G(D.  L.  44) 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  these 
Rcftolutions  to  the    House  ;"    after  short 
debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put'*  {Mr,   W,  11,  Smith);  Question  put ; 
A.  140,  N.  80  ;  M.  60  (D.  L.  45)  ;  Question 
put,  "That  the  Chairman   do  report  these 
Resolutions  to  the  House  ;"  A.  144,  N.  86; 
M.  58  (D.  L.  46) 
(1.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  bo  provided 
by   Parliament,  of   a    Salary  to    the  Par- 
liamentary   Under   Secretary  to  the  Lord 
^        Ueatenant  of  Ireland 

[cont. 


Parliamentary    Under  Secretary    to    the  Lord 
Lieutenanfof  Ireland  [Salary,  frc] — cont. 

(2.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make 
regulations  for  the  Office  of  Under  Secre- 
tary and  of  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

Parliamentary  Voters  BUI 

{Mr,  Cremer,  Mr,  William  Crawford,  Mr, 
Abraham  {Glamorgan),  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Piekard, 
Mr.  Jatnes  Rowlands) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Mar  U  [Bill  171] 

Parnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  679 

Land   I  aw  (Ireland)    Acts   Amendment,   2R. 

1873,  1900,  1032 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the   Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 

1748 

Paulton,   Mr.   J.   M.,  Durham,  Bishop 

Auckland 
Ireland — Riots,  Ac. — Criminal  La«r  and  Pro- 
cedure Act— Boycotting — Convictions  at 
Ennis,  845,816 

Disturbances  at  Miltown  Malbay,  844 

Pauper    Lnnatics'   Asylums    (Ireland) 
(Officers*  Superannuation)  Bill 

[Mr,  Johnston,  Mr.  Chance) 
c.  Committee  deferred  Mar  13,  1181      [Bill  135] 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,    Durham,   Barnard 
Castle 

Oaths,  2  R.  1212 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Ireland— Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  580 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Speaker, 
The) 

Pelly,  Sir  L.,  Raokney,  N, 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  285 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  [hl.] 

{The  Earl  of  MilUown) 

I.  Committee  Mar  6,  328  (No.  13) 

Report  •ifar  12  (No.  34) 

Read  3*  •Mi/' 16 

PiOKERSoiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Oreen, 

S,JF. 
Customs    House— Statistical    Department^* 

Promotion  of  Writers,  1070 
Local    Government     (England     and    Wales), 

Motion  for  Lea?e,  1079 
London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

584 
Memorandum  of  Sir    Charles  Warren   (Mr. 

Baggallay),  Res.  1848,  1851,  1859,  1867 
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PiCKERSQILL,  Mr.  £.  II.  —  CGtlt. 

Metropolitan    Police    Constables  —  Assaalti, 

128G 
Occupiers  Disqualificnlion  Removal,  2R.  684 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  134 
"  Sweating  System  ** — The  Lords  Committee, 

1299 
Trafalgar  Square,  Disturbances  in — The  Mili- 
tarv,  1432,  1433 
The  Police  (Injuries),  H33 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Church  RoTonucs— The  Return,  872,  873 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts— Case  of 

Cow  Disease  in  Wiltshire,  861 
Ireland— Prisons— Mrs.  Rjan,  a  Prisoner  in 

Limerick  Gaol,  167 
Parliamentary   Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  dtc.l,  Comm. 

766 
Supreme   Court  of  Judicature   Aot,    1875 — 

Visitors  of  Chancery  Lunatics,  1770 
Vaccination— The    Rev.  T.   Maine,   Ashton- 

under-Lyne,  8C0 

JPiloiage 

Select  Committee  appointed,  '*  to  consider  the 
position  of  tho  Pilotage  system  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  with  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records"  {Sir  John 
Puletton)  Mar  2 

Plowden,  SirW.  C,  Wolverhampton,  W, 
Civil  Service  Writers,  1285 

Plunket,   Eight    Hon.   D.  E.  (First 
Commissioner  of   Works),   Dublin 
University) 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  (Now)  Buildings, 

1626 
Parliament— Palace  of  Westminster—- Electric 
Communication  between  tho  House  and 
Library,  171 
St.  Stephen's  Crypt,  576 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — Richmond 
Park — The   Clarence  Lanes,  Roehampton, 
1G36 

Pluralities  Acts  Amendment  Act,  188& 
Amendment  Bill  [u.l.] 

(The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bangor) 

Rea<  '  ••  Mar  9  (No.  26) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  1 2 
Read  3**  Mar  13 

PoMFRET,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Kent,  Ashford 
Post  Office — Re*direction  of  Letters  and  Post 
Cards,  1283 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

^uditori  under  the  Local  Govfrnment  Hoard, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  James  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Govcrnnicnt  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  13,  10C4 

Election  of  Guardian 8 ^Coventry,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ballantino  ;  Answcro,  The  Secretary  to 
tho  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  I/ong) 
Mar  2,    M  i-^  Xotlinpham—  Mr.  Mctealf, 

IcoiiL 


Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales)— eonU 

Question,  Mr.  II.  S.  Wright ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  6,  163  ;—Quettinn  of 
Voting  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Go« 
Temment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  12,  863 

Margarine  in  Fulham  Workhouse  Infirmary, 
Question,  Mr.  Bond  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Gorernment  Board  (Mr. 
Long)  Mar  10,  1632 

Parochial  Medical  Ofieers,  Question,  Sir 
Walter  Foster  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
Mar  2,  16 

Poor  Law  Relief 

Moved,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Iler  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  issue  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  present  systems  of  poor  law  relief, 
especially  with  reference  to  the  apparent 
inadequacy  of  those  systems  to  cope  effec- 
tually with  the  distress  recurring  from  time 
to  time  amongst  large  numbers  of  unem- 
ployed persons  in  the  Motropolis  and  other 
populous  places ;  or  that  a  Select  Committee 
be  appointed  to  inquire  into  tho  subject" 
( V,  Gordon,  R.  Aberdeen)  Mar  8,  546 ; 
after  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  as  to  the  various  powers 
now  in  possession  of  the  Poor  Law  guardians, 
and  their  adequacy  to  oopo  with  distress 
that  may  from  time  to  time  exist  in  the 
Metropolis  and  other  populous  places  ;  and 
also  as  to  tho  expediency  of  concerted  action 
between  the  Poor  Law  authorities  and 
voluntary  agencies  for  the  relief  of  distress  " 
{V,  Gordon,  E,  AbercUen)  Mar  16  ;  Motion 
agreed  to 

Post  Officr  (England  and  Wales) 

(  Qtiestions) 
Britiih   and    Foreign    Pottage    Rates  from 

Shanghai,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ; 

Answer,    Tho    Postmaster    General    (Mr. 

Raikes)  Mar  9,  704 
Contracts  for  Stamps  and    Stamped  Paper, 

Question,    Mr.    llanbury  ;     Answer,    The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  19, 

1630 
Deduction  of  Pay —  Glasgow  and  Manchester, 

Questions,    Mr.   Caldwell  ;    Answers,  Tho 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.    Raikes)   Mar  8, 

580;  Mar  13,  1080 
Greenwich     Time     Signals,    Question,     Mr. 

Boord  :  Answer,   The  Postmaster   General 

(Mr.  Raikes)  J/Wr  12,840 
Halfpenny  Postage  Company,  Queslions,  Mr. 

Mowbray,  Mr.  ilennikcr  Heaton,  Mr.  Byron 

Reed ;  Answers,  Tho   Postmaster    General 

(Mr.  Raikes)  3fAr  2,  23 
Mail  Cart  from  Higham  Fencers  to  Northamp' 

ton,    Questions,  Mr.    Channinpr  ;    Answers, 

The     Postmaster     General     (Mr.    Raikes) 

Mar  5,  174 
Officials  at  Political  Meetings,  Question,  Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor ;   Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11.  Smith)  Mar  10» 
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Tost  Orvicit  (England  and  frale8)—cont, 

1430 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  D.  Sullir.in  ;  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes) 
Mar  20,  1788 

Ptntions  of  London  Postmen ^  Question,  Mr. 
Seagcr  Ilunt ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Rnikes)  Mar  10,  1633 

Purchase  of  the  Telephone  Companies^  Ques- 
tion,  Sir  Ilenrjr  Tyler  ;•  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  ( Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  6,  383 

Re-direction  of  Letters  and  Post  Cards»  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Pomfret ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  15,  1283 

Rural  Letter  Carriers,  Question,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  6,  380 

Small  Purchases  of  Consols,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Bartley  ;  Answer,  Tho  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  6,  364 

Supply  of  Clothing  to  First-Class  Postmen, 
Questions,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answers,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  8, 
589  ;  Mar  13,  1081 

Uniform  Postage  Stamp  for  Oreat  Britain  and 
Jler  Colonies,  Question,  Mr.  Ilenniker  Ilea- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Tho  Postmaster  General  (.Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  12,  856 

Mail  Services 

Delay  in  the  French  Mail  Service,  Questions, 
Mr.  Uenniker  Ileaton,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Raikes)  Mar  15.  1310 

Deliveries  in  (he  North  of  Ireland,  Question, 
Mr.  Blano  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  15,  1302 

Postal  Service  to  Cyprus,  Question,  Mr.  Stanley 
I^ighton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  8,  560 

Parcel  Post 

Pay  of  Parcel  Postmen,  Question,  Mr.  Labou- 
cbere;  Answer,  The  Poittmastor  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  15,  1273 

Parcel  Post  to  New  Zealand,  Question,  Mr* 
Tomlinson  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  Mar  20,  1777 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wig  an 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1601 

National  Debt  (Cocver8ioD)~Trustccs,  1633 

National  Debt  (Conversion),  Consid.  Amendt. 
1957,  1958 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure), Res.  XUI.  Standing  Committees, 
309 

Scotland— Technical  Schools  Act — Memoran- 
dum of  the  Education  Department,  701 

Technical  Education— Report  of  Commission 
on  Elementary  Education,  1434 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Metrop3lis( Street  Improvements)— IJ/de  Park 
Corner,  834 

P&iCE,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Admiralty—  Widows  of  Ketircd  Navigating 
Officers,  1203 


Prime  Minister  (<m  Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Provand,   Mr.  A.  D.,    Glasgow,  Black- 

friars,  See, 
Parliament— Business  of  tho  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XI II.  Standing  Committees, 
435 

Public  Health  (Prevention  of  Infections 
Diseases,  &c.)  Bill 

{Mr,  flastings,  Dr,   Farquharson,   Mr,  Francis 

Powell,  Mr*  Wharton,  Mr.  Hardeastle) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  20  [Bill  181] 

Puhlio  Aleeiingi  in  the  Metropolis 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 

Motion  [1st  March], 
**That,  having  regard  to  the  importance  of 
preserving  and  protecting  the  right  of  open 
air  public  meetings  for  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  the  Metropolis,  and  with  a  view  to 
prevent  ilUwill  and  disorder,  it  is  desirable 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  instituted  bj  a 
Committee  of  this  House  into  the  conditions 
subject  to  which  such  meetings  may  bo  held, 
and  the  limits  of  the  right  of  interference 
therewith  by  the  Executive  Government " 
{Sir  Charles  Russell)  ;  Question  again  pro- 
posed ;  Debate  resumed  Mar  2,  35  ;  after 
long  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  (^estion  bo 
now  put "  {Mr,  JF.  JET.  SmWi) ;  Question 
put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to;  Question 
pot,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added  ;  " 
A.  207,  N.  322  ;  M.  115  (D.L.  26) 
Moved,  **  That  tho  Main  Question  be  now  put " 
{Mr,  W.  H,  Smith) ;  Main  Question  put 
accordingly  ;  A.  224,  N.  316 ;  M.  02 
(D.  L.  27) 

Puhlio  OfficsB 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  {Kevo)  Buildings, 
Questions,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  JMr. 
Dillwyn  ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Mar  10. 1620 
Record  Office— Removal  of  Public  Records  froni 
Westminster,  Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Afar  5,  185 

Puhlio  Trustee  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith)  Mar  20,  1703 


Public  Worship  Facilities  Bill 

{Mr.  Salt,  Baron  Dimedale,  Mr.  Morrison^  Mr, 

Whitmore) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  I''  •  Mar  20  .  [Bill  183] 

PuLESTON,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devonport 
Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  l!cs. 
X340 


aiTA 


SAT 


{  INDEX  I 


RAT 


REL 


Quarter  Sessions  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
L  Presented  ;  read  !•  •  Mar  12 


(No.  37) 


Raikes,  Eight  Hon.  H.  G.  (Postmaster 
General),  Camhridge  University 
rAfliAment— Buiincss  of  the  House  (Rulei  of 
Procedure), Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
4dG,  457,  461,  480,  482,  485 
Post  OflSco—  Questions 

6iiti»h  and  Foreign  Rates  from  ShAoghai, 

704 
Contracts  for  Stamps  and  Stamped  Paper, 

1630 
Deduction  of  Paj— Glasgow  and  Manches- 
ter, 500, 1081 
Delnj  in  the  French  Mail  Service,  1810 
Greenwich  Time  Signals,  847 
Halfpenny  Postage  Company,  28 
Mail  Cart  from  Uigham  Ferrers  to  North- 
ampton, 175 
Officials  at  Political  Meetings,  1788 
Parcel  Post  to  New  Zealand.  1777 
Parcel  Postmen,  Pay  of.  1273 
Pensions  of  London  Postmen,  1633 
Postal  Service  to  Cyprus,  560 
Purchase  of  the  Telephone  Companies,  382 
Re-direction  of  Letters  and    Post  Cards, 

1284 
Rural  Letter  Carriers,  380 
Small  Purchases  of  Consols,  365 
Supply  of  Clothing  to  First-Class  Postmen, 

589 
Uniform  Postage  Stamps  for  Great  Britain 
and  her  Colonics.  856 
Post  Office  (Ireland)— Questions 

Deliveries  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  1292 
Delivery  of  Mails  at  Macroom,  27 
Dublin — Second-Class  Sorters,  1067 
Ennis  Post  Office,  1640 
Expenses  of  Sub-Postmasters,  869 
Parcel  Post  Baskets,  1019 
Sub.  Post  Office  at  Knockatallon,  1066 
Post  Office  (Scotland)— Questions 

Acceleration  of  the  Northern  Mails,  380 
Post  Office — Anonymous  Letters  to   Lady 
Mathcson,  165 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill 

{The  Lord  Stanley  of  Preston) 

L  Committee  Mar  13,  1030  (No.  12) 

Report  Mar  15, 1255  (No.  41) 

Read  3»  •  Mar  16 

Question,  Mr.  Mundella  ;  Answer,  the  Presi- 
dent of  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Mar  19,  1639 

Bankin,    Mr,    J.,    Herefordshire,    Leo- 
minster 
Copyhold  Act,  1887— Clause  30,  176 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  Fssex,  S,B. 

Bristol  Water,  211.  310 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1087 

Eathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire, 
Ar/on 
House  of  Lords,  Res.  774 

[ootU, 


Rathboni,  Mr.  W. — eont 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Hooso  (Rules  of 
Procedure).  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, Amendt.  469,  501 

Kating  of  Machinery  Bill 

{Sir  JFilliam  Uouldaworth,' Sir  Bemhard  Samuel' 

Mon,  Sir  Frederitk  Mappin,  Mr,  Tomlinson, 

Mr,  Mowbray) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  (Sir  William  Hoiddsworth) 
Mar  8.  686  ;  Debate  adjourned 
Ordered ;  read  P  «  Mar  9  [Bill  163] 

Redmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Wexford,  N, 
Ireland — Irish  Land   Commission  —  Wexford. 
171 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K,,  Fermanagh,  N, 
Africa  (West  Coast)— King  Ja-Ja,  of  Opobo, 

24,  25,  372, 375 
Sgjpt  —  Red    Sea     Coast  —  Fighting    near 

Suakin,  379 
Ireland — Criminal   Law   and  Procedure  Act, 
18S7~Co.  Fermanagh— Boycotting,  301 ; 
— Stote  of,  1086 
Magistracy  ^  Co.     Fermanagh,    581  ; — 
Mr.  D*Arcy,  J. P. — Irvinestown    Petty 
Sessions,  362,  363 
Parliament — Business  of  tho   House  (Roles  of 
Procedure).    Res.     XIII.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 500 
Sopply<~Civil  Services  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 13»9, 1390,  1391 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Administrative  System  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 

980.  996 
Supply— Navy  and  Civil  Service  Estimates,  34 

Reed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 

Post  Office— Halfpenny  Postage  Company,  23 
Officials  at  Political  Meetings,  1431 

Keformatory  Schools  Act  (1866)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Mr.   Lugdale,  Mr.    JFhitmore,  Mr,    Wharton, 

Mr.  Curzon,  Mr.  Dixon,  Mr,  Mark  Stewart) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Mar  6  [Bill  161] 

Reformatory   Schooh^The  Thirtieth  Re- 

port 
Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  Tho  Secretary 
of  State  for  the   Home  Department   (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  5,  175 

Rbid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  ife. 

Criminal  Law — Flogging,  582 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Roles  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 407,  420,  457 

Eeligious  Prosecutions  Abolition  BUI 

{Mr.  Colena'ye,  Mr.    Croseky^  Mr,  Iliinywcrth, 

Mr,  Courtney  Kenny) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l'  •  Mar  6  [Bill  157] 
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Bendel,  Mr.  S.)  Jii<mtgomery$hir$ 

Parliament — Basiness  of  the  llouso  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Ret.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
miiteet,  493 

BiDLEY,    Sir  M.   W.,    Lancashire^   JV., 
Blackpool 
Admiraltj   and   War   Offioo  (New)  Buildings, 

1626 
CiTil  Servants — Eisplojment  in  other   Ser- 
vices, 1021 

BiPON,  Marquess  of 

Uitchin  Free  School,  Motion  for  an  Addross, 
691 

BiTOHiB,  Bight  Hon.  C.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Tower  HamUU^  SL  Oeorge^e 

Allotments  Act— Farnborough,  574,  575 

Town  Council  of  Tenterden,  573 
Boundaries  Commission — The  Report,  1303 
Labourers'   Allotments    Act,  18d7~-Newport 

Pagnell  Board  of  Guardians,  1274 
Local  Government    Boundaries    Act,   1887 — 

Warwickshire,  1088 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for   Leave,    1640,   1657,   1660,   1662, 
1604,1665,1678,   1680,  1687,  1688,  1689, 
1690,  1694 
Local   Government   (England    and  Wales)— 
Metropolis,  703 
Poor  I^w  Guardians,  1795 
Marriages    (Eloman     Catholic)    at    Victoria 

Docks— The  Registrar,  1292 
Poor  Law  (  England  and  Wales) — Questions 
Auditors    under    the    Local    Government 

Board,  1065 
Election  of  Guardians  (Nottingham)— Mr. 

Metcalf,  104 
Question  of  Voting  Papers,  863 
River    Thames  —  Sanitary    Condition  —  New 

Hotel  near  Wevbridge,  360 
Vaccination    Laws— Prosecution    of   Charles 

llayward,  Ashford,  Kent,  1290 
West    Surrey   Waterworks    Company's   Bill, 
1203 

Rwer  Thames — Sanitary  Condition — The 
New  Hotel  near  Weylridge 
Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  Mar  6,  359 

BoBERTS,  Mr.  J.,  Fiintj  Sfo. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  Uouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 487 

Wales— Tithe  Agitation— Emergency  Men,  578 

BoBERTS,    Mr.    J.    B.,    Carnarvonshire^ 
Eifion^ 
Wales— Tithe    Agitation    in    Anglesey — Dis- 
traints at  Ileneglwys,  1626,  1791 

BoBERTSON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  1878— Appeal 
from  the  Dundee  Sheriff  Court,  1614 


RoBiRTsoy,  Mr.  £.— ^on/. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  ot 
Procedure),  Res.  Xllf.  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 442 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8. 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1080 

BosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester ^  8, 

Inland  Revenue — Excise — Duty  on  Spirits,  852 

BosEBERY,  Earl  of 

House  of  Lords,   Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1533,  1563,  1578.  1503,  1500,  1006 
Technical  Schools  (Scotland)  Act,  1887, 7    ' 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finshury,  E. 

Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Election  of 
Guardians — Question  of  Voting  Papers,  863 
Public  Mi-etings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  56 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — Rich- 
mond   Park — The    Clarence    Lanes, 
Roehampton 
Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answer,  The  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  Mar  19, 
1636 

BussELL,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  8. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  (o  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 

1739,  1742,  1743 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  50, 

51,131 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  8, 

Ireland — Questions 

Land   Law   Act,  1887'-Soc.  30,   1311;— 

Purchasers,  1431 
Law  and  Justice — Inquest  on   an   Infant 

Child — Misconduct  of  a  Coroner,  370 
Lotteries    Acts- Lottery   at    Swords,  Co. 

Dublin,  1438 
Magistracy — Margarine    Act —  Reduction 

of  Fines,  1298 

Ireland- Irish  Land  Commission— Qiestions 
Fair  Rents— Delays,  868 
Leaseholders   in   Castlederg,  Co.   Tyrone, 

876 
Sub- Commissioners  at  Newry  and   New* 
townhamilton,  21 

Land  Liw  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  2R. 
1891.  192:^,  1934.  1935 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  dtc.].  Comm. 
755 

Supply — Civil  Services  an  J  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1389 

8ale  of  Liquors  on  Sunday  {Ireland)  Bill 
Question,   Mr.   T.  W.    Ru'tsell ;  Answer,  Tho 
Chief   Secretary    for    Irclanl    (Mr.    A.  J. 
Balfour)  Mar  0,  700 
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8A.LISBTTRT,  Marquessof  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs) 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress,  Res.  820 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment 
(No.  1),  2R.  U5 

Iloute  of  Lords,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 1663,  1590,  1503,  1506,  1601,  1602, 
1603,  1606 

Land  Transfer,  2R.  1774 

Liabilitjr  of  Trustees,  537 

Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1262 

Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1422 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse — Rules  of 
Debate,  Res.  1263 

Prirate  Bill  Legislation,  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee, 1264 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el.  25, 
1050,  1052 

Soudan— Khartoum,  1410,  1421,  1422 

Trust  Companies,  2R.  544 

Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  Ilouse  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
446 

Bamuelson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordshire,  Banhury 
Local    Government     (England     and    Wales), 
Motion  for  LeaTe,  1687 

Sandys,  Colonel  T,'hlL,y  Lancashire^  S,  W,, 
Bootle 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  286,  287 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh,  N, 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,  2R.  1000 

ScoTLANo,  Secretary  for  [see  Lothian, 
Marquess  of) 

Scotland  ( Q^e8tions) 

Destitution  in  the  Western  Islands — Supply  of 
Seed,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald) 
Mar  13,  1070 

District  Road  Boards — Clerks  and  Treasurer St 
Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosb  ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Mac- 
donald) Mar  15,  1266 

Industrial  and  Reformatory  Schools  Bill,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Brjfce,  Mr.  Mundelia,  Mr.  Preston 
Bruce ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
Mar  6,  861 

Police  at  Rogart,  Sutherlandshire,  Question, 
Mr.  A.  Sutherland ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  15, 
1200 

Presumption  of  Life  Limitation  (Scotland) 
Act,  1881,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  Mar  16.  1423 

Scottish  Universities — Reform  and  Endow- 
ment, Question,  Mr.  Bryce ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocalo  (Mr.  J.  li.  A.  Macdonald) 
Mar  8,  682 

[eont. 


Scotland— (Ml/. 

"  The  Agitation  in  Lewis**  Questions,  Mr. 
Fraser  -  Mackintosh  ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  11.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  B, 
575  ; —  Trial  of  tJie  Prisoners,  Questions, 
Dr.  Cameron;  Answers, Tho  I/ird Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  JforO,  701 

Technical  Schools  {Scotland)  Act,  1887,  Ques- 
tion, Observations,  Lord  Norton.  Lord 
I^mington  ;  Replj,  The  Secretarjr  for  Scot- 
land (The  Marquess  of  Lothian) ;  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Rosebery  ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Lothian  Mar  2,  2  ; — Memorandum 
of  the  Education  Department,  Questions, 
Mr.  F.  S.  Powell ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  9, 
701 

Education  (Scotland) 

Education  Rates  in  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
Question,  Colonel  Malcolm  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald) 
Mar  13.  1062 

FisuEBiBS  (Scotland) 

Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Thorbum ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Mac- 
donald) Mar  16,  1432 

Fishery  Board  (Scotlard) 

Mussel  Beds  in  Tidal  Waters,  Question,  Mr. 
Anderson :  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  0,  606 

Trawling,  Questions,  Mr.  Anstruther,  Mr, 
Esslemont ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  8,  568 
Trawling  on  the  East  Coast,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  5,  16C 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland) 

Bankruptcy — Case  of  Auld,   a   Bankrupt,  of 
Aberdeen,  Question,  Dr.  (Cameron  ;  Answer, 
The   Lord    Advocate   (Mr.  J.  II.   A.  Mac- 
donald) Mar  6,  381 

Mr.  Oeorge  Robertson,  Question,  Dr.  Came- 
ron ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  Mar  2,  14 

Post  Opficb  (Scotland) 

Acceleration  of  the  Northern  Mails,  Questions, 
Dr.  Clark  ;  Answers,  Tho  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Kaikes)  Mar  6,  370 

Anonymous  Letters  to  Lady  Mat/ieson,  Ques- 
tion, Dr.  II.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  (Mr.  liaikes)  Mar  5,  164 

Prisons  (Scotland) 

Question,  Observations,  Tho  Earl  of  Elgin  ; 
Reply,  The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (The 
Marquess  of  Lothian)  Mar  16,  1407 

Scotland — JEducational EndowmenU  {Scot- 
land)  jict,  1882  {Madras  College) 
Moved,  '^That  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  wiihhold  Her  consent  from  tho 
Scheme  for  the  Management  of  the  Endow- 
ment in  the  Burgh  of  St.  Andrcw*B  and 
County  of  Fife,  known  as  tho  Madras  Ool- 

eont. 
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Sealland— Educational   EndowmeiUt   (SeaUand) 
Aetf  1882  {Madras  College)— cont, 

lego,  now  lying  upon  tho  Table  of  the 
Uott9e'*  {Mr,  Stephen  WUliamson)  Mar  U, 
1026  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and 
negatived 

Scotland — Rating  and  Valuation 
Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  7  ;  List  of 
tho  Committee,  533 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  T., 

EsBBXj  Epping 
I^cal    Government     (England     and    Wales), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1680 

Selwyn,  Captain  0.  W.,  Camhridge,  TFis- 

beach 
War   OflSce  (Small    Arms)— Enfield    Martini 
Trial  Rifle.  366 

% 

SiDMouTH,  Viscount 

Navy — Iron'Clads  on  the  Indian  Station,  11 
Vivisection,  Motion  for  an  Address,  693 

Simon,  Sir  J.,  Dewdury 
Morocco — Foreign  Protection,  590 
Oaths,  2  a.  1204 

Trade  and  Commerce — Convention  with  China 
—Trade  with  Thibet,  166 

Sinclair,  Mr.W.  P.,  Falkirk^  See. 

Local    Government     (England    and    Wales), 
Motion  for  Leave,  1687 

Slaqg,  Mr.  J.,  Burnley 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policj),  Res. 
1093,1121,1177 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of   the  Treasury),    Strand,    West- 
minster 
Administration  of  the  War  OflBce  and  Admi- 

raltjr — Royal  Commission,  1309 
Administrative  Sjstem  of  tho  Admiraltj,  Res. 

1023 
Africa  (West  Coast)~King  Ja  Ja,  374 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  678 

Pay  and  Allowances,  683 
Charity  Commissioners — Free  School  at  Hit- 

chin  and  John  Rand's  Charity,  185 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  188,  384 
Civil  Service— Qaestious 

Mr.  Geoffrey  Browning  and  Mr.  Fottrell, 

1305,  1307,  1308 
Political  Associations,  383 
Political  Demonstrations,  1621,  1622 
SirAlfredSlade,  180 
Emigration   and     Immigration    (Foreigners), 
1439;    Nomination  of    Select  Committee, 
1797 
Emporor  of  Germany,  592  ; — Death  of,  706 
Government    Contracts  —  Union     Steamship 

Company — Sir  Alfred  Slade,  1039 
Hares  Preservation,  879 
Xlayti^Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Coles,  1702 

leoni. 


Sunn,  Right  lion.  W.  II.— cent. 

House  of  Lords,  Res.  796,  800,  803 
Inland  Revenue — Civil  Servants  and  Political 
Associations,  1091,  1092 

Ireland — Questions 

Irish  Land  Commission— Apppointmont  of 
Registrars  of  Sub- Com  missions,  1 089  ;^- 
Leaseholders  la  Castlederg,  Co.  Tyrone, 
878 

UndUw  Act.  1881,  1092 

Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary,  1 305 

London  Coal  and   Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

1092,  1430 
Metropolis  Local  Government,  1310 
MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works.  1794 
National  Debt  Acts,  Res.  532 
National   Debt    (Conversion),    IR.    884  ;  2 R. 

1490  ;  Comm.  add,  at,   1843,  1845,  1846, 

1847 
Paris   Exhibition   (1889)— Representation    of 

British  Industries,  183 

Parliament — Questions 

Business  of  the  House,  189,  1794 
Duration  of  Speeches,  188,  189 
Eligibility  of  Foreign  Agents,  1792 
New  Rules  of  Procedure — Unfinished  Bills, 

184 
OflBces  of  Profit— Vacation  of  Seats,  1435 
Order  of  Public  Business,  1848 
Private   Bill   Legislation — A   Joint  Com- 
mittee, 183 
Sittings  and  Adjournment   of  the  Douso^ 

Easter  Recess,  1310 
Sittings  of  tho  House — Friday,  March  16, 
880,  881 

Parliament—Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure), Res.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
393,398,400,  500,  501,  504;  Motions  for 
Bills  and  Nomination  of  Select  Committees, 
514,  518,  Amendt.  521  ;  When  Chairman 
reports  Progress  at  Nine  o'clock,  523  ; 
XXL  Notices  on  going  into  Committee  ot 
Supply,  525;  XXII.  Select  Committees, 
529,  530  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  531 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  Ac],  Comm. 
73<?,  762,  1640,1732,  1735 

Post  Office— Ofilcials  at  Political  Meetings, 
1431 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  Motion  for  a  Select 
Committee,  1024 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  315,  319,  610,  676, 
C77,  678 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  131 

Public  Trustee,  1793 

Record  Office—Removal  of  Public  Records 
from  Westminster,  185 

Revised  Edition  of  the  Statutes— Publication, 
1793 

Scotland— Burgh  Police  and  Health,  192 

Supply — Civil   Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 

roents,  1400,  1545,  1546,  1547 
Supply— Navy  and  Civil   Service  Estimates, 

34 
Sweating  System— Report  of  Mr.    Burnett, 

1637 
Technical  Education — Report  of  Commission 

on  Elementary  Education,  1435 
Tithe  Rcntchargo,  1793 

War  Office — Military  ami  N.it'al  Intelligence 
Departments,  184 
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SMirn,  Right  lion.  W.  U,^^oni. 

Wajs  ami    Menns,   Comm.   liOl,  1403,  UOd, 

1449,  1450 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  882 
Westminster  Abbe/,  Leave,  1024 
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Smith,  Mr.  S.,  Flintshire 

Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),  Ret. 

1138,1142 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 

Procedure),  Res.  X  III.  Standing  Committees, 

474 

Solicitor   Gbnebal    («m  Clarke,   Sir 
E.G.) 

Solicitor    General   for  iRELAm)    («m 
Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

SoUcitors  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Maurice  Oeaij^,  Mr,  Reynoldt^  Mr,  O'Hea, 

Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr,  O'Loh^rty) 
e.  Read  2*»  •  Ifar  7  [BillUO] 

Boulli  Indian  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) 
e.  Read  S",  after  short  debate  Mar  20,  1776 

Speaker,    The   (Bight  Hon.   Arthur 

Wellesley    Peel),    Warwick    and 

Leamington 
Administrative  Sjstem  of  the  Admiralty,  Res. 

946,  975 
Africa  (West  Coast)— King  Ja-Ja,  374,  375 
Army  (Annual),  2 R.  1750 
Copyright    (Musical    Compositions),    Comm. 

1750 
Emigration    and    Immigration    (Foreigners), 
1439 ;   Nomination  of   Select    Committee, 
1197 
Ireland — Questions 

Court  of  Bankruptcy — Thomas  Moronoy,  a 

Prisoner  for  Contempt,  562 
Lotteries    Act— Prise   Drawings  at   Dun- 

dalk,  1628 
Magistracy— Colonel  Turner — Warnings  to 

the  Priests  of  Clare  Co.  357 
Margarine — Margarine  Act — Reduction  of 

Fines.  1299 
Prisons  — Mr.    Wilfrid    Blunt    and     Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  1013 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion forLoave,  1699,  1701 
I^ndon   Coal  and   Wine  Duties  Continuance, 

143G 
Memorandum   of    Sir    Charles   Warren    (Mr. 

Baggallay),  Res.  1801 
National  Debt  (Conversion),  IR.  884 
•Oaths,  2R.  1203,  1232 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Order  of 

Public  Business,  1848 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),    Res.     XIII.    Standing    Com- 
mittees, 305,  d9» ;  When  Chairman   reports 
Progress  at  Nino  o'clock,  524 ;  XXII.  Se- 
lect Committees,  531 
Pailiamont — Privilege  — Canvassing  Members, 
H30 
National  Radical  Union,  1312 

[conU 


1431 

Protection  of  the  Empire.  234,  238,  040 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  112 
Sunday  Closing  Acts  (Ireland).  Nomination  of 
Select  Committee,  1701,  1705,  1707,  1708, 
1709 
Supply — Civil  Services  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 1538,  1541 
Supreme  Court  of  Jadioatare  (Ireland),  2R. 

1749 
Ways  and  Moans,  Comm.  1404 

Spencer,  Earl 

Lunacy  Acts  Amendment,  Report  of  Amondts. 
Amondt.  1751 

Stalbridgb,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el,  24, 
1036  ;  el,  25,  1049 

Stanhope,  Eiglit  Hon.  E.   (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),   Lineolnehire, 

fforneattle 
Army —  Questions 

First    Army    Corps  -^  Horse    and    Field 

Batteries,  1066 
Honorary  Colonelcies,  29 
Medical  Service — Relative  Rank,  871 
Army— Auxiliary  Foroes — The   Volanteers— 
Questions 
Artillery  Volunteers — Artillery  Volunteers 
at  Shoeburyness,  1629  ;— Martini- Henry 
Riaes,  1777  ;— Officers— Uniform,  1629 
Easter   Volunteer    Review  at   Aldershot, 

701 
Purchase  of   Condemned  Accoutrements, 
Ac.  812 
Army— War  Office— Questions 

Administration  of  Ordnance  Factories,  182 
Chaplain  General  to  the  Forces — Vicarage 
of    St.     I*etor.ad-Vincula    (Tower    of 
London).  10B2 
Colonel  Borton,  Adjutant  of  the  Hon.  Ar- 
tillery Company,  356 
Manufacturing  Departments — Superannua- 
tion   Act,    1859.   1616  ;— Workmen   at 
Enfield  and  Woolwich,  843,  1425 
Royal  Arsenal,  Woolwich— Thomas  Make- 
peace, 1003 
Small  Arms— Enficld-.MartiAi  Trial  Riflo, 
366 
Army  Estimates— Explanatory  Memorandum 

— Premature  Disclosure,  30 
Army   Estimates,  1887— Field  Artillery,  588, 

580 
Egypt  —  Red     Sea    Coast  —  Fighting    near 

Suakin,  370 
Ireland— Crime  and  Outrage— Disturbance  at 

Ennis,  1634 
Protection  of  the  Empire,  248,  249,  287,  300. 
309,  312,  013,  014,  015,  617,  622,  624,  627, 
674,  675 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

British  and  other  Foreign  Colonies — Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  to  Native  Races — 
Correspondence,  152 

Land  Transfer,  2^R.  1703 
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Stanley  of  Preston,  Lord  (President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade) 
Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1261 
Uailway    and  Canal    Traffic,   Comm.  el.    12, 
1030.   1031  :   el.  24,    1036  ;    el,  25,   10d2, 
lOU;  el.i7,  105i 

Stansfeld,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Rait  fax 

Local  6o?ernment  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1702 

Statute  Law  Eevision  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chaneellor) 

U  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  9  (No.  35} 

Read  2*  ifar  15,  1255 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  19 

Read  3*  *  M^ir  20 
e.  Read  1«  •  Mar  21  [Bill  186] 

Statutes,    Revised  Edition  of  the — Fuh* 
Ueation 
Qaestion,   Mr.   Qowell ;    Answer,   Tho   First 
Lord  of  the  Treasurjr  {Mr,   W.  II.  Smith; 
j|far20,  1792 

Steam  Boilers  Bill 

{Mr,  Provand,  Mr.  Octaviut   V.   Morgan^   Mr, 

William  Abraham) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Mar  6  [Bill  160] 

Stevenson,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 

Boundaries  Commission  -  Report,  1303 
Colonies— CoDstitution,of  the  ExocatiTO,  172 
Countj  Courts  Acts— Suffolk,  818 

• 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Local  GoTcrnmcnt  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1694 

Stewart,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Artillery  Voluntcof 
Officers— Uniform,  1629 
Artillery  Volunteeriat  Shoeburyness,  1629 
National  Debt  (ConTcrsion),  Comm.  el.  9, 1812 
Oaths,  211.  1232 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (R,ules  of 

Procedure).    Res.    XI IT.    Standing    Com- 

roitteos,  409 
Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the 

House— Easter  Recess,  1310 

Stratreden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

House  of  Lords,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, 1606 

Parliament- Business  of  the  House,  Res.  159, 
163 

Parliament — Business  of  the  llouso — Rules  of 
Debate.  Res.  1262,  1263 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Standing 
Orders,  Res.  835,  836,  838,  840 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shorediteh,  Hoxton 

India — Questions 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts — Condemnation 
by  the  Bishops,  1074 

yoi^.  000:^X111.  [thi^p  3RjiiE3.][c«i/. 


Stuart,  Mr.  J. — eoni. 

Licensing  of  Immorality — Working  of  the 

Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  31 
Working  of  the  Ix)ck  Ho.*pitals— Reports 
for  1885,  583 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1665 
Tublic  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  74»  95 
Torquay   Harbour  and  District  Act,   1880 — 
Tho  Salvation  Army,  1788 

SuDELEY,  Lord 

Navy — Position  and  Pay  of  Lieutenants.  330 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.  el,  25,  1047 
Trust  Companies,  2R.  540 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeath,  S. 

Ireland — Questions 

Civil  Service— Promotion  of  Writers,  565 
Post  Office — Expenses  of  Sub- Postmasters, 

869 
Statcof  Ireland— Eitra  Police— Co.  West- 
meath.  21 
National  Debt  (Conversion)  ~ Pensions  to  Na- 
tional School  Teachers,  1787 
Post  Office— Officials  at    Political    Meetings, 
1788 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfield 

Law  and  Justice — The  Badsworth  Poaching 
Affray,  804 

SUPPLY  {Questions) 

Orant  of  Supplies 

Moved,  *'  That  a  Select  Commiltco  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  procedure  by  which  the  House 
annually  grants  tho  Supplies  to  Uer  Ma- 
jesty" (Mr.  Henry  II.  Fowler)  Mar  8,  085  ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Army  Estimates 

Army  Estimates  ^Brigade  Depdls,  Question, 
Colonel  Eyre ;  Answer,  The  Financial  Se- 
cretary, War  Department  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
Mar  2,  27 

Army  Estimates,  \SS7 ^Eield  Artillery,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Henry  Ilavolock- Allan,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  Captain  Cotton  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  Stato  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  Mar  8,  537 

Explanatory  Memorandum -^  Premature  DiS" 
closure.  Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  Mar  2,  30 

Memorandum  of  the  Secretary  of  State  re- 
laiingto  the  Army  Estimates,  1888-9,  Mar  5, 
193 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  examine  into  the  Army  Estimates  and  to 
report  their  observations  thereon  to  the 
House  (Mr,  Secretary  Stanhope)  Mar  13 

Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  15  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1404 

Navy  and  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Question, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  ;  Answer,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  ifar  2,  31 
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Navy  Estimates 

Qaestion.  Mr.  Childcrs ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  AHmiraltjr  (Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton) Mar  6,  187 

Premature  Delivery  of  Parliamentary  Papers^ 
Question,  Mr.  D.  Crawford  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Adoiiraltj  (Lord  Georgo 
namilton)  Mar  8.  581 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed  to  examine  into  the  Navy  Estimates, 
and  to  report  thoir  observations  thereon  to 
the  lloase  ( L^rd  Oeorge  Hamilton)  Mar  13 

Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  19 ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1751 

Civil  Service  Estimates 

Question,  Mr.  Maodonald  Cameron ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II. 
Smith)  Mar  5,  188  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  6,  884 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  1886— i//^a/  Pay- 
ments, Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers,  The 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  Kiog-IIarman)  Mar  2,  32 

Revenue  Department  Estimates — Warrington 
Commissioners  of  Income  Tax^  Question, 
Mr.  Caleb  Wright ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  J/ar  13,  1078 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  examine  into  the  Estimates  for 
the  Revenue  Departments,  and  to  report 
their  observations  to  the  House  \Mr*  Jack' 
son)  Mar  13 

SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  8,  678— Arut 
Estimates,  1888-9 ;  Vote  I.,  Numbers  ; 
Vote  II.,  Effective  Services;  Resolutions 
reported  Mar  9 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  15,  ld52~NAVT 
Estimates  ;  Numbers,  Vote  I.  ;  Civil  Ser- 
vices, £3,6U,903,  on  account 

Resolutions  reported  Mar  16,  1491 ;  Res.  1 
and  2  agreed  to 

(3.)  £3,614,903,  on  account;  Moved,  *' That 
this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Committee 
in  the  said  Resolution  ; "  after  short  de- 
bate. Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  iiar  16,  1537;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  subsequent 
Res.  agreed  te 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act,  1875 — 
Visitors  of  Chancery  Lunatics 
Question,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho   Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  20, 1779 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
BiU 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland,  Colonel  King-Rarman) 

e.  Council  of  Law  Reporting,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy ;  Answer,  Tho  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  Jfar  9,  698 
aa,  deferral  Mar  19,  1749  [Bill  131] 


Sutherland,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Scotland— Police  at  Rogart,  Sutherlandshire, 
1299 

Sutherland,  Mr.  T.,  Greenock 

India— Port  of  Aden,  1633 

Sweating  System^  The 
Question,  Mr.  Howell ;   Answer,  The    Presi 
dent  of  the   Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks. Beach)  Mar  12,  855 
Report  of  Mr,  Burnett^  Question,  Mr.   Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.   Smith)  Mar  19,  1637  ;— 
The     Lords*     Committee,     Question,    Mr 
Pickersgill  ;  Answer,  Tho  President  of  tho 
IJoard  of  Trade  (Mr.  \V.  H.  Smith)  Mar  15, 
1299 

Sweating  System 
Select  Committee  nominated  Mar  9  ;  List    f 
the  Committee,  694 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  I^aTO,  1094 

Tanner,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co,,  Mid 
Ireland — Questions 

Law  and  Police — Disturbances  at  Dromoro, 

Co.   Tyrone,   15 ; — Polioo   Barracks   at 

Macroom,  26 

Piers  and  Harboors^Ballycotton  Pier,  695 

Post  Office — DeliTcry  of  Mails  at  Macroom, 

26,27 

Temple,  Sir  B.,  Worcester ^  Evesham 
China— Chefoo   Convention — Detention  of  a 

British  Steamer,  869 
Government  of  India  (Frontier  Policy),    Res. 
1142,  1146 

Thames  Conservancy  Board — Composition 
Question,  Mr.  Baumann ;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Mar  8,  590 

Thames  Preservation  Act,   1885 — Steam 
Launches  on  the  Thames 
Question,    Mr.    Labouohere ;     Answer,    The 
President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  Mar  15,  1291 

Thomas,  Mr.  A.,  Glamorgan,  E. 

Consular    Correspondence — Official    Postages, 
1428 

Thorbtjrn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 
Fisheries  (Scotland),  1482 

Thrinq,  Lord 

Land  Transfer,  2R.  1763 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment,  Comm.  329 

Poor  Law  l^elief,  Motion  for  an  4<i<]reBs^  6(iQ 
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Thurlow,  Lord 

Electric  Lighting  Act  (1882)  Amendment,  2R. 
139 

Timber  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

(JTr.   Arthur    Balfour^    Colonel    King-Harman, 

Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  5  [Bill  157] 

Read30»  JIar  12 
Committee* — r  p.  Mar  15 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  19 

Tiihe  Rentcharge — Zegislaiion 
Qaestion,  Mr.  II.  Gardner  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Afar  20,  1703 

Toleration  Act,    The — Nonconfotfnisis  in 
Yorkshire 
Questions,  Mr.    Ilandel   Cossham  ;  Answers, 
The  Seoretarjr  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  20,  1782 

ToMLiKSOK,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 
l^w  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Pro- 
bates and  Letters  of  Administration^Dis- 
triot  Probate  Registries,  1780 
Oaths,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1232 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Motions  for  Bills  and  Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committees,  522 
Parliament — Eligibility    of   Foreign    Agents, 

1792 
Post  OflSoe— Parcel  Post  to  New  Zealand,  1777 

Torquay  Harbour  and  District  Act,  1886 

— The  Salvation  Army 

Questions,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Ilenrj  H. 

Fowler,  Mr.  Barran :  Answers,  The  Secre* 

tarj  of  State  for  the  Uomo  Department  (Mr. 

Matthews)  Mar  20,  1738 

TORRINQTON,  VlsCOUnt 

Agricultural  and  Industrial  Distress,  Res.  825 

Trade    and    Commerce —Convention    with 

China-'Trade  with  Thibet 
Question,   Sir    John    Simon ;    Answer,    The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mar  5, 166 

Trawling  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hunter,  Mr,  Maedonald  Cameron^  Mr, 

Barclay^  Mr.  EtsUmont) 

0. 2R.,  after   short    debate,  Debate    adjourned 
Mar  8,  683  [Bill  155] 

Treasubt— First  Lord  (^see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Tbbastjby,  a  Lord  of  (see  Maxwbll,  Sir 
H.  E.) 

Tbeasury — Secretary  to  (see  Jackson, 
Mr,  W.  L.) 


Treaty    of  Berlin-- Article    XXIIL  — 

Bulgaria    and   Turkey  —  Reciprocal 

Engayemmts 

Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Aoswor,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 

(Sir  James  Fergusson)  Mxr  13,  1068 

Tbevelyan,   Rig:lit    Hon.    Sir   Q.    0., 
Glasgow^  Bridyeton 
Army — Uonorary  Colonelcies,  28 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XI 11.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 151 

Truck  Amendment  Act — Servants  in  Has- 
handry 
Question,  Mr.  C.  T.  D.  Acland  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Attorney  General    (Sir    Richard    Webster) 
Mar  8,  591 

Tmro  Cathedral  Fabric  and  Services 

Bill  [h.l.]  (The  Lord  Steward) 

I,  Select  Comm.  L.  Kor  added ;  L.  Mnghcra- 
roorne  discharged  Mar  2 

Trnst  Companies  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord Hohhouae) 

^  Moved,  **That    the  Bill  be  now  road   2«" 
Mar  8,  538 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.   to  leave    out 
("  now,")  add  ('*  this  day  six  months  "){The 
Lord   Ohaneellor)  ;  on   Question,   whether 
("now")   Ac;    Cont.  31,   Not-Cont.  41; 
M.  10 
Division  List,  Cont.  and  Not- Cont,,  545 
Resolved  in  the  negative ;  Bill  to  bo  read  2* 
on  this  daj  six  months 

Trustee  Savinys  Banks  Act,  1887 — Cardiff 
Trustee    Savinys    Bank — Report    of 
the  Commissioners 
Question,  Mr.  Howell  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor   of  the    Exchequer    (Mr.    Goschen) 
Mar  13, 1079 

TuTTE,  Mr.  J.,  TFestmeath,  N. 

Customs  Department — Examination  for  Out- 
port  Clerkships,  1281 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Post  Office— Purchase  of  the  Telephone  Com- 
panies, 382 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Brjrce  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate (Mr.  J.  II.  A.  Maodonald)  Mar  15, 
1282 


Universities  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Marqueta  of  Lothian) 
I,  Presented  ;  read  C  ^far  19  (No.  47) 
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The  Rev.  T.  Mat/M,  Aihlotx-undeT'Lyixe,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Depirtment  (&Ir.  Mat- 
thews) Mar  12.860 

Prottcution  of  Charlet  Ilaywird,  Ath/ord, 
Kentf  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Ix>oa1  Gorernment 
Board  (Mr.  Kitchie)  Mar  15,  1200 

Yezations    Indictments     (Amendment) 

Bill  {Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Whitley, 

Mr.  Ditgdale,  Mr.  Fulton) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Mar  13  [Bill  170] 


ViNOBNT,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Artillery  Volun- 
teers— Martinl-Uenry  Rifles,  1777 

City  of  London — Corn  and  Grain  Duties,  659, 
660 

Constabulary  Forces— Superannuation,  871 

Fisheries  Confereneo  (England  and  Wales) — 
The  Report,  20 

Protection  of  the  Empire,  647 

Public  Trustee,  1793 

Saving  Life  at  Sea,  682 


Vivian,  Sir  H.  Hussey,  Swansea,  Dtstriet 

Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouso  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIII.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 478,  479,  486 


Viviseetion 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  bo  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  for  Oorrespondence 
between  the  Home  Offlce  and  the  Society 
for  the  Protection  of  Animals  from  Vivi- 
section in  reference  to  two  recent  InstaDces 
of  infringements  of  the  law  *'  (  The  Vigeount 
Sidmouth)  Mar  0,  692  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to 

Wales 

The  Tithe  Agitation—  Anglesey — Diitrainlt  at 
Heneglwye,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Dryn  Roberts  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  Mar  19, 
1626;  Mar  20,  1791 

Emergency  Men,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Roberts, 
Mr.  T.  £.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Mar  8,  678 

Walsinqham,  Lord 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic,  Comm.e?.  25,  1039 


War  Department — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Stanhope,  Eight  Hon.  E.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
Is^tate  {see  Harris,  Lord) 


War  Department — Financial  Secretary 
(<d^  Brodriok,  Hon.W,  St.  J.  F.) 

Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N. 

Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the  I.ord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  [Salary,  ^.],  Comm. 
1734,  1736 

War  Office  and  Admiralty,  AdminUiration 
of  the — Hie  Royal  Commission 
Question,  Lord  Charles  Beresford ;    Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Mar  16,  1308 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlaehte 
British  Guiana— Report  of  Mr.  M*Turk^The 
Boundary  Question,  861 


WAYS  AND  MEANS 
Inland  Revendb 

Carriage  Tax  {Ireland)--  Exemption,  Question 
Mr.  Cremer  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Ezcheouer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  13,  1086 

Excite — The  Duty  on  Spirits,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Roscoo  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  12,  859 

Oun  Licences  for  Short  Periods,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay  ;  Answer,  Tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  8,  667 

Income  Tax  on  Ueal  Property,  Question,  Sir 
Edward  Uirkbeck  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  8,  663 

Income  Tax — Wear  and  Tear  of  Machinery, 
Question,  Mr.  Ainslie  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
Mar  16,  1267 

Stamp  Duties — Amount  Received  for  Apprentice 
Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Bristowe;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Mar  19,  1622 

Stamp  Duty  on  Foreign  Investments,  Questions, 
Mr.  Ilowell ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  Mar  13,  1064 

The  Financial  Statement 

Question,  Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  \V.  II. 
Smith)  Mar  12,  882 


WATS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  Mar  16,  1440 
(1.)  Moved,  <*That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted    to    Her   Majesty   for  tho 
Service  of  the   years  ending  on  the  31  st- 
day  of  March  1887  and  1888,  the  snm  of 
£114,900  7s.  id.    be  granted   out  of  the 
Consolidated   Fund    of   the   United    King- 
dom ; "  Vote  agreed  to 
(2)  Moved,  ''That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply   granted    to    Her   Majesty   for   the 
Service  of  tho  year  ending  on  the  3 let  day 
of  March  1630,  the  sum  of  £11,704,603  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  tho 
United    Kingdom  ; "    after    short    debate. 
Moved,  "  That  a  reduced  sum  of  £1 1,703,603 

[eont. 
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be  grnntcd  out  of  tlio  Consolidated  Fund  of 
tbe  United  Kingdom  "  {Mr.  T.  if.  Bfalt/)  ; 
after  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
negatived ;  Original  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  3far  19 

Webster,  Sir  E.  E.  (Attorney  General), 
Isle  of  Wight 

Army — War  Office— Colonel  Borton,  Adjutant 
of  the  Hon.  Artillery  Company,  356 

Egypt^Judge  Advocate  General,  Res.  1524, 
1526,  1530 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Chancery  Division),  879 

Lotteries  Act — *'  Blackburn  Evening  Express," 
1304 

National  Debt  (Con vorsion),  Comm.  el.  1, 1802  ; 
el,  3,  1807;  el,  6,  1810;  el,  7,  ib,  ;  cl,  9, 
1812:  el  10,  1827,  1831;  cl,  18,  1832; 
add.  el.  1836,  1837,  1839,  1841  ;  CoDsid. 
1958  ;  Amendt.  1959 

Oaths,  2R.  1223 

Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  44, 
46,50,52,56,61,62 

Truck  Amendment  Act— Servants  in  Hus- 
bandry, 591 

Weights  and  Measures  Acts — Legislation 
Question,  Sir  William  Ilouldsworth  ;   Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  HiokB-Beach)  Mar  15,  1295 

Wemyss,  Earl  of 

House  of  Lords,  Motion  for  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, Amendt.  1576 
Poor  Law  Relief,  Motion  for  an  Address,  556 


West,  Colonel  W.  C,  Denbigh^  W. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Prooedure),Re8.  XIII.  Standing  Committees, 
477 

West  London  Commercial  Bank,  The 
Questions,  Mr.  Cremcr ;  Answers,  The  Solici- 
tor General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke)  Mar  16, 
1483 


Westminster  Abbey  fiill 

(Mr.  WiWam  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  fkeretary 
Matthftcs,  Mr.  Jaek^on) 

e.  Motion  for  Leaic  {Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  Mar  12, 
1024;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill 
ordered;  read  1°*  [BilllGo] 

West  Surrey  Waterworks  Company^s  Bid 

Question,  Mr.  Dixon- llartland  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Uitchio)  Mar  15,  1292 

Whitbkead,   Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Kulesof 
Procedure)— Res.  XIII.  Standing  Commit- 
tees, 419,  475 

TOL.  CCOXXIII.  [third  sehies] 


Wjiitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 

Occupiers'  Disqualification  Removal.  2R.  CS4 
Public  Meetings  in  the  Metropolis,  Res.  79,  80 

Will,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Montrose,  Sfc. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Rules  of 
Procedure),  Res.  XIIL  Standing  Com- 
mittees, 429 


Williams,  Mr.  J.  Poweli.-,  Birmingham, 
S. 
Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Outrage  at  the 

National  School,  Lackfoodra,  1427 
Land   Law  (Ireland)  Acts    Amendment,  2R. 
Amendt.  1881 


Williamson,  Mr.  S.,  Kilmarnock,  ^e. 

Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)  Act,  1882 
(liladras  College),  Motion  for  an  Address, 
1025,  1029 


Winchester  Burgesses*  Disqaalification 
Kemoval  Bill  (i/r.  Moat, 

Viscount  Baring,  Mr.  Bramsion  Beach) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  13  [Bill  168] 

WiNTERBOTHAM,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Gloucester, 
Cirencester 
Bristol  Water,  2R.  360,  351 
School  Board  (Metropolis) — Punishment  for 
Non-Attendance,  1274 


WooDALL,  Mr.  W.,  Ifanley 

Local  GoTcrnment  (England  and  Wales),  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1701 
War  Office — Administration  of  Ordnance  Fac- 
tories, 182 
Chelsea    Hospital — Augmented     Pensions, 
182 


Workmen  ( Woolwich  and  Enfield) 
Motion    for    a    Select    Committee,     Colonel 
Hughes  Mar  20, 1868 

Works — ^First  Commissioner  {see  Plttn- 
KET,  Eight  Hon.  D.  R.) 

■ 

WoRTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuart-  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Sheffield,  Ifallam 

Church  of  England  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners —  I'ropcrty  and  RoTonues, 
171,172 

Metropolis  —  River  Thames  —  Deaths  from 
Starvation,  Drowning,  <ko.  854 

Wrigut,  Mr.  C,  Lancashire,  S.  W.,  Leigh 
Estimates — Revenue    Department — Waning* 
ton  Commissioners  ot  Income  Tax,  1078 
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"Wright,  Mr.  II.  S..  Nottingham,  S. 

J'oor  l.nw  (En<!lanil  nnU    U'u1ci«) — Klcction  of 
Gunrdiaus  (Nottingliaiii)— Mr.  Mctcalf,  103 


YBRnuRon,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Chetier 

Gold   and   Silver — Hall   Marking  of   Forvign 
Watches,  1301 


END    OF    VOLUME    CCCXXUI.,    AND    SECOND    VOLUME 

OF    SESSION    1888. 
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